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IN   THE 


SECOND    SESSION  op  the    TWENTY-FIFTH  PARLIAMENT   of 
THE    United     Kingdom     of    GREAT    BRITAIN   and     IRELAND 

APPOINTED     TO     MEET     4    AUGUST    1892,     IN     THE    FiFTY-SlXTH     YeAR     OF 

THE   Reign   of 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


EIGHTH  VOLUME   OF    SESSION    1893. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesdayy  19th  July  1893. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  QF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

committee.     [Progressy  18th  July."] 

[forty-first  NIGHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Judges  and  Civil  Servants. 

Clause  28  (As  to  persons  holding  Civil 
Service  appointments.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  16,  line  12,  after  the  word  "  King- 
dom, to  insert  the  words  "  except  that  this 
section  shall  apply  to  the  clerical  staff  of  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabalary  and  DabHn  Metro- 
politan Police,  with  the  snbstitntion  of  the 
TreaBury  for  the  Irish  Government." — (Jfr.  J, 
Marley.) 

VOL.  XV.      [fourth  series.] 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
What  is  the  object  of  this  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  To  bring  under 
the  terms  of  the  28th  clause  the  clerical 
staffs  in  Dublin  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 
supposed  the  meaning  was  that  the 
Treasury  should  do  with  regard  to  these 
clerical  staffs  what  the  Irish  Government 
might  do  in  regard  to  others  ;  that  they 
might  require  them  to  retire  ;  and,  if  so, 
then  they  would  be  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  the  clause.  The  question  was.  Were 
these  officers  now  entitled  to  a  pension, 
and,  in  regard  to  pensions,  were  they  to 
be  allowed  to  count  the  transitional 
period  and  abolition  years  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  there  was  some  uncertainty  as 
to  the  real  meaning  of  the  clause.  He 
found  at  the  beginning  of  it  the  words 
"  the  Treasury  in  communication  with 
I  the    Irish     Governn^ent     shall."      The 
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Amendment  was  to  substitute  the 
Treasury  for  the  Irish  Government,  and, 
consequently,  the  clause  would  run — "The 
Treasury  in  communication  with  the 
Treasury,"  &c.  What  was  the  real 
meaning  and  intention  of  the  Amend- 
ment ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  11.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
meaning  is  quite  clear.  Under  the 
section  as  it  now  stands  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment has  authority  to  retire  these  officials, 
and  we  propose  to  transfer  that  authority 
to  the  Treasury.  This  is  merely  a  con- 
sequential Amendment  on  a  preceding 
clause. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  But  do 
not  the  words  of  the  Amendment  leave 
it  rather  ambiguous  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  could  not  understand  how  these  words 
carried  out  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  found  under  the  clause  as 
it  stood  that  the  Treasury  was  to  com- 
municate with  the  Irish  Government 
before  it  took  certain  action.  The  Amend- 
ment provided  that  the  clerical  staff  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Force  should  be  subject  not 
to  the  Irish  Government,  but  to  the 
Treasury  ;  but  the  result  of  the  form  of 
wording  adopted  was  that  the  Treasury 
was  to  communicate  with  the  Treasury  I 
Was  not  that  a  very  obscure  form  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  If  this 
Amendment  is,  as  I  take  it^  to  refer  solely 
to  the  line  in  the  1st  sub-section  of  the 
clause  which  has  the  letter  (d)  prefixed 
to  it,  why  not  say  so  distinctly  and  thus 
remove  all  doubt  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  should  like  to  ask  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  "  except "  with  which  the  Amend- 
ment conmienced.  Surely  it  was  very 
peculiar  English  ?  He  could  not  con- 
ceive what  it  meant. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  told  that 
this  is  a  perfectly  grammatical  and 
familiar  form  of  drafting. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Is  this 
Amendment  only  intended  to  apply  to 
Sub-section  (d)  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  word 
"  section  "  means,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
the  whole  section,  and  not  merely  a  sub- 
section. 

Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES    said,  he 
iress  his  point.      If   the   Amend- 

.  Gibson  Botolet 


ment  were  intended  to  apply  to  the  whole 
section,  then  he  was  bound  to  point  out 
how,  in  several  instances,  the  clause 
would  provide  that  the  Treasury  should 
communicate  with  the  Treasury,  which 
was  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Could  not 
this  be  made  a  separate  sub-section  ?  It 
would  remove  all  doi^bt^  and  grammati- 
cally be  better. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  We  will 
consider  this  point  before  the  Report 
stage. 

Mr.  fisher  (Fulham)  asked  where 
in  the  Bill  was  to  be  found  a  definition 
of  the  words  "clerical  staff"?  He  knew 
when  he  was  in  Dublin  a  great  deal  of 
the  clerical  work  of  the  force  was  done 
by  the  constables  themselves.  To  whom 
would  this  Amendment  apply  ?  That 
should  be  made  clear. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  Amendment 
is  to  be  withdrawn  and  other  words  sub- 
stituted ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No.  We  intend 
before  Report  to  consider  the  necessity 
of  any  verbal  alteration. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Fulham,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  clerical  staffs  of  these  forces 
form  part  of  the  permanent  Civil  Service, 
and  at  present  these  gentlemen  are  left 
out  in  the  cold.  The  object  is  to  secure 
to  them  the  same  privileges  as  are  to  be 
enjoyed  by  other  Civil  servants. 

Mr.  fisher  :  And  the  Amendment 
then  applies  solely  to  the  clerical  staff — to 
the  men  whose  time  is  wholly  occupied 
in  clerical  work  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Certainly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  (Dublin  Co., 
S.)  said,  the  next  Amendment  wliich 
stood  in  his  name  was  proposed  by 
him  on  behalf  of  the  Second 
Division  clerks,  and  his  object  was  to 
give  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
admitting  the  principle  that  a  gratuity 
was  due  to  these  officers  for  loss  of 
prospect  and  disturbance  from  office. 
The  amount  of  the  gratuity  would  have 
to  be  discussed  when  the  Fifth  Schedule 
came  to  bo  considered.  The  case  of  the  , 
Second  Division  clerks  was  one  of 
peculiar  hardship.  It  was  true  that  they 
were  mainly  short-service  men,  and  it  was 
generally  assumed  that  the  longer  a  man 
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hhA  served  the  hardelr  his  case  became 
on  dismissal ;  but  that  principle  scarcely 
•applied  to  these  clerks.  Sir  Francis 
Mo  watt,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Ridley  Commission  on  Civil  Service 
Establishments,  said — 

"  I  think  the  principle  of  that  system  of 
Awanls  (abolition  scale)  is  not  logical.  You 
compensate  a  man  for  what  he  loses  on  his 
abolition — if  I  may  say  so— for  tlie  loss 
of  his  lease  of  office,  and  the  longer  his  lease  of 
office  to  which  he  may  look  forward  the  gixiater 
is  his  claim  for  compensation  ;  the  shorter  his 
lease  the  less  his  claim." 

Now,  promotion  in  this  particular  branch 
of  the  Service  was  purely  departmental, 
and,    consequently,   when    a    clerk    was 
transferred  for  service  to  any  other  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  any  reputation  he 
might  have  already  earned  was  lost  to 
iiim«  because  it  was  unknown  to  the  De- 
partment   to    which     he    was     moved. 
There  was  a  high  probability  that  there 
would    be    very   numerous   transfers   of 
these  clerks  should  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
pass,  and  the  result  would  be  interference 
with  the  private  arrangements  of  the  men, 
who  could  not  have  foreseen  this  liability 
to  removal.     They  pointed  out  that  the 
principal  attraction  of  the  Service  had 
always  been  the  promise   of  permanent 
employment ;  and    while   they  took  the 
ordinary  chances  of  abolition,  they  never 
contemplated  such  a  catastrophe  as  was 
likely  to  rasult  from  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.     They,   therefore,   thought  it  was 
not    unreasonable     to     ask     for     some 
moderate  recognition  of  their  claim  to  a 
gratuity   in    this    unforeseen    calamity. 
The     Government     had     several    times 
asserted  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  that 
it  was  quite  gratuitous  to    suppose  that 
there  would  be  any  large  dislodgment  of 
existing  officers.     On    the   other    hand, 
the  Prime  Minister  had   told  them  that 
the  Civil  Service  in  Ireland  was  greatly 
over-manned,  and  it  was  in  view  of  that 
assertion  that  the   Civil  servants    of  all 
classes  in   Ireland    were   alarmed   as  to 
their   probable   retention   in  office.     He 
hoped  the   Government   would   indicate 
their  acceptance  of  the  principle  of  the 
AmeDdment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  Mr.  J. 
Morley's  propose<l  Amendment  (page 
16,  line  12),  line  4,  after  "  Irish  Govern- 
ment," add — 

**FroTi/iefl  that  each  clerk  of  the  Second 
IWvteion  retalfvyi  in  the  -lerrice  of  the  Govern- 
ment   of  tbe  Uniterl  Kingdom,  by  means  of 


transfer  to  Great  Britain,  shall  receive  a 
grataity,  as  set  forth  in  the  Fifth  Schedule,  by 
way  of  compensation  for  disturbance  from 
office  and  loss  of  prospect,  and  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  interfere  with  the  right 
of  resignation  conferred  by  this  section,  or  with 
the  privilege  of  continuing  to  hold  office  under 
the  Irish  Government." — (^Vr.  //.  Plunkttt,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  is  now 
argued  that  a  very  great  injustice  is  In- 
flicted  on  these  Civil  servants  by  trans- 
ferring them  to  the  service  of  the  Im- 
perial Government,  instead  of  leaving 
them  under  the  control  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment. Hitherto  it  has  been  urged 
as  a  grievance  that  the  officers  were  no 
longer  to  remain  under  the  power  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ;  but  now  we  have 
an  entirely  new  complaint  put  forward. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  there  is  an 
essential  difference  between  the  Higher 
and  the  Second  Division  clerks.  The 
Higher  Division  clerks  are  appointed  to 
a  certain  Department  in  which  thej 
acquire  certain  rights  and  privileges. 
These  have  been  dealt  with  in  the  former 
part  of  the  clause  under  debate.  But 
the  clerks  in  the  Second  Division  are 
the  servants  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, who  can  change  them  about 
as  they  think  fit.  There  is  good  reason 
to  believe  that  all  who  leave  Ireland  will 
l>e  absorbed  in  the  service  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  the  Treasury  always 
deals  liberally  with  servants  in  this 
Division  who  are  removed  from  one  place 
to  another.  A  man  who  is  transferred 
from  Dublin  to  Liverpool  will  begin  in 
Liverpool  on  equal  terms.  An  allowance 
is  made  to  him  for  disturbance,  and  he 
will  probably  have  better  prospects  of 
promotion.  He,  therefore,  can  have  no 
claim  to  receive  a  gratuity  in  addition  to 
the  ordinary  allowance. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
for  once  he  was  able  to  agree  with  the 
Government.  He  did  not  think  this 
Amendment  was  a  fair  proposal  at  all* 
Their  contention  up  to  the  present  had 
been  that  it  would  be  an  injury  to  these 
men  to  compel  them  to  remain  in  Ireland, 
and  now  it  was  contended  that  they 
ought  to  receive  a  gratuity  if  they  were 
retained  in  the  service  of  the  Imperial 
Government,  by  which  their  prospects 
were  improved.  For  disturbance  leading 
to  improvement,  instead  of  receiving 
compensation,  they  ought  to  have  some* 
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thing  deducted  from  their  salaries.  He 
was,  therefore,  unable  to  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who  brought  for- 
ward the  Amendment  was,  no  doubt, 
under  the  impression  that  the  transfers 
from  Ireland  to  England  would  be  much 
more  frequent  in  consequence  of  the  Bill 
becoming  law  than  they  had  heretofore 
been,  and  that,  consequently,  the  Second 
Division  clerks  would  be  a  good  deal 
more  "  knocked  about."  But  he  thought 
the  explanation  given  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
perfectly  satisfactory,  .and  would  be 
deemed  to  be  so  by  the  clerks  themselves. 
As  he  understood  it,  the  rule  was  that 
when  these  officers  were  removed  from 
any  place  in  Ireland  to  any  place  in  the 
United  Kingdom  their  expenses  were 
provided  for,  and  they  retained  exactly 
the  same  rank,  instead  of  being  placed  at 
the  bottom  of  the  list  in  their  new  office. 
It  was  quite  natural  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  County  should  have  been 
anxious  to  see  that  no  hardship  was  in- 
flicted ;  but  after  the  explanation  given 
he  might  very  well  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  pointed  out  that 
the  cost  of  removal  would  fall  on  the 
Imperial  and  not  on  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  :  After  the 
irresistible  logic  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lynn  Regis  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment in  my  name  I  will  move  in  sections. 
I  beg  to  propose  the  first  part — 

Page  16,  line  12,  at  end,  add— "(8)  Where  an 
officer,  though  not  in  the  permanent  Civil  Ser- 
vice, is  in  the  public  service  of  the  Crown,  then 
— (a)  if  he  devotes  his  whole  time  to  the  duties 
of  Lis  office,  this  section  shall  apply  to  him  in 
like  manner  as  if  he  were  in  the  permanent 
Civil  Service  ;  and  (b)  if  he  does  not  so  devote 
|iis  whole  time,  and  is  removed  from  his  office 
for  any  cause  other  than  incapacity  or  miscon- 
duct, he  may  apply  to  the  Treasury,  who  may 
awani  him  compensation  for  loss  of  office  in 
accordance  with  the  Fifth  Schedule  of  this  Act." 
Mr,  J,  MiMey,) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  this 
Amendment  called  for  some  explanation. 
The  clause  professed  to  give  permanent 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles 


Civil  servants  only  their  present  rights  in 
regard  to  gratuities  and  pensions.  Thi& 
Amendment,  however,  against  the  en- 
gagement of  the  opening  line  of  the 
clause  confining  its  application  to  per- 
sons in  the  permanent  Civil  Service^ 
brought  in  an  entirely  new  class  of  per- 
sons  ;  it  brought  in  those  who  were  not 
in  the  permanent  Civil  Service.  Who 
were  the  persons  mentioned  in  the  two 
paragraphs  ;  how  many  of  them  were 
there  ;  what  were  their  salaries  ;  and  had 
they  a  right  to  pensions  ?  He  sup- 
posed the  persons  dealt  with  had  other 
sources  of  income.  Had  they  pension 
rights  at  present  ?  He  should  think 
that  they  had  not.  If  a  gentleman  de- 
rived only  a  part  of  his  income  from  the 
State,  and  had  other  sources  of  income^ 
he  had  no  pension  rights,  and  any  pro- 
posal giving  such  officials  the  benefits 
of  this  clause  must  be  subjected  to  the 
closest  scrutiny. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  also  asked  for 
a  full  statement  of  the  classes  of 
officials  proposed  to  be  brought  in  under 
this  clause. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  asked  if  the  clerical 
staff  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and 
of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  did 
not  come  under  the  description  of  "  not 
in  the  permanent  Civil  Service"  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Where 
does  Sub-section  B  come  in  ?  I  cannot 
find  out. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  first 
section  or  class  dealt  with  are  the  model 
school  teachers,  who  do  not  subscribe  to 
the  Pension  Fund.  The  second  class 
are  persons  who  do  not  devote  the  whole 
of  their  time  to  the  Public  Service,  and 
these  are  Crown  and  Sessional  Solicitors. 
I  believe  that  they  are  the  only  class  to 
whom  the  Amendment  will  apply. 
Crown  Solicitors  do  not  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  duties  of  the  office, 
and  are  remunerated  for  only  a  portion 
of  their  time.  Still,  if  their  offices  were 
abolished  they  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  rights  have 
they  now  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  same  as 
other  Civil  servants,  who,  if  deprived  of 
their  position  after  a  considerable  nun;- 
ber  of  years'  service,  are  entitled  to  com- 
pensation in  the  form  either  of  a  gratuity 
or  a  fixed  annual  payment. 
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Mr.  sexton  Bftid,  he  must  point 
that  the  words  in  the  clause  were 
ambigaoiiB.  It  was  not  io tended,  he 
supposed,  to  give  model  school  teachers 
and  the  solicitors  a  pension  ?  [Mr.  H, 
H.  FowLBR :  No.]  Well,  that  should 
be  madeclear ;  otherwise,  under  the  words 
as  they  stood,  it  might  be  possible  to  give 
them  something  not  intended  bj  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  am  disposed,  at  the  first  glance, 
to  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  grammatical  interpretation  of  the 
clause  ;  but  I  cannot  assent  to  the  policy 
which  be  advocates.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  if  a  man  in  the  service  of  the  Crown 
is  obliged  to  devote  the  whole  of  hte 
time  to  his  work  he  should  be  treated  in 
common  fairness  as  a  member  of  the  per- 
manent Civil  Service,  for,  after  all,  the 
differoDce  in  his  posttiou  and  that  of  a 
pennaoent  Civil  servant  is  a  purely 
technical  one.  I  hope  the  Goverumeat 
will  leave  the  Amendment  in  its  present 
form. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
told  on  the  previous  day  that  model 
school  teachers  and  Inspectors  of 
Xatiooal  Schools  were  clearly  within 
the  clause  ;  that  they  were  appointed 
by  the  State  and  paid  by  the  State  ;  and 
that,  therefore,  their  rights  were  un- 
doubted. But  now  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  seemed  to  imply 
that  they  would  not  be  entitled  to  a 
pension.  Was  there  anybody  in  the 
House  who  would  say  that  they  were 
not  so  entitled  ?  He  did  not  believe 
there  was,  and  he  certainly  could  Hot 
part  with  this  Amendment  until  thej  had 
a  clear  statement  from  the  Government 
that  these  meu  who  were  appointed  by 
the  State  and  devoted  their  whole  time 
to  their  work  were  entitled  to  all  these 
advantages. 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  :  My  hou. 
Friend  does  not  quite  understand  the 
point.  There  are  a  large  number  of 
persons  not  in  the  permanent  Civil 
Service — not,  to  use  a  technical  term,  on 
the  Establishment,  who  give  their  whole 
time  to  the  service  of  the  Crown,  but  are 
not  entitled  to  a  pension. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Does  that 
apply  to  the  model  school  teachers  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Th 
certain  number  on  the  Pensi 
They  are  in  the  Civil  Servio* 


entitled  to  a  pension.  Those  not  on  the 
Pension  Fund  are  entitled  to  a  gratuity. 
This  clause  will  do  away  with  this  dis- 
tinction, ani  treat  them  all  as  if  they 
were  in  the  permanent  Civil  Service. 
With  regard  to  those  officers  who  do  not 
devote  their  whole  time  to  the  Public 
Service,  if  they  are  removed  from  oFGce 
for  any  cause  other  than  misconduct  or 
incapacity,  the  Treasury  may  award 
them  compensation  for  toss  of  office,  and 
the  Schedule,  lays  down  the  basis  on 
which  the  award  has  to  be  made.  These 
Crown  Solicitors  and  Sessional  Crown 
Solicitors  are  simply,  by  this  Amendment, 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  other 
gentlemen  in  the  Civil  Service  who  do 
not  devote  the  whole  of  their  time  to  the 
duties  of  their  office.  To  return  to  the 
model  school  teachers,  in  order  to  entitle 
themselves  to  a  pension  they  must  sub- 
scribe to  the  Pension  Fund,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  not  so  subscribe 
after  the  Act  has  passed. 

Ma.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  They  will 
not  live  long  after  the  Act  has  passed. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  That  is  one  of  the 
uncalled-for  and  bitter  suggestions  which 
constitute  the  mainstay  of  the  opposition 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  ;  I  did  not 
mean  to  imply  anything  against  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Everyone  who 
knows  anything  about  teaching  in  Ira- 
laud  most  be  aware  that  these  model 
schools  are  doomed. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Certain  aspects  of 
their  purpose  may  undergo  modilicatiou, 
but  that  does  not  justify  the  assertion 
that  they  will  not  he  allowed  to 
live.  What  we  now  object  to 
is  the  creation  of  new  pension 
rights  I  have  not  yet  received  an 
answer  to  my  question  whether  the 
Crown  Solicitors  are  at  present  entitled 
to  pensions.  I  think  they  are  not.  The 
words  in  the  Schedule  leave  it  open  to 
the  Treasury  to  grant  them  either  a 
gratuity  or  a  pension;  and  wa  object  to 
George  Bolton,  or  anyone  else  who  is 
not  now  entitled  to  a  pension,  becoming 
a  burden  on  the  Irish  Consolidated  Fund 
by  reason  of  this  Act, 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said,  the 

objection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 

Kerry  was  that  the  Amendment  would 

'     >1   teachers  in  a 
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was  exactly  the  reasou  be  had  for  sup- 
porting it.  The  position  of  these  teachers 
would  not  be  so  safe  pnder  an  Irish 
Government,  and  this  provision  was,  con- 
sequently, necessary  in  their  interests.  He 
took  it  that  the  Treasury  would  have 
power  to  consider  each  individual  case 
on  its  merits.  Then,  in  regard  to  the 
Sessional  Crown  Solicitors,  he  might 
point  out  that,  although  they  were  not 
compelled  to  devote  their  whole  time  to 
the  duties  of  the  office,  it  often  happened 
that  they  were  so  fully  engaged  that  they 
really  had  no  time  for  private  practice. 
There  could  be  no  hardship  in  allowing 
the  Treasury  to  consider  cases  on  their 
individuai  merits. 

•Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  they 
asked  the  assistance  of  every  fair-minded 
man  in  resisting  proposals  of  this  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  had  referred  to  Crown  Soli- 
citors. It  appeared  that  Sub-section  (c) 
would  apply  to  Crown  Solicitors  in  Ire- 
land. In  his  (Mr.  Flynn's)  opinion,  they 
ought  not  to  be  placed  under  this  Bill 
in  a  better  position  than  at  present,  or  in 
a  worse  position.  To  place  them  in  a 
better  position  was  a  great  injustice  upon 
the  Irish  Exchequer ;  in  fact,  it  seemed 
to  him,  the  further  they  proceeded  with 
these  clauses,  that  the  £500,000  surplus 
—on  paper — would  have  vanished  before 
they  got  to  the  Financial  Clauses.  It 
was  necessary  to  resist  what  appeared  to 
them  to  be  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of 
every  official  in  Ireland  ;  by  hook  or  by 
crook  to  get  themselves  into  this  clause 
and  be  made  a  charge  on  the  future  Irish 
Exchequer.  They  thought  that  was  a 
monstrous  proposal.  With  regard  to 
Crown  Solicitors,  these  were  gentlemen 
who  were  generally  in  large  practice  in 
the  town  in  which  they  resided,  and 
when  an  ordinary  solicitor  got  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Crown  it  gave  him  a  status 
and  assisted  him  in  bis  own  business. 
Take  the  case  of  a  Limited  Liability 
Company,  who  appointed  solicitors  to  do 
their  work.  When  these  gentlemen  were 
changed  they  had  no  claim  on  the  com- 
pany, and  he  could  not  see  why  a  soli- 
citor should  have  any  claim  because  he 
was  appointed  by  the  Government  to  do 
work  from  time  to  time  which  occupied 
but  a  small  portion  of  time,  and  which 
was  generally  managed  by  one  clerk  on 
the    Establishment.       They     protested 

Mr.  Rentoul 


against  these  gentlemen  being  placed 
upon  the  Irish  Exchequer.  If  they  were 
entitled  at  the  present  time  to  pensions^ 
or  retiring  allowances  he  made  no  objec* 
tion  ;  but  if  they  were  not,  he  said  it  was 
a  fraud  in  advance  upon  the  Irish  Ex- 
chequer ;  it  was  a  fraud  that  there  should 
be  this  collusion  and  conspiracy  on  the 
part  of  all  these  clerks  and  officials  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  thought  it  wa» 
hardly  the  proper  thing  to  use  the 
words  "  fraud  "  and  "  conspiracy  "  and 
"  collusion  "  when  the  Government  were 
attempting  to  do  their  best.  They  might 
make  mistakes,  but  they  were  endeavour- 
ing to  do  justice,  and  there  was  no  frauds 
no  collusion,  and  no  conspiracy  ;  there 
might  have  been  error  of  judgment^  but 
nothing  more. 

•Mr.  FLY^'N  said,  he  did  not  attri- 
bute fraud  or  collusion  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  to  the  officials  in  Ire- 
land.' 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  dupes  then.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  just  novf  said  they  did 
not  object  to  thoir  remaining  as  they 
were  now.  The  Government  did  not 
propose  to  alter  their  position  from  what 
it  was  now ;  if  any  of  these  gentlemen 
were  removed,  under  the  existing  rulea 
of  the  English  Government,  for  miscon- 
duct or  incapacity  he  had  no  claim,  nor 
would  this  clause  give  him  any  ;  but  at 
present  the  rule  of  the  Service  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  under  which  these  men 
were  serving,  was  twofold.  If  the 
office  was  abolished  altogether  they  had, 
under  the  Superannuation  Act,  a  distinct 
claim  for  compensation,  and  that  they 
would  be  entitled  to  if  they  were  re- 
moved for  any  cause  other  than 
misconduct  or  incapacity  ;  they  might 
apply  to  the  Treasury,  who  might  award 
such  compensation  as  the  Treasury 
thought  proper,  with  the  limitation  that 
the  Treasury  would  never  give  them 
within  one-fourth  of  what  they  would 
receive  if  they  remained  in  the  Civil 
Service.  They  proposed  that  they  should 
be  as  they  were  now,  and  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Irish  Government  they  went 
further,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
turn  to  the  next  Amendment  he  would 
find  a  Committee  was  to  bo  appointed 
consisting  of  three  officials — of  whom 
the  Irish  Government  would  appoint  one 
— by  whom  all  these   claims  would  be 
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eoDsidered.  This  Committee  would  have 
to  decide  what  the  rights  of  the  parties 
were  under  this  clause,  and  he  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  could  not  conceive  a  fairer 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  question. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said 
that,  to  bring  the  matter  to  an  issue, 
he  b^ged  to  move  in  line  4,  after  the 
word  "  him,"  to  insert  the  words  "  so  far 
as  concerns  gratuities."  This  sub- 
section, he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  saj,  referred  to  model 
school  teachers.  It  appeared  there  were 
certain  model  school  teachers  w^ho  were 
entitled  to  pensions  because  thej  had 
subscribed  to  the  Pension  Fund,  and  the 
others,  who  were  not  entitled  to  pensions, 
were  not  entitled  because  they  had  not 
subscribed  to  the  Pension  Fund  ;  and  to 
put  the  latter  on  the  same  level  now — to 
treat  them  as  well  as  the  persons  who 
had  been  provident  enough  to  take  care 
of  themselves  by  subscribing  to  the  Pen- 
sion Fund — was  a  great  injustice  to  the 
former  class  ;  and  he  thought  for  that 
reason,  and  because  the  language  of  the 
clause  might  possibly  lead  to  giving 
pensions  where  they  were  not  now 
entitled,  that  they  should  not  be  entitled 
to  get  anything  beyond  what  they  were 
entitled  to  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  a  Committee  would  be 
appointed  ;  but  let  him  point  out  that 
Ireland  would  have  a  minority  repre- 
sentation in  the  matter — ^there  would 
be  two  Imperial  Committee  men 
and  only  one  Irish  Committee  man, 
and,  of  course,  the  two  were  more 
than  one. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Named  in  the 
Act.. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  they  were  to  be 
named  by  the  Imperial  Parliament — to  be 
named  by  an  authority  that  was  not  the 
Irish  Parliament.  To  bring  the  matter 
to  an  issue  he  begged  to  propose  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

To  insert  in  line  4,  after  the  word  "him,"  the 
words  "so  far  as  concerns  gratuities."— (J/r. 
Clancy.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  class  of 
model  school  teachers  affected  by  the 
proposed  clause  only  number  about  30. 


These  gentlemen,  it  is  quite  true,  have 
no  claim  under  any  Act  of  Parliament ; 
but  by  usage  and  by  prescription  it  has 
been  the  practice  of  the  Treasury  to  give 
the  model  school  teachers  of  this  class  a 
gratuity  on  retirement,  generally  upon  the 
scale  of  one  year's  salary  for  every  10 
years  of  completed  service.  I  cannot  think 
the  Committee  or  my  hon.  Friend  himself 
would  regard  it  as  just  to  withdraw  from 
this  class  the  benetit  of  the  practice  that 
has  been  in  existence  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years. 

Mr.  CLANCY  thought  the  language 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  most 
extraordinary.  He  did  not  propose  to 
take  away  from  the  school  teacher  any- 
thing that  he  had  now  ;  on  the  contrary,, 
he  secured  to  him  the  very  thing  he  had 
at  present  by  putting  in  the  word  "gra- 
tuities '*  and  making  it  certain  he  should 
receive  a  gratuity  ;  but  he  proposed  to- 
prevent  him  getting  more  than  he  was 
entitled  to  at  present — to  prevent  his 
getting  a  pension  when  he  was  not 
entitled  to  one.  The  sub-section,  if 
amended  as  he  proposed,  would  read  as 
follows : — 

"  If  he  devotes  his  whole  time  to  the  dutiea 
of  his  office,  this  section  shall  apply  to  him,  so 
far  as  it  concerns  gratuities,  in  like  manner  as 
if  he  were  in  the  permanent  Civil  Service," 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Surely  my  hon. 
Friend  must  see  that  gratuity  represents 
a  commuted  pension,  which  in  this  case, 
as  I  have  said,  is  calculated  on  a  scale  of 
one  year's  salary  for  every  10  years* 
completed  service.  The  Treasury  now 
award  a  gratuity  to  which  he  does  not 
object,  and  that  award  is  going  to  be 
made  in  the  future  by  the  Treasury 
Authorities  plus  a  Representative  of  the 
Irish  Govemm6nt.  Does  my  hon.  Friend 
think  the  addition  of  an  Irish  Represen- 
tative would  make  the  award  more  ex- 
travagant than  it  is  now  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  presence  of  a  Representative  of 
the  Irish  Government  would  have  a 
beneficial  effect ;  but  he  did  not  see  why 
there  should  be  two  Treasury  Representa- 
tives and  only  one  Irish  Representative. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  two  will  be 
persons  who  know  the  practice  that  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  to  preserve. 

Mr.  CLANCY  could  not  understand 
how  it  should  be  thought  he  wanted  to 
deprive  these  persons  of  anything  they 
had  now  when  he  proposed  to  introdaoe 
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the  word  "gratuity."  He  protested 
against  the  idea  that  he  wanted  to 
deprive  them  of  a  single  thing  they  were 
now  entitled  to. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
asked  if  the  Government  would  now  tell 
them  whom  they  intended  to  propose  as 
A.  B.  and  C.  D.,  the  two  Members  of 
the  Committee  to  represent  the  Treasury  ? 
He  could  not  understand  the  reticence  of 
the  Government  on  this  point,  and  the 
whole  thing  turned  upon  whom  they 
might  be. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  understood 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  willing  to 
agree  to  gratuities,  but  not  to  pensions  ; 
but  might  not  a  pension  be  the  exact 
equivalent  of  a  gratuity  ?  A  small 
pension  might  equal  a  lump  sum  given 
as  gratuity,  and  it  might  be  easier  to  the 
Government  to  pay  small  pensions  rather 
than  large  sums  down  ;  therefore,  he 
could  not  understand  why  they  should 
•object. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  did  not  desire 
to  get  any  additional  advantage  for  the 
model  school  teachers  to  what  they  had 
now,  and  therefore  he  at  once  accepted 
what  the  Government  said  on  the  point ; 
but  he  hoped  they  would  stick  to  that 
and  resist  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite. 

Mr.  BARTLE Y  said,  that  he,  for  one? 
felt  rather  in  sympathy  with  the  Irish 
Members.  It  seemed  to  him  that  on  the 
question  of  pensions  they  ought  to  be 
most  precise.  Clause  (a)  gave  a  right  of 
pension  to  those  who  did  not  have  it 
now,  if  they  gave  their  whole  time  to 
the  Public  Service.  That  they  might 
fairly  accept,  but  he  thought  this  clause, 
instead  of  giving  it  vaguely,  ought  to 
state  precisely  the  class  of  persons  who 
ought  to  have  it.  He  should  resent  this 
vagueness  in  England,  and  therefore  he 
resented  it  in  this  Bill.  Then  came 
Clause  (b),  which  was  very  wide  in  its 
terms.  It  said  that  persons  who  had  not 
devoted  the  whole  of  their  time  to  the 
Public  Service  were  to  have  either 
pensions  or  gratuities.  He  thought  they 
were  rather  quibbling  over  words,  as  they 
might  be  made  the  same  thing ;  but  if  it 
was  right  in  principle  to  give  pensions 

•The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  is  the  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  on  Sub-section  (a). 

Mr.  Clancy 


Mr.  BARTLEY  was  sorry  for  the 
limitation,  but  it  seemed  to  him  they 
ought  to  determine  and  specify  every 
class  that  came  within  the  purview  of  the 
sub-section,  and  if  that  was  done  he 
should  strongly  support  it,  but  he 
thought  it  was  a  large  order  to  give 
absolute  discretion  to  grant  gratuities  or 
pensions  to  anyone  they  liked. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  did  not 
quite  understand  the  difference  between 
the  Government  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment,  because,  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  they  were  both  pre- 
pared  to  go  on  with  gratuities. 

Mr.  sexton  could  not  accept  the 
statement  that  gratuities  were  the  same 
as  pensions.  These  persons  now  could 
only  get  the  gratuities  which  came  to  a 
certain  level,  but  pensions  had  a  tendency 
to  mount.  The  Government  said  that 
only  gratuities  were  given  ;  but,  with  mi 
obstinacy  which  he  attributed  to  some- 
one behind  them  who  was  pressing  them 
to  keep  in  these  words  in  order  that  they 
might  do  something  hereafter  they  had 
no  intention  to  do,  the  Government 
declined  to  introduce  the  words  of  the 
Amendment.  However,  having  regard 
to  the  limited  number  of  teachers  affected, 
he  would  not  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to 
take  a  Division. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
added,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  beg  now  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  9th  sub-section 
which  is  on  the  Paper ;  but  in  the  second 
line  of  the  sub-section,  instead  of  '*  perma- 
nent Civil  servant,"  it  ought  to  be  "  Public 
Service  of  the  Crown."  With  that 
alteration,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. The  object  is  to  bring  the  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks  and  the  officers  in  the 
Registry  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  in 
Dublin  within  the  purview  of  this  clause. 
I  may,  perhaps,  point  out  to  gentlemen 
of  the  Committee  not  acquainted  with 
Irish  matters  that  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  tenure  and  position  of  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks,  of  whom  there  are  some- 
thing like  400,  and  the  Clerks  of  ;the 
Registry  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks,  )Who 
are  not  more  than  12  in  number.  JThe 
difference  of  position  between  these/  two 
bodies  of  gentlemen  is  this :  firstJ  that 
the    officers  of   the  department  ^l  the 


17 


Government  of 


(19  JuLi-  1S93}  Ireland  Bill. 


Registry  of  Petty  SeseioDs  Clerks  in 
Dublin  are  obliged  to  obtain  Civii  Ser- 
vice certificates  ;  secondly,  tlicy  are 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieuteoaut,  and 
are  only  reeponsible  to  him  for  the  proper 
discharge  of  their  duties,  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  alotie  has  power  to  dismiss 
them  ;  and  thirdly,  they  are  required  to 
devote  the  whole  of  their  time  to  their 
duties.  The  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  do 
not  give  their  whole  time,  as  there  ia  no 
necessity  for  thom  to  do  so  ;  they  do  not 
possess  Civil  Service  certificates ;  and 
they  are  appointed  by  and  subject  to,  not 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  the  local 
Justices,  on  confirmation  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  These  two  bodies  of  geu- 
tlemen  are  not  paid  either  by  moneys 
provided  by  Parliament  or  local  funds 
now  assessed,  but  out  of  a  special  fund 
called  the  "  Fees  and  Fines  Fund." 
That  fund  is  replenished  by  fines  and 
fees,  and  certain  sums  from  the  Dog 
Tax.  What  we  are  going  to  do  in  this 
sub-section  and  the  two  sub-sections  (a) 
and  (b)  is  to  make  sure  against  any 
depletion  of  the  fund,  or  that,  if  it  should 
be  depleted  by  legislation,  the  deficiency 
ehall  be  charged  on  and  paid  out  of  the 
Irish  Consolidated  Fund.  But  we  do 
not  see  any  reason  to  suppose  the  fund, 
maintained  on  its  present  lines,  will  be 
unable  to  meet  the  calls  upon  it.  I  may 
say  there  is  an  accumulation  from  the 
surplusage  of  successive  years  amount- 
iog  to  something  like  £170,000.  The 
sub-section  provides  that  that  accumu- 
lated fund  shall  not  be  applied  to  any 
new  purpose  until  every  'gratuity  or 
pension  now  subsisting  upon  it  is  satis- 
fied. 

Mb.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  Will 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  say  what  the 
charge  is  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  got 
them  now,  but  I  have  sent  for  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Amendment  l^t  added,  to  add  the 
words — 

"(9)  This  section  shall  apply  to  Petty  Sessions 
clerks  and  to  oflScert  in  the  Registry  of  Fcct; 
Scions  Clerks  in  like  manner  as  to  olGcen  ic 
the  public  service  of  the  Croivn,  with  the 
exceptions  that  any  payment  in  pnnuance 
ot  this  section  to  any  such  clerk  or  officer  shall 
be  made  out  of  the  fund  out  of  which  the  pen- 
slOD  of  such  clerk  or  officer  is  payable  instead 
ot  out  of  the  Exchequer  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  that  in  considering  the  amount  of 
gTBtoity^  or  pension  regard  shall  be  had  to  the 


IK 

amount  ot  the  fund.  Provided  that  (a)  II,  by 
roBSon  of  anything  done  after  the  appointed 
liay,  the  fund  becomes  Inaufficient  to  meet  the 
full  amount  of  the  said  gratuities  and  pensions, 
the  deficiency  shall  be  charged  on  and  paid  out 
nt  the  Irish  Consoliilated  Fund  ;  and  (b)  the 
existing  accumulated  fund  slial!  not  be  applied 
for  any  new  purpose  until  every  such  gratuity 
and  pension  is  satisfied." — (Jfr.  J.  Murlej.) 


Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 
would  like  to  know  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  fund  into  which,  he  supposed,  were 
swept  all  the  fines  and  fees,  and  what 
was  the  annual  charge  on  the  fund  7 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  ought  to  have 
said  not  £64,000,  but  £168,000. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  ts  the  annual 
charge  upon  it  P 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  I  will  endea- 
vour to  find  out. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  Committee 
did  not  know  how  much  was  applied  for 
pensions,  and  they  were  ill-equipped  to 
arrive  at  any  judgment  on  the  Amend- 

Mr.  J.  UORLE  Y  :  One  of  the  sources 
of  income  is  the  Dog  Tax,  as  I  have 
said,  but  the  Irish  Goverumeut  may  alter 
or  abolish  that  tax. 

CoLOKBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
commented  upon  the  money  received 
under  the,  Explosives  Act,  which,  he 
held,    was    an    illegitimate     source    of 

•Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that 
the  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  were  appointed 
by  Magistrates  at  the  present  time.  They 
were  not  in  any  sense  public  servants. 
They  had  to  pass  no  competitive  exa- 
mination of  any  kind  whatever.  Thoy 
were  not  paid  out  of  the  rates  and  taxes, 
and  he  thought  that  if  the  Grovernment 
confined  themselves  to  leaving  in  Sub- 
section (b)  and  omitting  Sub-section  (a) 
they  would  meet  thei^  views  and  the 
justice  of  the  case. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.) 
said,  that  the  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  were 
not  subject  to  competitive  examination, 
but  they  had  to  pass  a  qualtfyiog  exami- 
nation for  the  ofGce  which  they  fulfilled. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  in  calling  this  fund  a  pri- 
vate fund.  It  was  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  could  really  say  that  these 
gentlemen  looked  to  a  private  fund  for 
their  pensions.    It  was  absolutely  neces- 


15 


Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill, 


16 


the  word  "gratuity."  He  protested 
against  the  idea  that  he  wanted  to 
deprive  them  of  a  single  thing  they  were 
now  entitled  to. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
asked  if  the  Government  would  now  tell 
them  whom  they  intended  to  propose  as 
A.  B.  and  C.  D.,  the  two  Memhers  of 
the  Committee  to  represent  the  Treasury  ? 
He  could  not  understand  the  reticence  of 
the  Government  on  this  point,  and  the 
whole  thing  turned  upon  whom  they 
might  he. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  understood 
hon.  Memhers  opposite  were  willing  to 
agree  to  gratuities,  hut  not  to  pensions  ; 
hut  might  not  a  pension  he  the  exact 
equivalent  of  a  gratuity  ?  A  small 
pension  might  equal  a  lump  t  sum  given 
as  gratuity,  and  it  might  he  easier  to  the 
Government  to  pay  small  pensions  rather 
than  large  sums  down  ;  therefore,  he 
could  not  understand  why  they  should 
•object. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  did  not  desire 
to  get  any  additional  advantage  for  the 
model  school  teachers  to  what  they  had 
now,  and  therefore  he  at  once  accepted 
what  the  Government  said  on  the  point ; 
but  he  hoped  they  would  stick  to  that 
and  resist  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite. 

Mr.  B ARTLEY  said,  that  he,  for  one? 
felt  rather  in  sympathy  with  the  Irish 
Members.  It  seemed  to  him  that  on  the 
question  of  pensions  they  ought  to  be 
most  precise.  Clause  (a)  gave  a  right  of 
pension  to  those  who  did  not  have  it 
now,  if  they  gave  their  whole  time  to 
the  Public  Service.  That  they  might 
fairly  accept,  but  he  thought  this  clause, 
instead  of  giving  it  vaguely,  ought  to 
state  precisely  the  class  of  persons  who 
ought  to  have  it.  He  should  resent  this 
vagueness  m  England,  and  therefore  he 
resented  it  in  this  Bill.  Then  came 
Clause  (b),  which  was  very  wide  in  its 
terms.  It  said  that  persons  who  had  not 
devoted  the  whole  of  their  time  to  the 
Public  Service  were  to  have  either 
pensions  or  gratuities.  He  thought  they 
were  rather  quibbling  over  words,  as  they 
might  be  made  the  same  thing ;  but  if  it 
was  right  in  principle  to  give  pensions 

•The  chairman  :  I  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  is  the  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  on  Sub-section  (a). 

Mr.  Clancy 


Mr.  BARTLEY  was  sorry  for  the 
limitation,  but  it  seemed  to  him  they 
ought  to  determine  and  specify  every 
class  that  came  within  the  purview  of  the 
sub-section,  and  if  that  was  done  he 
should  strongly  support  it,  but  he 
thought  it  was  a  large  order  to  give 
absolute  discretion  to  grant  gratuities  or 
pensions  to  anyone  they  liked. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  did  not 
quite  understand  the  difference  between 
the  Government  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment,  because,  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  they  were  both  pre- 
pared to  go  on  with  gratuities. 

Mr.  sexton  could  not  accept  the 
statement  that  gratuities  were  the  same 
as  pensions.  These  persons  now  could 
only  get  the  gratuities  which  came  to  a 
certain  level,  but  pensions  had  a  tendency 
to  mount.  The  Government  said  that 
only  gratuities  were  given  ;  but,  with  an 
obstinacy  which  he  attributed  to  some- 
one behind  them  who  was  pressing  them 
to  keep  in  these  words  in  order  that  they 
might  do  something  hereafter  they  had 
no  intention  to  do,  the  Government 
declined  to  introduce  the  words  of  the 
Amendment.  However,  having  regard 
to  the  limited  number  of  teachers  affected, 
he  would  not  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to 
take  a  Division. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  beg  now  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  9th  sub-section 
which  is  on  the  Paper ;  but  in  the  second 
line  of  the  sub-section,  instead  of  "perma- 
nent Civil  servant," it  ought  to  be  "Public 
Service  of  the  Crown."  With  that 
alteration,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. The  object  is  to  bring  the  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks  and  the  officers  in  the 
Registry  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  in 
Dublin  within  the  purview  of  this  clause. 
I  may,  perhaps,  point  out  to  gentlemen 
of  the  Committee  not  acquainted  with 
Irish  matters  that  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  tenure  and  position  of  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks,  of  whom  there  are  some- 
thing like  400,  and  the  Clerks  of  the 
Registry  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks,  who 
are  not  more  than  12  in  number.  The 
difference  of  position  between  these  two 
bodies  of  gentlemen  is  this  :  first,  that 
the    officers  of   the  department  of  the 
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the  clause  is  left  as  it  stands,  it  will 
give  the  officials  concerned  a  feeling  of 
securitj. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  412  gentle- 
men were  concerned,  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  security  that  there  would 
not  be  future  additional  claims  on 
the  fund.  He  should  not  like  to  run  the 
risk  of  a  charge  falling  on  the  Irish  Con- 
solidated Fund  fortuitously  and  without 
the  intervention  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
He  should  press  the  Amendment  to  leave 
out  the  words  "anything  done  after  the 
appointed  day,^*  and  insert  "  after  the 
passing  of  an  Irish  Act." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

In  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  anything 
done  after  the  appointed  day,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  *'  the  passing  of  an  Irish  Act." — 
(-iVr.  Sexttm,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
asked  if  the  Fees  and  Fines  Fund,  out 
of  which  the  pensions  were  paid,  depended 
entirely  on  Act  of  Parliament,  or  merely 
upon  Executive  acts  ?  If  it  were  the 
latter,  it  was  obvious  that  no  protection 
whatever  would  be  left  to  the  fund. 

Mr.  macartney  asked  what  was 
the  annual  value  of  the  Dog  Tax  and  the 
fees  and  fines  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  income 
of  the  fund  was  derived  from  fines  and 
fees  paid  to  Petty  Sessions  Clerks.  The 
fund  had  an  income  of  £82,000  a  year  ; 
there  was  an  accumulation  of  something 
like  £164,000,  and  it  was  charged  with 
the  salaries  and  pensions  of  the  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks.  He  supposed  that  no 
fine  or  fee  could  be  imposed  except  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  the  fines  and  fees 
might  be  imposed  by  bye-laws,  and  in  that 
case  it  would  be  easy  to  diminish  the 
sources  which  fed  the  fund. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) 
pointed  out  that  under  the  Petty  Sessions 
Clerks  Act  of  1881  there  was  express 
provision  made  for  the  possibility  of 
variation  in  the  amount  of  the  fund  from 
which  the  pensions  and  salaries  were 
drawn,  and  power  was  given  to  the 
Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  to 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  the  reversion  of  the  still  larger 


amount  which  was  already  paid  by  the 
Local  Authorities  in  aid  of  the  fund. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  hope  the 
Government  will  reflect  before  they 
accept  this  Amendment.  The  original 
Act  leaves  it  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
direct  the  purposes  to  which  the  fines 
shall  be  applied.  Therefore  it  would  be 
possible,  without  any  Irish  Act  at  all,  to 
deprive  the  fund  out  of  which  the 
pensions  are  paid  of  what  are  the  very 
largest  of  the  confluent  streams  with 
which  it  is  at  present  supplied. 
It  would  not  surely  be  fair  to  deprive 
these  men  of  the  right  they  had  in  equity, 
if  not  in  law,  to  have  their  pensions 
charged  upon  the  same  fund  as  any  other 
members  of  the  Civil  Service.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  consider  the 
point. 
•Mh.  FLYNN  said,  they  should 
consider  the  source  of  Revenue,  and 
how  it  would  affect  the  Revenue  in 
Ireland.  A  large  proportion  of  these 
fines  was  derived  from  intemperance. 
Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  Irish  Ex- 
chequer was  to  suffer  if  there  should  be 
an  increase  of  temperance  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  allow  the 
discussion  to  conclude  without  replying 
to  the  views  that  had  been  expressed  on 
this  matter.  He  would  ask  them  to  take 
note  of  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  1881, 
which  gave  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  dis- 
cretion to  deal  with  the  fund  payable  by 
the  Local  Authorities  in  Ireland,  in  order 
to  secure  an  adequate  fund  for  the  pay- 
ment of  pensions.  It  would  be  possible 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  as  the  Executive 
officer,  without  an  Irish  Act^  so  to  deal 
with  the  fund  in  the  future  as  to  make  it 
totally  inadequate  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  existed,  because  he  had  a  dis- 
cretion to  deal  with  it  wholly  irrespective 
of  the  Irish  Legislature. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  it  did  seem  to 
him  that  under  Section  2  of  the  Act  of 
1881  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might,  by  an 
administrative  act,  put  a  variation  on 
the  contributions  which  constituted  the 
fund,  but  he  should  like  to  further  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  provisionally. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  with  all  respect 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  thought 
that  was  the  wrong  way  of  dealing  with 
the    question.       His    Amendment    was 
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fouuded  oil  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
The  Act  laid  down  that  it  was  in  order  to 
secure  the  adequacy  of  the  fund  that  the 
discretion  was  given  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. If,  therefore,  he  were  to  act  in 
such  a  way  as  to  diminish  the  fund,  he 
would  be  acting  illegally.  That  being 
so,  he  would  prefer  to  stand  by  his 
Amendment  for  the  present.  If,  on 
further  consideration,  it  was  found  that 
the  Amendment  did  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  case,  the  matter  might  sub- 
sequently be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  in  the 
interval  considered  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment,  and,  on  the  whole,  he  could 
not  see  that  it  would  carry  the  hon. 
Member^s  (Mr.  Sexton's)  object  one 
atom  further  than  the  words  of  the 
original  proposal.  Nothing  could  be 
done  that  would  affect  the  fund 
except  by  legislation  or  by  Execu- 
tive act,  and  the  words  of  his  Amend- 
ment were  as  good  in  their  effect  for  that 
purpose  as  the  alternative  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member.  Therefore,  he  must 
adhere  for  the  present  to  his  own  words  ; 
but  if,  on  further  consideration,  he  found 
that  they  were  open  to  doubt,  he  would 
be  willing  to  amend  them. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  regretted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  decision,  more 
especially  as  it  was  at  variance  with 
the  decision  he  announced  at  an 
earlier  a  period  of  the  Sitting.  He 
could  not  agree  that  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  divert  any 
money  from  the  fund  ;  and  the  effect  of 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment  would  be  that  400  gentlemen 
who  had  now  no  shadow  of  a  claim  on 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  might  come  upon 
the  Irish  Exchequer  for  their  gratuities 
and  pensions. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  263  ; 
Noes  118.— (Division  List,  No.  227.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

After  "Fund,"  in  line  21,  to  insert,  "and 
such  charge  shall  be  repaid,  if  and  when  the 
state  of  the  Fund  allows,  to  the  Irish  Consoli- 
dated Fund." — (Jfr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  there  are 
no   objections  to  the  insertion   of  these 

Jfr.  Sexton 


words.  Of  course,  it  will  be  for  the 
Irish  Government  to  consider  whether 
the  fund  is  sufficiently  large  to  admit  of 
the  repayment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  see  no  objection  to  the 
Amendment. 

Qustion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  moved  to 
further  amend  the  Amendment  by  adding 
the  following  sub-section  : — 

"  (9)  This  section  shall  apply  to  Secretaries 
of  Grand  Juries  in  like  manner  as  to  officers  in 
the  Public  Service  of  the  Crown,  with  the 
exception  that  any  payment  in  pursuance  of 
this  section  to  any  such  Secretary  shall  be 
made  out  of  the  Fund  out  of  which  th^  salary 
of  such  Secretary  is  payable,  instead  of  out  of 
the  Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingkom." 

He  said  that  the  Secretaries  of  Grand 
Juries  performed  most  important  duties, 
and  held  positions  of  inmiense  responsi- 
bility. They  handled  amongst  them 
over  £1,000,000  annually.  When  ap- 
pointed they  were  generally  in  the  prime 
of  life,  and  in  many  cases  they  served  an 
apprenticeship  as  assistant  secretaries. 
They  were  not,  of  course.  Civil  servants, 
but,  although  they  were  paid  out  of  the 
county  cess,  their  salaries,  duties,  and 
emoluments  were  decided  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  could  not  be  varied  by 
the  Grand  Juries.  They  had  certain 
Imperial  duties  to  perform.  When  Re- 
turns affecting  local  administration  were 
required  by  Parliament,  it  was  they  who 
had  to  make  them.  Again,  under  the 
Tramways  Acts,  in  the  event  of  a 
baronial  guarantee  not  being  paid  by  a 
Grand  Jury,  the  Secretary  was  given 
by  Parliament  power  and  instructions  to 
levy  it  himself.  When,  in  1867,  the 
office  of  County  Treasurer  was  amalga- 
mated with  that  of  Secretary  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  the  County  Treasurers 
received  liberal  pensions,  and  he  did  not 
see  why  the  officers  who  had  succeeded 
to  their  position  should  not  be  treated  in 
the  same  manner.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  1888  dealt  generously  with 
English  county  officers,  and  the  Scottish 
Local  Government  Act  with  ^Scottish 
officers  whose  interests  were  interfered 
with.  The  Committee  on  the  Dublin 
Improvement  Bill  in  1890,  though  it  was 
composed  mainly  of  the  supporters  of 
the  present  Government,  admitted  the 
claim  of  every  collector  and  other  officer 
to  compensation  in  the    event    of  the 
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abolition  of  his  office.  He  admitted 
that  the  Secretaries  of  Grand  Juries  did 
not  at  present  enjoy  anj  pension,  but  a 
case  of  dismissal  was  unknown,  and  they 
held  their  offices  as  long  as  they  were 
capable  of  performing  the  duties.  He 
counted  upon  the  support  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who,  in  his  Irish  Local  Government 
Bill,  had  admitted  the  principle  of  fair 
compensation  to  these  officers. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

To  add  the  following  sub-section  :  — "(9) 
This  section  shall  apply  to  Secretaries  of  Grand 
Juries  in  like  manner  as  to  officers  in  the 
Public  Service  of  the  Crown,  with  the  exception 
that  any  payment  in  pursuance  of  this  section 
to  any  such  Secretary  shall  be  made  out  of  the 
Fund  out  of  which  the  salary  of  such  Secretary 
is  payable  instead  of  out  of  the  Exchequer  of 
the  United  Kingdom."— (^Vr.  H,  Plunkett,') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  my  hon  Friend 
knows,  I  had  an  opportunity  only  yes- 
terday afternoon  of  hearing  a  very  full 
statement  of  the  views  of  these  county 
officers.  There  is  a  great  deal  in  what 
they  say  as  to  their  claims  on  somebody 
in  case  any  hardship  is  dooe  to  them.  I 
must,  however,  remind  my  hon.  Friend 
that  this  is  a  Bill  which  deals  with  the 
Central  Irish  Government.  These  gen- 
tlemen are  not  the  officers  of  the  Central 
Government  in  any  sense.  As  he  has 
very  fairly  said,  they  are  not  paid  out  of 
central  funds,  and  no  Central  Body  has 
any  responsibility  in  respect  of  them. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  the  Local 
Government  Acts  of  England  and  Scot- 
land, in  which  provision  was  made  for 
county  officers.  He  forgets,  however, 
that  these  Acts  abolished  the  offices  for 
which  compensation  was  provided.  That 
will  be  a  measure  of  subsequent  legisla- 
tion as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  and 
it  does  not  come  within  the  scope  of  the 
present  Bill.  We  have  laid  down  the 
principle  in  the  premises  of  these  clauses 
that  no  provision  should  be  made  for 
compensating  officers  who  are  paid  out 
of  the  local  funds  only.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  last  sub-section  deals  with  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks  who  are  not  paid  out  of  the 
Parliamentary  fund,  but  are  paid  out  of 
a  special  fund,  which  is  not  local  but 
general  in  its  constitution,  although 
it  ia  local  in  its  sources.     That  being  so, 


there  is  no  exception  to  the  principle  we 
have  laid  down  for  ourselves  that  officers 
who  are  paid  out  of  local  funds  and  are 
responsible  to  Local  Authorities  should 
not  be  compensated  under  this  Bill.  In 
our  opinion,  it  would  be  most  unfair  to 
charge  the  Central  Irish  Government 
with  compensation  for  local  officials.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  said,  the  other  day,  that  if 
the  Irish  Legislature  did  what  everybody 
assured  it  would  do  and  set  up  County 
Authorities  of  some  kind,  the  officials  of 
the  Grand  Juries  would  no  longer  have 
anything  to  do.  That  may  be  so  or  not ; 
but  we  have  no  reason  to  assume  that 
the  Irish  Legislature,  in  constituting  new 
Local  Authorities,  will  dream  of  dealing 
harshly  with  the  existing  officials.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  brought  in  his  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  Ireland  he  assumed  that 
duties  analogous  to  those  now  discharged 
would  have  to  be  performed  by  County 
Bodies,  and  he  took  steps  for  securing 
the  position  and  emoluments  of  the  ex- 
isting officials.  We  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  Irish  Government  will 
not  do  the  same,  and,  that  being  so,  I 
cannot  think  my  hon.  Friend  has  made 
out  a  case  for  departing  from  the  prin- 
ciple we  have  laid  done  for  ourselves. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
wish  to  put  this  case  too  high.  I  desire 
to  argue  it  perfectly  fairly,  and  therefore 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  contention  that  it  would  not  be 
right  to  charge  the  Irish  Central  Fund 
with  the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen.  But, 
if  I  caught  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
aright,  that  is  not  the  proposal. 
The  proposal,  I  think,  is  to  throw 
the  charge  for  fair  compensation  upon 
the  Local  Authority  which  now  pays 
the  salaries.  As  to  the  second  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  Bill  did  not  deal  with 
future  Local  Bodies,  and  that  we  had  no 
concern  with  what  might  occur  in  the 
future.  Well,  there  is  force,  I  quite 
grant,  in  that  argument,  but  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that 
there  is  force  also  in  the  opposHe  con- 
tention. We  are  not  only  setting  up  a 
Central  Authority  in  Ireland,  but  are 
setting  up  a  Central  Authority  to  whom 
we  give  great  powers,  and  to  whom  we 
intend  to  entrust  the  task  of  framing  the 
future  Local   Government   scheme.     In 
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framing  that  scheme  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  have  regard  to  the  equi- 
table compoDsation  of  the  existing  local 
officers.  That  is  not  denied  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  can  hardly  be 
denied  in  face  of  the  example  which  has 
been  set  by  this  House  in  regard  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  Well,  does  not  the  fact 
that  we  are  setting  up  a  Legislature 
which  will,  as  its  earliest  duty,  pa^  a 
Local  Government  Act,  make  us  more  or 
less  responsible  for  the  course  that  Legis- 
lature may  take  in  dealing  with  men 
whom  we  should  compensate  if  we  con- 
stituted the  new  Local  Government 
Bodies  ?  I  can  understand  the  Govern- 
ment saying  that  if  the  Irish  Legislature 
chose  to  pass  a  Local  Government  Act 
which  did  not  provide  for  compensation 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  veto  such  an  Act,  or  to  inform 
the  Irish  Legislature  confidentially  that 
it  would  be  vetoed.  Is  not  that,  how- 
ever a  rather  clumsy  and  elaborate 
method  of  arriving  at  a  result  which  we 
can  very  simply  arrive  at  by  the  addition 
of  a  few  words  to  this  clause  ?  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
intends  to  give  the  whole  set  of  safe- 
guards to  the  County  Authorities  which 
are  given  to  us  as  Civil  servants.  If  so, 
I  think  he  goes  too  far. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  :  The  Amend- 
ment would  put  them  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  Pettv  Sessions  Clerks. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  I  have 
not  the  English  Local  Government  Bill 
before  me,  but  I  am  certain  I  am  not 
wrong  when  I  say  that  the  compensation 
goes  a  good  deal  beyond  that  which  was 
given  in  this  country.  If  so,  the  Amend- 
ment goes  too  far.  But  that  does  not 
prevent  me  agreeing  with  the  broad 
principle  of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  is, 
that  in  giving  to  the  Irish  Legislature 
the  power  which  they  expect  to  exercise 
we  should  so  fence  it  round  as  to  prevent 
it  being  used  for  unjust  purposes.  I  do 
not  think  the  veto  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  a  convenient  or  adequate  method  of 
effecting  that  object ;  therefore  I  hope 
the  Government  will  put  in  words  for 
the  purpose  of  safeguarding  the  interests 
of  this  deserving  class  of  persons. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  when  re- 
ference was  made  to  the  Irish  Local 
Gi)vemment  Bill  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  it  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  that  Bill  did  not  pass. 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


An   hon.   Member  :    It   was   read    a 
second  time. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  principle,  no 

doubt,   was   affirmed,    but   the   Bill   did 

not  pass.     It  was  very  natural  that  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  constitution  of  County  Bodies, 
putting  an  end  to  Grand  Juries  and  es- 
tablishing an  elective  authority  in  their 
place,  should   deal   with    the   future   of 
these  officials.     But  the  Committee  were 
not    dealing    with    those    Bodies    now. 
They   were   establishing   a    Legislature 
and    a    Central    Executive   in   Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman   had  spoken 
frankly,  and  had  pointed   out   that    the 
Amendment,  if   accepted,  would  entitle 
these  officials  to  exceptional  privileges. 
These  were  not  the  officers  of  the  Irish 
Government.      The    Irish    Government 
would  have  no  power  to  terminate  their 
employment,    yet    in     a    clause   which, 
according  to  its  structure  and  title,  dealt 
only   with   officials   whose    employment 
the   Irish  Government  could   terminate, 
they    proposed   to   bring   in  these   local 
officers  who  were  paid  out  of  local  rate«9. 
What  would  be  the  results  of  the  Amend- 
ment ?     One  would  be  that  every  County 
Secretary  in  Ireland  might  resign  with- 
out any  cause  whatever.      They  might 
refuse  to  do  any  more  work — might  strike. 
Simply  because  of  that  they  would  be  en- 
titled to  add  to  their  service  the  fiYe  tran- 
sitional years,  and  seven  or  ten  years,  and 
calculate  their  pension  on  that  artificial 
basis   of  service,  and  throw  their  charge 
on  the  county  cess.   The  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would    bring   these  gentle- 
men within  the  range  of  privileges  that 
neither   they   nor   their  employers   ever 
contemplated.     He  did   not   believe  the 
Irish  Legislature  or  the  County  Authority 
would  desire  to  deal  harshly  with  any  of 
these  officials.     They  would  not  desire  to 
deprive  any  man  of  his  employment  or 
of   his  fair  remuneration  for  his  work  ; 
but   if   they  were   to   accept   any   such 
Amendment  as  this  it  would  bar  out  any 
arrangement  between  these  men  and  the 
Irish    Government.     It  would    be   con- 
ceivable for   terms   of   this  kind   to  be 
given   by   employers   in    the   case   of  a 
body   of    public   officials   whom    it  waa 
necessary  to  conciliate,  and  who  would 
be  themselves  interested  in  carrying  out 
the  government  of  Ireland.     Such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  before  the  Committee,  which 


29 


Government  of 


{19  July  1893} 


Ireland  Bill. 


30 


would  render  impossible  any  treaty  be- 
tween the  officials  and  their  employers, 
seemed  to  him  unworthy  of  consideration. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  thought  that 
this  question  might  be  fought  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone.  He  would,  therefore,  advise  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  the  present 
Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  said,  he  was 
not  wedded  to  the  words  of  his  Amend- 
ment, and  in  view  of  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  F.  Hamilton)  he  would  withdraw 
it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  RENTOUL  said,  the  case  of  the 
County  Surveyors  had  been  brought 
specially  under  his  notice.  These  officials 
stood  on  a  peculiar  footing,  because, 
although  they  were  not  technically  Civil 
servants,  they  suffiared  all  the  disad- 
vantages under  which  Civil  servants 
laboured.  In  the  first  place,  they  had 
to  pass  a  Civil  Service  examination 
exactly  as  if  they  were  in  the  per- 
manent Civil  Service.  In  the  second 
place,  they  were  appointed,  not  by  the 
Grand  Juries,  who  they,  in  a  certain 
sense  served,  but  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
In  the  third  place,  they  were  dismissed 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  pleasure. 
They  were  also  required,  on  their  ap- 
pointment, to  pay  an  ad  valorem  stamp 
duty  of  5  per  cent.,  the  same  as  if  they 
were  Civil  servants,  and  their  appoint- 
ment was  notified  to  them  not  by  the 
Grand  Jury,  but  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Therefore,  in  every 
particular,  they  stood  upon  the  same 
footing  as  permanent  Civil  servants,  with 
the  single  ^exception  that  their  income 
did  not  come  from  the  same  source. 
Furthermore,  though  under  the  Grand 
Juries  the  County  Surveyors  were,  never- 
theless, frequently  and  compulsorily 
made  use  of  by  the  Government  under 
the  Light  Railways  Acts,  and  in  the 
inquiries  by  the  Drainage  Commissioners. 
It  was  true  that  they  received  remunera- 
tion for  this  extra  work,  but  they  had  no 
option  as  to  accepting  or  refusing  it. 
They  were  particularly  anxious  for  recog- 
nition under  this  Bill — not  that  they 
, thought  it  would  ever  become  law,  but 
in  order  that  they  might  be  in  a  strong 
position,  when,  in  a  couple  of  years' 
time,  a  Conservative  Government  should 


bring  in  a  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Ireland.  He  thought  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  introducing 
the  County  Surveyors  into  the  Bill.  A 
deputation,  representing  the  County  Sur- 
veyors, had  had  an  interview  with  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  had  been  so  im- 
pressed by  the  manner  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  were  perfectly  con- 
vinced their  omission  had  been  an  over- 
sight, and  that  the  suggestion  that  they 
should  be  included  had  only  to  be  made 
in  order  to  be  enthusiastically  received 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  16,  line  12,  at  end,  add — "Any  officer  or 
person  at  the  passing  of  this  Act  in  receipt  c^ 
salary,  fees,  or  allowances  payable  out  of  county 
cess,  or  assistant  secretary  who  is  removed  from 
his  office  or  deprived  of  his  salary,  fees,  or 
allowances,  or  any  part  thereof,  for  any  cause 
other  than  misconduct,  may  apply  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  shall  award  him  a  pension  by 
way  of  compensation  for  loss  of  office,  calcu- 
lated in  like  manner  as  is  provided  in  the  case 
of  pensions  to  be  awarded  under  this  Act  to 
persons  in  the  permanent  Civil  Service  serving 
in  Ireland  in  a  capacity  which  qualifies  them 
for  a  pension  under  '  The  Superannuation  Act, 
1859.'  Any  such  pension  shall  be  paid  by  the 
local  authority  out  of  the  county  rate  of  the 
county  in  which  said  officer  or  person  was  acting 
at  the  time  of  his  removal,  and  said  pension 
shall  be  levied  and  paid  in  the  same  way  as  the 
salaries  of  existing  county  officers  shall  from 
time  to  time  be  levied  and  paid." — (3fr.  Ben- 
toul.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  In  the  course 
of  these  Debates  every  effort  has  been 
made  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  passing 
into  law,  and  it  is  indeed  refreshing  to 
have  a  little  light  thrown  on  what  is  to 
happen  when  the  Bill  is  thrown  out. 
The  Committee  now  understands  that 
this  fight  which  the  Irish  Civil  servants 
are  making  for  the  recognition  of  their 
rights  and  for  certain  pecuniary  advan- 
tages is  not  intended  for  purposes  of  the 
present  Bill,  but  to  put  them  in  a  stronger 
position  when,  two  years  hence,  the 
Party  opposite  bring  in  their  Home  Rule 
Bill.  We  shall  be  quite  ready,  when 
that  interesting  epoch,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  alluded,  shall  arrive,  to  deal 
with  the  subject,  but  the  Committee 
must,  however,  look  at  the  matter  now 
upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  present  Bill 
will  be  passed  into  law.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   said   that  there    was   no  difference 
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between  the  County  Surveyors  and  Civil 
servants,  except  in  the  source  from 
which  they  draw  their  incomes.  But 
that  is  a  very  essential  and  important 
distinction.  It  is  the  essential  distinction 
between  local  servants  and  Imperial  ser- 
vants ;  between  servants  of  Boards  of 
Guardians,  Grand  Juries,  Town  Councils, 
and  Town  Boards,  and  servants  who 
draw  their  salaries  from  the  public  Votes 
granted  by  this  House.  I  want  to  ask 
where  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  draw 
the  line  ?  If  the  County  Surveyors' 
claims  are  recognised,  where  is  it  to  end  ? 
The  argument  is,  not  that  this  Bill  is 
proposing  to  deal  with  these  servants  ; 
not  that  they  in  any  way  come  within 
the  purview  of  this  Bill  ;  but  that  as  one 
of  the  consequences  of  this  Bill  the  Irish 
Legislature  may  hereafter  re-construct  the 
County  Government  of  Ireland,  which 
may  possibly  involve  some  change  in  the 
duties  and  positions  of  these  men.  But 
you  might  apply  that  argument  to  all 
the  legislation  of  the  Irish  Parliament. 
The  Irish  Parliament  may  deal  with 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. They  may  be  inclined  to 
follow  what  I  hope  will  be  the  example 
of  this  Parliament,  and  establish  District 
and  Parish  Councils.  But  here  we  are 
dealing  only  with  the  question  of  estab- 
lishing a  Central  Authority  in  Ireland, 
and  dealing  only  with  those  servants  who 
in  consequence  of  this  Bill  will  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  Imperial  Authority  to 
the  Local  Authority.  We  have  got 
nothing  to  do  with  officials  who  10  years 
hence  may  have  their  positions  altered 
by  the  legislation  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture. Is  it  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  we  are  to  deal  with  all  the 
Departments  of  the  Public  Service  ? 
Are  we  to  deal  in  this  Bill  with  all  sorts 
and  conditions  of  men  and  officers,  of 
every  kind  and  character,  who,  by  some 
subsequent  Act  of  the  Irish  Legislature, 
may  have  their  positions  altered  ?  [Mr. 
Rentoul  :  Yes.]  Would  the  hon. 
Member  venture  to  make  such  a  propo- 
sition in  regard  to  England  ?  Such  a 
proposal  would  not  be  made  except  in 
the  case  of  Ireland.  It  has  been  said 
that  this  was  done  in  England  when  the 
Local  Government  Act  was  passed.  The 
case  of  the  Local  Government  Act  does 
not  apply,  for  this  is  not  a  Bill  dealing 
with  Irish  County  Government  at  all. 
The  Government  cannot    and   will   not 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


accept  this  Amendment,  in  any  shape  or 
form.      When    Irish  Local  Government 
shall  be  brought  up  for  discussion,  the 
proposal  put  forward  must  stand  or  fall 
on  its  own  merits.     I  quite  admit  that  if 
we   were    discussing   what   is   called    a 
Local    Government   Bill  for   Ireland     I 
should  support  those  proposals,  for  under 
such  circumstances  I  would  think  them 
absolutely  fair.     But,  as  I  have  said,  this 
Bill   is  not  a   Bill    dealing   with   Irish 
County  Government    at    all ;    and     we 
cannot     forecast    the    nature    of    Irish 
legislation,     for  my  part,  I  do  not  think 
we  can  assume  that  the  Legislature  we 
are  about  to  construct  in  Ireland  is  going 
to   commit   in  its  first  legislation    some 
absurd  and  gross  acts  of  injustice  which 
it    is    necessary    to   guard    against    by 
special  provision  in  this  Bill.     That  is  not 
the  view  the  Government  take,  and  as  the 
Bill  deals  only  with  the  establishment  of 
a  Central  Authority  in  Ireland,  and  not 
with   County   Government    in    Ireland, 
we  cannot  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)    said,     the     right     hon.     Gentle- 
man    had    admitted     that     the     claim 
advanced    on    behalf     of    these   public 
servants  in   Ireland   was   a   meritorious 
claim,   and    he   answered    it   by   draw- 
ing   delicate    and     refined    distinctions 
between  these  servants  and  the  servants 
included  in  the  Bill.     The  question  here 
was  not  what  particular  fund  these  gen- 
tlemen's  salaries  were  paid  out  of,  but 
whether  they   were  in  danger  of  being 
deprived  of  their  appointments  without 
adequate  compensation.     There  was  no 
doubt    that    these    gentlemen   were    in 
danger.     No  one  would  deny  that  they 
would  lose  their  offices  when  the  Bill 
was  passed.     No  doubt  they  would  not 
lose  their  positions  under  this  particular 
Act  ;  but  this  particular  Act  would  give 
powers  to  the  Irish  Legislature  to  create 
County  Bodies,  under  which,  unquestion- 
ably, these  gentlemen  would  lose  their 
offices.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
they  could  not  forecast  Irish  legislation. 
But   in   Clause   4   they    had    protected 
certain  rights  of  property  and  other  in- 
terests  from   the   consequences    of   the 
legislation  of  the  Irish  Parliament ;  and 
was  it  to  be  said  that  these  men  were  to 
be  condemned  to  certain  dismissal  under 
this  Bill  without  the  slightest  considera- 
tion being  paid  to  their  claims  ?     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman  made  a  carious 
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error.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Down 
had  said  that  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment might  introduce  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  that  the  claims  of  these 
gentlemen  would  then  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  hon.  Member  was  referring  to  a 
Conservative  Home  Rule  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  his  constituents 
that  Home  Rule  meant  Local  Govern- 
ment, and  he  was  so  possessed  of  that 
idea  that  he  mixed  the  two  methods  now. 
But  these  oflficers  were  proved  to  be 
meritorious  public  officers,  and  different 
only  on  technical  grounds  from  the  Civil 
servants  who  were  protected  bj  the 
clause,  and  if  the  Civil  servants  ought  to 
be  protected,  why  should  these  officers  be 
unfairly  and  unjustly  condemned  to  dis- 
missal without  compensation  ? 

Mr.    macartney    said,   he    had 

little  hope  that  the  claims  of  the  County 

Surveyors  would  be  favourably  considered 

by  the  Treasury  Bench.     But  he  thought 
the  Debate  on  the  Amendment  had  been 
useful,  because  they  had  now  the  autho- 
rity of  two  of  the  Ministers  for  success- 
fully disposing  of  a  favourite  theory  as 
to  the  general  purposes  of  the  Bill.     It 
had  often  been  represented  that  the  Bill 
was  merely  for  extending  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.     The  Chief  Secretary 
had  said  that  they  were  not  dealing  with 
Local  Government,  or  with  an  extension 
of  Local  Government,  and  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had  said 
that   if   they   were  dealing   with   Local 
Government   he  would  not   be    able   to 
resist  the  claims  of  these  county  officers. 
Tlie  Unionists  had,  therefore,  very  high 
authority  for  disposing  of  one  of  the  mis- 
representations   of    the  purposes  of  the 
Bill,   which  had  been  found  extremely 
useful  in  the  interest  of  the  Government. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
he  presumed  the  Amendment  covered  the 
Assistant  County  Surveyors  as  well  as  the 
County  Surveyors.  The  salary  of  those 
Assistant  County  Surveyors  was  strictly 
limited  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  £80  a 
year.  They  had  accepted  that  salary  in 
the  belief  that  it  was  perfectly  sure  ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  after  this  Debate,  if 
the  Bill  passed,  they  would  feel  their 
salaries  very  insecure. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
VOL.  XV.      [fourth  series.] 


•Mr.  ROBY  (Lancashire,  Eccles)  said, 
he  desired  to  make  a  Motion,  probably 
only  pro  forma^  in  order  to  elicit  from  the 
Government  the  exact  position  of  the 
Principals  and  Professors  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  under  the  Bill.  His  Amend- 
ment was,  to  add  to  the  end  of  the  section 
these  words — 

''  This  section  shall  apply  to  the  Principal  and 
Professors  in  Queen's  Colleges,  notwithstanding 
that  their  salaries  are  paid  from  the  Consoli- 
clatetl  Fund." 

He  had  been  applied  to  by  several  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  Queen's  Colleges 
in  Ireland  who  desired  to  be  placed  under 
Clause  28  rather  than  under  Clause  27. 
Their  position  was  this.     Their  salaries 
were  paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  they  received  also,  not  exactly  fees, 
but  a   sum  in    lieu   of   fees,  which   was 
voted  on  the  Estimates  every  year,  so  that 
they  appeared  to  come  partly  under  Clause 
27  and  partly  under  Clause  28.  Their  own 
opinion  was  that  they  should  be  treated 
as  the  Civil  servants  in  a  corresponding 
position  were  treated,  and  placed  under 
Clause  28.     The  advantages  that  would 
accrue  to  them   by  being   placed   under 
Clause  28  rather  than  under  Clause  27 
were  several.     But  the  principal  was  that 
they  would  have  the  option  of  retiring, 
and  that  whenever  they  did  retire  their 
pensions   would   be   based,  not  only  on 
their  salaries,  but  also  on    the  amounts 
they  received  in  the  way  of  fees.     He 
was  not  going  to  discuss  what  the  ulti- 
mate position  of  the   Queen's   Colleges 
would    be   under    Home    Rule.      Some 
of    the    Professors     thought    that    the 
interest  of  the  Colleges  would  be  inter- 
fered with  prejudicially.      Some  of  the 
Professors  were  supporters  of  the  Home 
Rule  movement  and  some  wefe  not,  but 
they    had    all   some  fear  that  possibly 
under  Home  Rule  the  amount  assigned  for 
the  support  of  the  Colleges  might  be  re- 
duced, and  that,  therefore,  the  efficiency 
of  the  Colleges  would  be  impaired.  How- 
ever, in  moving  this  Amendment  he  was 
desirous  mainly  to  obtain  the  views   of 
the  Government ;  and  did  not  expect  to 
put    the  Committee    to  the  trouble    of 
dividing  on  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  to  the  sub-section  the  words,  "  This 
section  shall  apply  to  the  Principal  and  Pro- 
fessors in  Queen's  Colleges,  notwithstanding 
that  their  salaries  are  paid  fiom  the  Ck)n8olidated 
Fund."~(.T/r.  Rohy,) 

c 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  extremely 
sorry  to  say  that  we  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.      These      gentlemen,      of 
whom  I  desire  to  speak  with  all  respect, 
are  now  under  Clause  27.     What  they 
want,   apparently,   is   to   be   both  upon 
Clause   27  and   upon   Clause  28.     One 
portion  of  their  salaries  is  paid  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  Queen^s 
Colleges  Act.     They  used  to  get  fees  in 
addition  to  their  salaries,  but  these  fees 
were  not  allowed  to  count  for  the  pur- 
poses of  pension.     An  arrangement  was 
made  for  these  fees  to  be  paid  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  and  the  Professors 
thereafter     received     additional      sums 
from   the  Votes.     The  chief  reason  for 
placing  them  under  Clause  27  was  that 
they  are   paid   out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,   and    remoTable    by   the   Crown. 
They  now  want  to  have  the  opportunity, 
the  day  the  Bill  passes,  of  going  to  the 
Treasury   and    claiming    to    retire,    not 
only  on  the  pensions  awarded  them  by 
Clause  27,  but  also  by  this  Clause  28. 
I  would  point  out  that  under  Clause  27 
they  can,  with  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty, 
have  awarded  to  them  such  pension  as 
Her  Majesty  may  think  fit — that  is  to 
say,  full  pension.     Their  position,  there- 
fore, is  one   that  does   not  need  to  be 
improved. 

•Mr.  ROBY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  pensions  of  the  Professors  would  be 
based  on  the  fees  received  as  well  as 
upon  their  salary,  or  upon  the  salary 
only  ?  Their  own  impression  was  that  it 
would  be  based  on  the  salary  only.  He 
might  mention  that  the  positions  of  the 
Professors  varied  considerably.  In  some 
isases  the  incomes  were  made  up  of  three 
quarters  from  salary  and  one  quarter  from 
fees,  and  in  others  the  incomes  were 
made  up  of  one  quarter  from  salary  and 
three  quarters  from  fees.  Therefore,  if 
pensions  were  fixed  according  to  salaries 
only,  in  the  latter  cases  the  pensions 
would  be  based  on  one  quarter  of  the 
income  instead  of  on  the  whole.  He 
would  like  an  answer  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  on  this  point. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  pension  is 
calculated  upon  their  salaries  paid  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  three  years* 
average  of  their  fees  as  well. 


Mr.  BART  ley  said,  the  hon- 
Member  for  Eccles  had  stated  that  some 
of  these  Professors  were  strong  Home 
Rulers.  They  were  anxious,  however, 
to  secure  their  positions,  and  get  the 
largest  pensions  possible,  should  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  be  passed.  He  thought 
that  fact  should  be  noted. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
pointed    out    that    it    might    very   well 
happen   that,   owing    to   the   legislation 
of  the  Irish  Parliament,  the  incomes  of 
the   Professors   of   the  Queen's  College 
would  be  seriously  diminished ;  and  that, 
as  a  consequence,  their  pensions  would  be 
very  much  less   than  what  they   were 
entitled  to  look  forward  to  when  they 
accepted   their   positions.      He   thougrht 
that  these  Professors  should  at  least  ^et 
the  same  terms  as  were  given  to  other 
Civil  servants  ;  but  they  seemed  to  have 
been  put  on  a  different  footing. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked  whether  the 
Professors  of  the  Royal  University  of 
Ireland  stood,  in  this  matter,  in  the  same 
relation  as  the  Professors  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  ? 

•Mr.    ROBY    asked    leave    to    with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  now  beg  to 
move  as  a  new  sub-section — 

"  (10.)  For  the  ourpoee  of  determining  finallj 
all  questions  which  may  arise  during  the  tran- 
sitional period  as  to  the  rights  of  the  officers  or 
any  of  tnem  under  this  section  there  shall  be 
appointed  a  committee,  consisting  of  A.  B.,  the 
chairman,  and  C.  D.,  and  one  other  person  to  be 
nominated  after  the  appointed  day  by  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Irish  Privy  Council. 
Any  vacancy  which  may  arise  among  the  persons 
named  in  this  section  may  be  filled  by  Her 
Majesty  under  Her  Royal  Sign  Manual,  and  any 
vacancy  which  may  arise  from  the  death  or 
resignation  of  the  person  nominated  by  the 
Executive  Committee  may  be  filled  by  that 
Committee/' 

This  Committee  will  consist  of  three 
gentlemen,  one  of  whom  will  be  nomi* 
nated  by  the  Irish  Grovernment,  while 
the  other  two  will  be  named  in  the  Bill. 
It  will  be  their  business  to  hear  the 
claims  of  Civil  servants  or  other  persooB 
affected  by  this  clause,  to  judge  of  the 
facts  or  allegations  of  facts  bluing  on 
the  awards  made  by  the  Treasury,  and 
make  a  Report  to  the  Treasury.  The 
Treasury,   in   making    the   final   award. 
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would  have  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
before  them.  The  names  of  the  gentle- 
men to  be  given  in  the  Bill,  one  of  whom 
-will  be  a  competent  lawyer,  I  will 
:sabmit  to  the  Committee  on  Report. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
:the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  add  the 
iv'ords — 

"  (10.)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  finally 
-all  questions  which  may  arise  during  the  tran- 
-sitional  period  as  to  the  rights  of  the  officers  or 
any  of  tnefti  under  this  section  there  shall  be 
appointed  a  committeei  consisting  of  A.  B.,  the 
cnairman,  and  C.  D.,  and  one  other  person  to  be 
nominated  after  the  appointed  day  by  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Irish  Privy  Council. 
Any  vacancy  which  may  arise  among  the  persons 
jiamed  in  this  section  may  be  filled  by  Her 
Majesty  under  Her  Rojal  Sign  Manual,  and  any 
vacancy  which  may  arise  from  the  death  or 
resignation  of  the  person  nominated  by  the 
Executive  Committee  may  be  filled  by  that 
Oommittee." — (ifr.  J.  Motley,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  it  was  not  quite 

clear    from    the    sub-section   what    the 

functions  of  the  Committee  were  to  be. 

If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Grovern- 

ment   that  the   Committee   was  not  to 

finally  determine  the  questions,  but  was 
merely  to  advise  the  Treasury — which, 
lie  thought,  was  the  proper  course — the 
terms  of  the  sub-section  would  not  carry 
out  that  intention.  The  sub-section  said 
that  the  Committee  was  formed  "  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  finally  all  ques- 
tions," and  how  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  say  in  face  of  these  words  that  the 
functions  of  the  Committee  were  merely 
advisory  passed  his  comprehension.  He 
thought  the  matter  should  be  made 
clear. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  ventured  to 
think,  with   all   due  respect  to  the  high 
authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, that    the  terms  of  the  sub-section 
were  compatible  with  a  final  decision  by 
the  Treasury.     The  Committee,  accord- 
ing to  the  Chief  Secretary,  would  deter- 
mine the  facts  of  individual  cases,  and 
the     Treasury    would     then    make    an 
award.       The  power  of  the  Treasury  to 
make  an   award   was  absolute,  so  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  as  to  the  facts  in  individual 
cases,    the    Treasury   could    afterwards 
exercise  their  discretion   in   respect    of 


allowances  or  gratuities.       He  thought, 
however,  that  the   Committee   had   not 
sufficient    information    before    them    to 
enable  them  to  come  to  a  definite  conclu- 
sion on  the  Amendment.      The  names  of 
the  gentlemen  to  be  appointed  were  not 
known.       If  they  were  known  he  should 
be   able  to   determine  the  merits  of   the 
Committee.       Two  of  them  would  pro- 
bably  be   found    to   be   guardians    and 
representatives  of  Imperial  interests,  and 
there  would  be  only  a  solitary  representa- 
tive of  Irish  interests.     The  Committee 
.would  have  very  important  functions  to 
discharge — ^functions  affecting  £330,000 
in  salaries,  and  possible  pensions  to  the 
amount   of   £150,000 — ^and,  although  it 
would  not  finally  decide,  it   had   to   aid 
and   guide    the    Treasury   in   awarding 
pensions.       He  considered  that,  as  every 
penny   of   the    money,   and   also    every 
official  dealt  with,  would  be  Irish,  and  as 
the  Treasury  would  have  the  final  word, 
the   more  reasonable   course   would,  be 
that  Ireland  should  have  two  Representa- 
tives  on   the  Committee,  and  the  Trea- 
sury only  one.       He  did  not  admit  the 
principle  that  the  Treasury  in  this  case, 
having  to  deal  with  Irish  Revenue  only, 
should   have   a   majority,  on   the   Com- 
mittee.    He  would,  therefore,  propose  to 
amend  the  clause  by  making  it  consist 
of  four  persons,  two  to  represent  Ireland, 
and  two  to  represent  the  Treasury.      As 
the  Committee  were  only  to  guide,  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  have  a  majority  on 
either  side,  but  the  Chairman  might  have 
a  casting  vote. 

•The  chairman  was  about  to  put 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  On  a  point 
of  Order,  Mr.  Mellor.  I  rather  gathered 
that  the  Government  had  seen  the  force 
of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University. 
If  so,  the  Amendment  he  suggested 
should  come  first. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  propose  to  in- 
sert, after  the  word  "  finally,"  the  words 
"  the  facts  of,"  so  that  the  Committee  to 
be  appointed  shall  determine  finally  the 
facts  of  all  questions  that  may  arise. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
asked  whether  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  receive  salaries,  and,  if 
so,  out  of  what  fund  they  would  come  ? 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  not  in  the 
contemplation  of  the  Government  that 
the  members  shall  be  paid. 

Amendment  amended,  by  inserting  in 
line  1,  after  the  word  "finally,"  the 
words  "  the  facts  of." — (3/r.  J,  Morlet/,) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  as  amended,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  the  words  *'  one  other  person," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  two  other 
persons." — (Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'one  other  person'  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  This  Amend- 
ment involves  a  certain  misapprehension 
of  the  purposes  for  which  the  Committee 
is   to   be   constituted.     My  hon.  Friend 

assumes  that  there  will  invariably  be  a 
difference  of  opinion  that  the  two 
Imperial  Members  will  always  consult 
together  on  one  side,  and  the  unfortunate 
and  isolated  Irish  gentleman  will  bo 
without  a  friend  on  the  other  side. 
I  do  not  share  that  view.  It  will  bo  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  get  two 
gentlemen  of  character  and  position,  and 
it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  three  gentle- 
men meeting  together  to  determine 
claims  on  grounds  of  equity  and  justice 
will  fly  off  into  two  separate  Parties  on 
every  occasion.  I  would  point  out, 
further,  that  the  two  Imperial  Members 
will  be  chosen  not  by  English  or  Scotch 
Members,  but  by  Parliament,  and  in  that 
selection  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  will  have  a  voice.  My  hon. 
Friend  anticipates  that  if  there  were 
four  Members  the  views  of  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  equally  divided,  and  he 
is,  consequently,  willing  to  give  a  casting 
vote  to  the  Chairman.  But  by  that 
magnanimity  on  his  part  he  has  given  his 
case  away.  It  is  a  better  plan  to  have 
either  five  Members  or  three  Members  ; 
but  we  consider  a  Committee  of  five 
Members  would  be  far  too  large  for  this 
Ministerial  purpose.  We  must  adhere  to 
three ;  and  we  cannot,  therefore,  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  pointed  out  that  the 
Irish  Members  could  really  nominate  all 
three  Members,  for,  as  the  Unionists  were 
in  the  minority,  the  80  Irish  votes  would 
settle  everything.      They  could  negative 


every  name  that  might  be  proposed  unless 
they  were  willing  to  accept  the  person  so 
named.  He,  as  a  Representative  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  therefore  thought  the 
Irish  Members  would  have  far  too  large 
a  share  in  nominating  this  Committee. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  more  imagination  than  one  would 
suppose  from  the  bent  of  his  miod.  If 
the  hon.  Member  looked  back  upon  the 
proceedings  in  Committee  he  would  find 
that  whenever  the  Irish  Members  moved 
an  Amendment  which  was  not  accepted 
by  the  Government,  the  Government  were 
always  supported  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
above  the  Gangway.  It  was  certain,  on 
the  nomination  of  these  gentlemen  on  the 
Report  stage,  the  Government,  if  thej 
nominated  persons  who  were  disagreeable 
to  the  Irish  Members,  would  carry  their 
nomination  by  the  help  of  the  Tory 
Party. 

Mr.   a.   J.    BALFOUR:     I    quite 

agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Islington  as  to  the  voice  the  Unionist 
Party  are  likely  to  have  in  the  selection 
of  these  gentlemen.      The  hon.  Member 
for   North    Kerry   does   not    share   our 
apprehensions,    because    he    says    that, 
whenever  there  is  a  diOference  between 
the  Government  and  the  Irish  Party,  the 
Tory  Party    always  combine  with    the 
Government  to  vote  down  the  Irish.  My 
own  observations  of  the  proceedings  in 
this   Committee  are  of  a  yerj  different 
character.     Hon.   Members    below    the 
Gangway  have  been  very  careful  not  to 
have  a  difference  with  the  Government 
unless  they  know  that  the  Tory  Party 
will  support  the  Government.     I  do  not 
at  all  blame  them,  but  I  never  saw  gentle- 
men  so   nervously  anxious  as  they  are 
lest  on  any  occasion  they  should  have  the 
unhappy  success  of  carrying  any  one  of 
their    Amendments.      I    can,    however, 
imagine  a  very  different  state  of  things 
when  gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  will 
not  be  perturbed  by  the  idea  that  their 
votes  may  embarrass  the  Government. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  observed  that 
where  names  of  gentlemen  were  inserted 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  perform 
Ministerial  or  Judicial  duties  they  were 
never  inserted  on  Party  grounds.  He 
could  give  a  large  number  of  iustauces 
to  show  that  men  were  selected  who 
were  acceptable  and  who  possessed  the 
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oontideuce  of  all  Parties  in  the  Hi 
It  was  quite  certain  that  the  Go' 
ID  selecting  two  officials,  w 
that  they  would  be — nud  hi 
they  wohIJ  be — uot  partisans 
sense  of  the  wonl,  but  men  of  long 
official  experience  who  possessed  the  con- 
fidence, not  only  of  gentlemen  opposite, 
but  of  gentlemen  in  every  part  of  the 
House,  If  it  was  to  be  made  a  Party 
4]uestion,  the  course  would  simply  be 
the  Eughsh  Government  should  nomin&te 
two,  and  the  Irish  Government  one, 
and  then  it  would  be  open  to  the  con- 
struction of  being  such  a  majority 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  seemed  t 
template  ;  hut  the  two  names  being  put 
in  the  Bill  was  a  pledge  that  these  two 
names  should  be  those  of  perfectly  inde- 
penileot  and  impartial  men,  who  from 
long  experience  might  be  trusted  to  carry 
out  the  onerous  duties  imposed  upou 
tbem.  He  would  tell  the  bon.  Member 
for  Kerry  that  it  he  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlei) 
were  an  Irishman  and  called  upon  to 
decide  as  to  this  Committee,  he  would 
rather  have  no  Committee  at  all,  but 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Treaanry.  There  could  he  no  possible 
body  of  men  selected  who  would  ao  care- 
fully and  economically  safeguard  all  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  Exchequer  as  the 
English  Treasury,  and  he  was  qnite  sure 
whatever  they  decided  or  awarded  would 
not  be  in  the  interests  of  extravagance. 
As  it  was  thought  desirable  that  the 
decision  given  should  be  subject  to 
another  itribunal,  he  could  not  conceive 
any  more  impartial  tribunal  thaii  that 
inserted  in  the  Bill. 


NOLAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  have  live  nieni1>ers  of  this 
Committee  instead  of  three.  He  believed 
that  in  Dublin,  if  the  Committee  was  to 
be  composed  of  only  three  Members, 
there  would  very  often  be  a  difficulty  in 
getting  a  quorum.  Four  or  five  would 
be  a  murh  more  sensible  number,  and 
one  which  would  obviate  such  a  difficulty. 
It  was  a  very  small  Amendment,  which 
the  Government  might  very  easily  con- 
cede to  the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  desired  to 
make  a  suggestion.  By  the  insertion  of 
the  words — 

"Foi  the  purpose  oE  <JelcrmiDine  Snally  alt 
qnwtioM  which  may 
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the  Committee  had  been  turned  into  an 
absolute  jury ;  and,  that  being  so,  it 
might  meet  the  views  of  the  Member  for 
Kerry  if  this  Committee  were  to  net  on 
the  jury  principle,  and  that  their 
decision  should  be  required  to  be  unani- 
mous. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :-^Ayes  29f 

[>es  131.— (Division  List,  No.  228.) 


Words,  as  amended,  added 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That   the  Clause,  as    amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  }  do  not  propose  to 
divide  against  the  clause,  because  it 
affords  such  protection  as  the  Govern- 
ment are  willing  to  give  to  the  Civil 
servants  in  Irelaud  ;  hut  I  do  not  like  to 
part  with  it  without  making  one  final 
protest  against  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
Government.  The  clause  seems  to  me  to 
have  been  so  drafted  that  we  have  not  been 
able  to  raise  one  of  the  moat  important 
points  iu  the  whole  scheme — namely,  the 
device  of  the  transitional  period.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  objected  to  the  idea  of  there 
beiug  "  a  clean  swe^  "  ;  and  the  Chief 
Secretary,  in  the  statement  be  made  to 
the  House,  stated  that  after  the  five  years' 
period  the  Civil  Service  would  have  to 
make  its  bargain  afresh  with  the  Irish 
Government.  I  should  wish  to  be 
corrected  if  I  am  wrong  in  that  ;  but  I 
understood  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  at  the  end  of  the  five  years 
practically  the  whole  Civil  Service  would 
'n  the  position  of  making  a  fresh 
bargain  with  the  Irish  Government.  The 
'ght  hon,  Geutlemau  used  those  exact 
words  of  "  a  fresh  bai^ain."  That  is  to 
the  bargain  is  good  for  five  years, 
and  for  five  years  only  ;  and  every  single 
ber  of  the  Irish  Civil  Service  will 
in  au  unsettled  state  of  mind 
during  the  whole  of  these  live  years. 
The  Irish  Government  may  not  intend 
"  smias  the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service, 
but  they  will  be  able,  as  has  been  stated, 
ipose  fresh  terms  on  the  Service  at 
end  of  that  time.  One  of  the 
Ministers — I  think  it  was  the  Prime 
lid  wehavepropoaed 
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similar  terms  or  made  similar  demands  in 
the  case  of  Scotland  or  England  ?     I  put 
it  to  hou.  Members  opposite — and,  indeed, 
to  every  Member  of   the  House — what 
would   be   the   position  of  the  English 
Civil  Service  if  they  had  notice  that  at 
the  end  of  five  years  the  whole  of  their 
tenure    of    office    might    be    changed  ? 
There  is  not  a  single  Metropolitan  Mem- 
ber in  this  House — and,  in  fact,  no  Mem- 
ber who  has  Civil  servants  among  his 
constituents — who  would  venture  to  vote 
in  favour  of  such  a  scheme  ;  and  that' 
being  so,  and  it  being  admitted  that  the 
Irish  Service  is  part  of  the  Imperial  Civil 
Service,  we  are  as  much  bound  to  look 
after  them  as   we    are    bound  to    look 
after    the     English    or     Scotch     Civil 
servants.       I  do  thipk,   therefore,   that 
hon.  Members  opposite  might  have  taken 
a  different  view^   and    have    associated 
themselves  with  us  in  our  endeavours  to 
get  the  Government  to  re-consider  the 
question  of  the   transitional  period.      I 
wish    that    it    should     be     thoroughly 
realised  that  at  the  end  of  five  years  the 
Civil  Service  in  Ireland,  as  a  whole,  will 
be — I  will  not  say  at  the  mercy — but  at 
the  discretion,  at  all  events,  of  the  Irish 
Government ;  and  it  appears  to  me,  both 
from  the  administrative  point   of   view 
and  from  the  personal  point  of  view,  that 
it  is  an  intolerable  position  in  which  to 
place  the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service  in 
Ireland.      The  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Government    think     they    have    given 
sufficiently  good  terms  to  the  Irish  Civil 
servants — indeed,  they   say   they    have 
given  generous  terms  ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers   below    the    Gangway    think    that 
it  is  a  spectacle  in  which  they  are  afraid 
of  the  Irish  Civil  servants  going  about 
'^  eating   their   heads   off,^'    to    use    the 
expression  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton— if  this  Bill  should  pass — with 
the    Irish    taxpayers'    money    in    their 
pockets.     If  these  men  are  to  retire  or  to 
be  dismissed   with   their  pensions,  they 
will  not  be  eating  their  heads  off;  but  it 
is  highly  probable  they  will  be  starving. 
That  is  the  point.   I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  constituents  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who  are  in  receipt,  perhaps,  of 
£250  per  year,  would  think  if  they  had 
to  accept  compulsory  terms  by  which  they 
would  only  have  £100  a  year  ?    [An  hon. 
Member  :  And  their  freedom.]     Would 
they  think  they  were  eating  their  heads 

Mr.  Gosehen 


off  ?      They   will   have  their  freedom  I 
That  is  the  fallacy  by  which  hon.  Grentle- 
men  opposite  are  going  to  sacrifice    the 
Civil  Service  of  Ireland.     If  they    Lave 
their  freedom,  the  question    is»  what   is 
their  freedom  worth;  and  is  their  freedom 
in  the  position  in  which  they   will     be 
placed  with  their  pensions  equal  to  their 
salaries    and    their    prospects    In     their 
employment  ?      And  it  is  because    hon.. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  appreciate 
the»fact  that  freedom  and  a  small  pension 
is   worse   than   salary  and  prospects    of 
work  that  they  infiict — as  I  believe   they 
will  infiict* — a  great   damage   upon     the 
whole   Civil   Service   of    Ireland.      The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  they  would    be 
able  to  find  remunerative   employment, 
and  he  pointed  to  the  fact  that    Civil 
servants       obtained      employment        as 
Directors  of  Public   Companies,  and   in 
other  ways.     Yes  ;  but  these  are  the  few 
who  are  at  the  head  of  the  Service.     6at 
we  are  not  concerned  with  the  few  at  the 
head  of  the  Service.     Remember    what 
was   said  by   the   Chief    Secretary    for 
Ireland  —  that     in     Ireland,     out       ol 
1,200     Civil     servants,     600     are      in, 
receipt  ^of  small   salaries  ;  and  they  are 
not  in  a  position  to  receive  valuable  ap- 
pointments.      Now  comes  another  point, 
which   seems   to  have  escaped  the  Go- 
vernment entirely.     It  is  of  the  essence 
of  the  case.     It  is  easy,  when  an  aboli- 
tion of  ofiBce  takes  place  on  a  moderate 
scale,  for  a  certain  number  of  men  who 
have  to  seek  other  employment   to  find 
work  here  and  there.     But  here  you  will 
have  a  large  number  of  men   seeking 
other  employment  who  have  been  edu- 
cated for  no  other  purpose  than  for  the 
Civil  Service   in   Ireland,  and  how  are 
they  all  at  once  to  find  work  ?     Thej 
will  wander  about  with  their  freedom  ; 
but  their  freedom   will  not   feed    their 
wives  and  children,   and  their  freedom 
will  not  help  them  unless  they  find  work. 
And  what  sympathy  did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  evince  for  them  ?     When  we 
suggested  that    they   should    be   trans- 
ferred, as  far  as  possible,  to  employment 
in  England  and  Scotland,  there  was  no 
sympathy  whatever  shown  towards  the 
suggestion.     You   are  disorganising  the 
whole  of  the  Civil  Service  in  Ireland  in 
the  first  place,  and  in  the  next  you  are 
going  to  have  a  fresh  hiring  at  the  end 
of  five  years.     Was   there  ever  such  a 
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proposal  made   to   the   House  of  Com- 
inoDs  ?     One  Minister  quoted  the  case  of 
the  French,   where   the   Civil    servants' 
served  first  under  the  Republic  and  then 
under  the  Empire.     But  here  notice  has 
been  given  to  them  that  after  five  years 
their    whole    tenure  of  office    may    be 
changed.     It  is,  therefore,  a  fresh  hiring 
iv-hich  is  imposed  upon  them  under  most 
disadvantageous  circumbtances  and  with 
a  most  inadequate  compensation.      The 
Government    think    they   have   done   a 
great  deal  by  offering  these  Civil  servants 
five  years   of  a  transitional  period,  and 
offering    that     they    should    receive    a 
pension  on  these  five  years  even  if  they 
do  not  serve.     But  even  that  is  marred 
by  a  provision — and  a  proper  provision 
in  its  way — that    the  Treasury   and  the 
new  authorities  ^can  impose  a  limit  upon 
the  number  of   men  who  are  to  retire  ; 
and,  therefore,  a  number  of  men  may  be 
compelled  to  serve  on  till  the  end  of  the 
five  years,  and  then  they  will  receive  no 
boon   whatever   in   consequence  of   this 
abolition.     We  do  not  vote  against  the 
clause,  as  it  contains  the  only  protection 
the   Civil   servants  have  ;    but  I  do  not 
wish  that  the  clause  should  be  finally 
passed  without  making  a  protest,  and  say- 
ing that  we  do  not  consider  the  case  of 
the  Civil  servants  has  been  adequately 
met.     We  believe,  on  the  contrary,  that 
if  the  Bill  passes  a  great  sense  of  in- 
justice and  grievance  will   remain  ;  and 
the  whole  Service  will  be  so  disorganised 
by  the    provisions  of  this  Bill  as  to  be 
most  seriously  detrimental,  from  an  ad- 
ministrative point  of  view,  to  the   inte- 
rests  of  the    Irish  Government    them- 

Sel  V68 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It   is  rather 

peculiar  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

opposite  (Mr.  Goschen)  did  not  make  his 

speech  yesterday,  when  an   Amendment 

was   before  the   Committee  which   was 

practically    the  alternative  proposal    of 

the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  for  dealing 

with    the     Irish     Civil     servants.        I 

then   put   the    challenge   direct   to    the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up   in   his 

place  and  tell  the  House  whether  that 

alternative     was       actually     possible  ? 

His  great  knowledge  of  the  Civil  Service 

would  have  enabled  him  to  reply  to  that 

question,    which    was   whether  it   was 

possible    to    transfer     the    Irish    Civil 

servants  into  the  English  Civil  Service  ; 


but  he  remained   perfectly   silent.     He 
knew  it  was  impossible  ;  he  knew  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the   Opposition  was  not 
one  that  could  be  practically  carried  out ; 
and,  therefore,  he  very  wisely  abstained 
from  taking  part  in  the  Debate.     Now, 
Sir,  he  raises  an  objection  to  this  term, 
and  he  says  it  is  a  monstrous  injustice 
that  the  Treasury  should  have  the  power 
to  say  that  a  certain  number  of  persons 
are  to  remain    up  to  the  end    of    five 
years,  who  will  then  get  no  advantage  or 
boon   whatever.     They  will  have  pre- 
cisely the  same  advantage  which  any- 
body would  get  if  they  retired  at  the 
commencement  of  the  five  years,  and  they 
would  have  this  additional  advantage — 
namely,  they  would  have  been  receiving 
full  salary  for  five  years,  and  would  be 
servants  of  the  Imperial  and  not  of  the 
Irish  Government.     These  men  will  be 
better  off,  so  far  as  they  are  concerned, 
during  that  five  years.      I  am  not  going 
over  the  whole  facts  of  the  case ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  draws  a 
picture  of  what  he  calls  a  **  general  clean 
sweep"  of  Dublin  Castle,   and  Dublin 
Castle  attempting  to   commence  a  new 
Civil  Service,  the  answer  to  that  is  that 
such  a  thing  is  possible  in  theory,  but 
absolutely  improbable  according  to  the 
usual  course  of  public  affairs.     If  they 
remain  on  as  Civil  servants  they  are  to 
have   the   same   salary    and    the    same 
tenure  of  office,  and  all  their  rights  are 
fairly  maintained.    No  doubt  it  will  be 
in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Legislature, 
as  it  is  in  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Parlia- 
ment, to  alter  the  terms  of  their  service 
and  their  salaries.  Every  man  who  takes 
office  in  the  English  Service  takes  it  sub- 
ject to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament  ;  and 
these    officials — of    whom    I    desire   to 
speak  in   terms   of  great   respect — will 
hold  their  office  after  the  five  years  sub- 
ject to  the  pleasure  of  the  Legislative 
Authority  in  Ireland.      Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  say  that  is  not  the  position  in 
which  they  desire  them  to  be  placed,  as 
they  think  that  they  might  be  unjustly 
and  unfairly  treated,  and  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  might  impose  terms  which 
the  English  Parliament  would  not  have 
imposed  if  they  had  remained  under  its 
jurisdiction.     Our  answer  to  that  is  that 
we  give  them  the  option  during  the  five 
years  of  retiring  from  the  Civil  Service 
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altogether,  and  of  retiring  on  the  most 
liberal  terms — terms  actually  unprece- 
dented in  any  abolition  or  transference 
of  office  that  has  ever  taken  place  in  this 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  of 
course,  is  of  opinion  that  no  justice,  no 
fairness,  could  be  displayed  towards  these 
gentlemen  by  an  Irish  Legislature.  If  I 
held  that  opinion  I  should  take  the  same 
view  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
of  the  whole  question.  I  think  if  they 
are  incapable  of  justice  and  fairness  they 
are  incapable  of  being  a  Legislature  at 
all,  and  ought  not  to  be  one.  We  make 
these  proposals  because  we  hold  the  con- 
trary opinion,  because  we  believe  that  as 
the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  people 
they  will  not  act  in  the  manner  which 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  affect  to 
think  they  will.  Surely  the  Irish 
people  are  not  likely  to  favour 
injustice  towards  their  own  kith 
and  kin  and  their  own  race !  That 
is  not  a  characteristic  of  Irishmen 
specially,  any  more  than  of  any  other 
nationality.  They  would  not  be  allowed 
to  do  injustice  to  Irishmen  in  an  Irish 
Legislature.  On  the  contrary,  we  believe 
that,  representing  the  Irish  people,  they 
will  treat  their  officers  with  fairness  and 
justice.  They  will  liave  in  their  own 
hands  a  very  competent  Civil  Service. 
That  Civil  Service  is  an  expensive  one, 
I  am  quite  ready  to  admit,  and  I  think, 
in  the  course  of  time,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Irish  Administration  to  reduce  the 
cost  of  that  Civil  Service,  as  I  am  sure 
we  should  do  it  if  we  were  ourselves 
responsible  in  the  sense  that  they  will 
be  for  the  Irish  Civil  Service,  because 
every  gentleman  who  knows  anything 
about  it  knows  that  the  Irish  Civil  Ser- 
vice, in  the  better  and  higher  posts,  is 
paid  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  English 
Civil  Service. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  No, 
no  I 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  "  No." 

Mr.  JACKSON  :    I   say   so,  and   I 

adhere  to  it. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  say  that  in 
the  higher  Departments  they  are  much 
better  paid  in  Ireland  than  in  England, 
and  I  will  give  an  illustration  of  this.  I 
will  speak  of  my  own  Department.    The 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


permanent  head  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  England  is  Sir  Hugh  Owen  ; 
and  no  one  who  knows  anything  about 
the  Civil  Service  of  this  country — and  I 
am  sure  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  was  himself  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  will  agree  with  me 
— can  speak  of  that  gentleman  except  in 
the  highest  terms  for  his  great  ability 
and  his  eminent  services.  He  is  the 
permanent  head  of  a  Department  which 
deals  with  29,000,000  people,  with  the 
enormous  complications  of  administration, 
and  he  receives  a  salary  of  £1,800  a  year. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  at  all  de- 
rogatory to  the  gentleman  who  holds  & 
similar  position  in  Ireland.  The  per- 
manent head  of  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  which  does  not  deal  with 
6,000,000  people,  and  has  nothing  like 
the  complications  to  deal  with  that  the 
English  Local  Board  has,  has  £2,000  a 
year.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 
detracting  from  the  eminent  ability  or 
services  of  that  gentleman  ;  but  I  simply 
mention  a  matter  of  fact  which  is  in 
direct  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  •  I 
say,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  Irish 
permanent  Civil  Service  in  its  higher  De- 
partments is  remunerated  at  a  higher 
rate  than  the  English  Civil  Service  in 
the  same  Departments.  When  we  come 
to  the  Estimates  I  think  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  that.  The 
matter  does  not  arise  on  the  present 
occasion,  except  so  far  as  to  point  out 
that  in  the  future  the  Irish  Government, 
if  they  are  to  be  financially  sound,  must 
deal  economically  with  the  administra- 
tion of  their  affairs.  What  we  are  con- 
cerned with  in  this  clause  is  this — We 
admit  we  are  changing  the  Government 
of  Ireland  ;  we  admit  we  are  trans- 
ferring gentlemen  who  have  hitherto 
served  the  United  Kingdom  to  the 
Service  of  one  of  the  Kingdoms 
which  form  part  of  that  kingdom  ;  and 
we  are — I  admit  it — removing  them  from 
the  control  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
and  putting  them  under  the  contiol  of 
the  local  Parliament  directed  by  their 
own  neighbours.  I  say  that  in  doing 
that  we  have  guarded  against  their  being 
compulsorily  retired  ;  and  if  they  them- 
selves, from  any  ill-grounded  or  well- 
grounded  fears,  are  apprehensive  that 
justice  will  not  be  done  to  them,  we  have 
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allowed  them  to  retire — no  matter  what 
their  capacity  for  future  service  may  be, 
how  young  they  are,  or  whether  they  are 
in  the  prime  of  life — we  have  allowed 
them  to  retire  on  terms  guaranteed  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  which  I  think  most 
favourable,  and,  indeed,  most  generous. 
Under  these  circumstances,  we  adhere  to 
this  clause,  and  shall  vote  for  this  clause; 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemau  intends  to  press  the  matter  to 
a  Division.  I  will  only  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  there  has  been  no  tangible 
proposition  put  before  the  Committee  for 
improving  these  terms.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  has  proposed  nothing 
to  make  the  position  of  these  gentlemen 
better  ;  but  the  only  alternative  proposal 
was  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
which  was  to  transfer  these  gentlemen 
bodily  into  the  Imperial  Civil  Service, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  himself  admitted  that  that 
would  be  impossible. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  proposition  of   my   right  hon. 

Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  If 
I  remember  the  proposition  correctly,  it 
was  a  proposition  to  do  nothing  of  the 
kind  as  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said.  The  proposition  was  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  Civil  servants 
in  Ireland  until  they  were  transferred 
into  the  general  body  of  the  Civil  Service 
of  England,  supposing  they  were  not 
wanted  in  Ireland.  It  was  a  protection 
to  the  Civil  servants  in  their  offices — 
it  was  a  protection  to  them  that  they 
should  not  be  arbitrarily  treated  or  dis- 
missed ;  and  the  alternative  proposal 
was  their  transference  to  the  general 
body  of  the  Civil  Service  in  this  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the 
great  point  that  it  is  impossible  to  trans- 
fer men  serving  in  Ireland  to  serve  in 
England.  But,  surely,  that  has  been  done 
over  and  over  again.  There  is  no  difficulty 
about  it.  I  quite  admit  that  in  the  case 
of  a  reorganisation  of  offices,  or  in  the 
case  of  the  abolition  of  certain  offices, 
there  is  a  great  difficulty  in  transferring 
men  who  are  so  displaced  to  other  parts 
of  the  Service,  or  to  other  offices.  It  is 
admitted  that  that  is  so.  That  is  a 
transfer,  possibly,  from  one  Department 
to  another  Department.     But   what  we 
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contend  is  this.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
Inland  Revenue  Service.  The  servants 
of  the  Crown  serving  in  Ireland  in  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  are  part  of 
a  Service  which  is  a  Service  as  a  whole, 
and  that  you  cannot  distinguish,  and 
ought  not  to  distinguish.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
himself  that  the  man  who  is  at  this 
moment  at  the  head  of  the  Customs 
Department  in  this  country  came  from 
Ireland  to  that  position.  He  knows  also 
that  another  man  at  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department — one  of  the 
Commissioners — also  came  from  Ireland, 
and  there  are  instances  which  can 
be  mentioned  where  men  have  been 
transferred  to  like  positions  in  Ireland 
from  this  country  ;  therefore,  so  far  as 
regards  the  possibility  of  transfer,  I  say 
there  is  no  absolute  bar  on  the  ground  of 
impossibility.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  task 
because  he  had  criticised  the  proposal  to 
deal  with  these  servants  arbitrarily  at 
the  end  of  five  years.  If  I  may  say  so, 
with  all  respect,  I  venture  to  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  appreciate 
the  point.  The  point  is  this — these  men 
are  in  the  permanent  Civil  Service  of  the 
State,  and  you  are  determining  arbi- 
trarily at  the  end  of  five  years  absolutely 
the  employment  under  the  Crown.  In 
that  five  years'  period,  it  is  true,  you  give 
them  some  opportunity  either  to  retire, 
or  at  the  end  of  that  time  to  accept 
pensions,  or  they  can  accept  pensions 
before.  But  you  make  no  provision  for 
them.  You  terminate  absolutely  their 
service  under  the  Crown  at  the  end  of  five 
years,  and  you  leave  them  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Irish  Government  at  the  end  of 
that  time  to  make  what  terms  they  can 
and  in  the  best  way  they  can.  I  say,  so 
far  as  I  know,  there  has  never  been  in  the 
history  of  this  country  any  such  proposal 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  Parliament, 
and  the  parallel  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seeks  to  draw  between  this 
and  an  ordinary  abolition  of  office  by  a 
reasonable  reduction  of  the  staff  is  no 
parallel  at  all,  because  in  this  case  you 
are  absolutely  terminating  the  service  of 
men  in  order  to  put  other  men  in  their 
place.  [An  hon.  Member  :  No,  no  I  ] 
Does  the  hon.  Member  suppose  that  the 
Civil  Service  in  Ireland  is  going  to  be 
carried  on  without  men  then  ?  Of  course, 
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if  they  are  not  going  to  be  displaced,  no 
injury  is  done  ;  but  you  make  no  pro- 
vision and  secure  no  protection  for  them. 
That  is  our  contention — that  you  make  no 
provision  for  them,  although  you  abso- 
lutely terminate  their  engagement  at  the 
end  of  five  years.     [An  hon.  Member  : 
No,    no !]        Hon.    Gentlemen    behind 
the  Government  Bench  do  not  understand 
the  question.     If  they  had  been  in  the 
House,  they  would  have  heard  the  Chief 
Secretary  state  that  at  the  end  of  five 
years   they   must  make  the  best  terms 
they  could  with  the  Irish  Government, 
and  that,  so  far  as  their  service  under  the 
Crown  and  so  far  as  the  responsibility 
of  the    Imperial    Parliament    to    these 
servants   were    concerned,   they    would 
come  absolutely  and  completely  to   an 
end   at  the  expiration  of  the  period  of 
five  years.     With  regard  to  the  terms, 
I  must  be  allowed  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
I  can  judge,  there  is  really  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  assertion  that  has  been  made 
that  these  terms  are  either  extravagant 
or  liberal   to   these  servants.     My  expe- 
rience has  been — and  I  think  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  Bench  will  confirm 
it — that  whenever  questions  have  been 
submitted  to   Parliament  in   connection 
with  the  Civil  servants  of  this  country. 
Parliament   has    always    taken   a    very 
strict    view    of    what    they    considered 
to  be    public   faith  pledged   to  public 
servants.     In  proof  of  this,  I  may  refer 
to  one  case  which   will   be  in   the   re- 
collection of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
That  was  a  case  in  which  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  a  notice  had  been 
given  to  certain  Woolwich  workmen  by 
which   they  had   a  legal  termination  of 
their  right    to    superannuation.       That 
question   was   referred  to  a   Committee 
upstairs  ;  and,  if  my  recollection  serves 
me  right,  I  think  the  result  of  the  award 
of  that  Committee  was  to  pass  something 
like    nearly    £500,000.       I    know    the 
Treasury  strongly    dissented  from    that 
view    as    being   extremely   extravagant 
and  liberal ;    but  it  has  always  been  the 
case  that    Parliament  has  taken,  I  be- 
lieve, a  much  more  liberal  view  of  com- 
pensation towards   public   servants  who 
might  be  displaced  from     their    offices 
than  ever  has  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  or  by   the  particular 
Department.    I  cannot  but  feel  that  as 
regards  these  Civil   servants  they    are 
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placed  in  an  extremely  difficult  pomtion. 
As  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out,  they  are  put  in  this  position.  Xhej 
do  not  know — they  cannot  know  untH 
the  end  of  the  period  of  five  years — ^iBvhe- 
ther  they  will  be  allowed  to  continue  in 
the  Service  or  not.  They  may  go  on  for 
the  period  of  five  years,  and  they  may 
have  their  service  terminated  at  the  end 
of  that  time  without  any  additional  com- 
pensation beyond  that  which  would  be 
accorded  in  the  case  of  Civil  servants 
dismissed  on  an  ordinary  reorganisation, 
or  in  a  reduction  of  the  office.  I  do  not 
feel  that  these  can  be  at  all  truthfullj 
described  as  liberal  terms ;  I  believe  the 
case  is  without  parallel,  and  I  feel  that 
justice  has  not  been  done  to  the  Civil 
servants  in  Ireland  who  have  served  the 
Crown  so  faithfully. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^'  That 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,*'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (As  to  existing  pensions 
and  superannuation  allowances). 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  object,  in  the 
two  Amendments  I  have  on  the  Paper, 
is  this.  The  clause  deals  with  existing 
pensions.  The  first  liability  is  upon  the 
Irish  Exchequer,  and  the  effect  of  the 
two  Amendments  will  be  that  these 
existing  pensions  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
shall  be  repaid  to  that  Exchequer  from 
the  Irish  Exchequer.  That  is  the  way 
the  clause  will  run  if  my  view  is  ac- 
cepted. I  beg  to  move  the  first  Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  19,  to  leave  out  from  "begin- 
ning, "  to  "  shall, "  in  line  20.— {Mr,  J. 
Morley,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  then  moved  the 
following  Amendment : — Page  16,  line 
21,  after  the  word  "  Kingdom,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  and  shall  be  repaid  to  that 
Exchequer  from  the  Irish  Exchequer." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill, "  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  **'  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  J, 
Morleyy) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

CROWN  LANDS  BILL.— (No.  236.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time."— (6'tr  J.  T.  Hihhert.) 

The  Makquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  for  some  explanation  of  this  Bill. 
He  observed  from  the  Notice  Paper  that 
a  large  number  of  Members  on  both  sides 
took  a  strong  objection  to  it ;  and,  per- 
sonally, he  had  received  letters  from  two 
gentlemen  in  the  New  Forest  who  ob- 
jected to  it.  He  saw  there  was  some 
intention  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  ;  and  if  that  were  done,  per- 
sonally he  should  have  no  objection.  He 
would,  however,  like  to  have  some  ex- 
planation of  the  measure. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  pre- 
viously explained  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  am  unwilling  to  do  so  c^ain.  I 
have  been  in  communication  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  opposed  to  certain 
portions  of  the  Bill,  and  I  think  their 
views  will  be  met  if  the  Bill  is  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  certain  Amendments 
which,  I  think,  will  obviate  objection. 
The  Bill  really  carries  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Select  Committee  which 
sat  some  years  ago ;  and  it  is  very 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Crown 
property,  that  this  Bill  should  pass  into 
law.  I  would  suggest  to  those  gentlemen 
who  object  to  the  Bill  that  they  should 
allow  the  Second  Reading  to  be  taken, 
and  then  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  may 
either  take  evidence  upon  any  points  in 
dispute  on  the  clauses,  or  come  to  an 
agreement  where  the  objections  are  of  a 
very  material  character. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  desired  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to  the 
omission  of  Clause  5  ?  He  spoke  on 
behalf    of    the    verderers    of  the  New 


Forest,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
any  compensation  would  be  granted  to 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Forest  with  re- 
gard to  the  deprivation  of  their  rights  ? 
The  verderers  of  the  New,  Forest  and 
others  had  considerable  objection  to  the 
5th  clause,  and  he  understood  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  day  that 
it  would  be  withdrawn. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  That  is  quite 
so  with  regard  to  the  New  Forest,  but 
not  with  respect  to  the  other  forests. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  said,  that  being  so* 
the  substance  of  the  case  came  to  this — 
would  provision  be  made  for  awarding 
compensation  to  the  Commoners  of  the 
New  Forest  who  lost  certain  rights  if 
this  Bill  were  to  pass  ?  [Sir  J.  T. 
HiBBERT  :  No.]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  "  No,"  and  he  must,  therefore, 
persevere  with  his  objection.  It  was  a 
very  important  mattef  to  these  Com- 
moners. 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Friday,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (SCHOOL 
ATTENDANCE)  BILL— (No.  241.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  He  explained  that  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  raise  from  10  to  11 
years  the  age  of  full  attendance  at  school. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Acland.) 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  had  a  Bill  for  a  similar  purpose, 
and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  its  being  read 
a  second  time  together  with  the  Govern- 
ment measure,  to  which  measure  he  had 
only  one  objection — namely,  that  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  At  present  the 
children  had  to  undergo  an  individual 
examination  before  leaving  school  for 
half  time  or  full  time  employment,  which 
led  to  seriously  diminishing  the  benefits 
of  abolishing  payment  by  results,  which 
abolition  had  been  arranged  by  recent 
Educational  Codes.  Children  in  school  rose 
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from  one  Staudard  to  another  by  average 
attendance.  What  all  educational  authori- 
ties desired  was  that  children  should  leave 
school  on  the  same  conditions  as  those 
under  which  they  rose  from  one  Standard 
to  another,  and  it  was  the  main  object 
of  his  Bill  to  bring  that  about. 

Mr.  ACL  and  said,  he  agreed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  and  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
was  a  humble  step  in  the  same  direction. 
He  should  be  glad  to  co-operate  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  as  fur  as  he  could  in  passing 
the  other  measure. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  second 
time.  The  interval  between  the  time  of 
leaving  school  and  that  of  beginning 
work  was  most  prejudicial  to  the 
children. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 
COMMITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  2. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  he 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  interest. 
The  Bill  authorised  the  Treasury  to  pay 
not  exceeding  5  per  cent,  per  annum, 
and  that  was  too  large  a  sum  to  put  in. 
He  knew  there  were  objections  to  putting 
in  a  smaller  sum  ;  but  he  trusted  that  in 
the  next  Bill  5  per  cent,  would  not  be 
mentioned. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his 
objection  on  the  present  clause.  He  did 
not  think  it  would  be  safe  to  alter  the 
amount.  The  best  course  to  adopt  in  the 
future  would  be  to  leave  out  the  amount 
altogether. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LABOUR    DISPUTES  (ARBITRATION) 

BILL. -(No.  308.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 

Sir  R.  Temple 


Brightside)  said,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
House,  in  view  of  the  critical  condition  of 
the  relations  hetween  capital  and  labour, 
to  agree  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  thus  enable  some  immediate 
steps  to  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to  trade 
disputes.  He  proposed,  if  the  Motion 
were  agreed  to,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  the  (irand  Committee,  Trherc 
its  provisions  could  be  adequately  con- 
sidered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Mr.  Mundella.) 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  had  a  notice  of  objection  to 
the  Bill  on  the  Paper,  and  he  could  not 

yield  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  question  was  far  too 

important  to  be  disposed  of  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  subject  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  House  at  some  time 
or  other.  The  present  Bill  was  not 
likely  to  do  much  in  the  way  of  stopping 
trade  disputes. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  he 
had  read  the  Bill,  but  did  not  think  that 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  settling  dis- 
putes. It  contained  little  more  than  a 
provision  to  the  effect  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  be  enabled  to  appoint 
Boards  of  Arbitration.  There  was 
nothing  in  it  to  compel  disputants  to 
submit  to  it,  or  to  provide  for  the  exami- 
nation of  witnesses  on  oath  ;  besides,  no 
Bill  of  this  kind  should  be  passed  without 
having  been  thoroughly  discussed  in  the 
House.  He  did  not  think  that  a  Bill 
like  this,  moved  after  half-past  5 
oVlock  on  a  Wednesday,  could  meet  with 
the  consideration  that  the  subject 
deserved. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  would  join  in  the  appeal  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  Bill  might  be  proceeded  with. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr. 
Wolff)  overlooked  one  important  circum- 
stance— namely,  the  concession  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  other 
measures  on  the  subject  should  be  con- 
sidered simultaneously  with  his  own. 
The  fact  that  there  were  four  Bills  be- 
fore the  House  dealing  with  the  subject 
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showed  that  the  matter  was  one  Id  which 
the  House  took  great  interest.  In  one 
Bill  it  would  be  provided  that  witnesses 
should  be  summoned  and  examined  on 
oath.  In  view  of  what  was  happening  in 
the  country  and  of  the  proved  value  of 
measures  of  conciliation,  both  in  this 
country  and  elsewhere,  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.     J.     HAVELOCK     WILSON 

(Middlesbrough)  said  that,  on  behalf  of 
the  working  men  of  the  country,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Sir  J.  Gorst)  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass.  He  (Mr.  Havelock  Wilson)  had 
had  as  much  to  do  with  labour  disputes 
as  any  man  in  the  country,  and  he  did 
not  object  to  arbitration  that  was  not 
compulsory.  He  did  not  believe  that 
compulsory  arbitration  would  be  accepted 
by  the  working  men  of  the  country, 
any  more  than  by  employers  of  labour. 
He  had  much  pleasure  in  supporting 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
.the  Bill. 


Bill. 
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Mr.  W.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said  that,  as  an  Irish  Member  con- 
nected with  the  Labour  Movement,  he 
desired  to  add  his  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers not  to  oppose  the  Bill.  In  the  in- 
terests of  trade  and  commerce  in  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  they  ought, 
at  least,  to  give  a  measure  of  this  kind  a 
trial.  In  opposition  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Belfast— [Cric5  o/"  Agreed  !"] 
— he  thought  that  to  alter  the  character 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  deprive  it  of 
its  utility. 

SiR.H.  JAMES   (Bury,  Lancashire) 

said,  he,  had  had  to  see  a  great  deal  of 

arbitration,  and  he  thought  it  most  im- 
portant that  Parliament  should  legislate 
promptly  on  this  subject.  The  details 
of  tlie  Bill  could  be  settled  in  Committee. 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regift)  said,  he  thought  the  Government 
should  afford  time  for  the  discussion  of 
a  measure  of  so  great  and  pressing  im-  < 
portance. 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  object. 

Second   Reading  deferred  till  Friday, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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MARRIED    WOMEN'S     PROPERTY    ACT 
(1882)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  260.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  asked  that  some 
explanation  might  be  given  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.    COZENS-HARDY     (Norfolk. 

N.)  said,  the  Bill  was  intended  to  remove 

two  blunders  in  the  original  Act,  one  of 

which  prevented  the  recovery  of  a  debt 
from  a  widow  who  had  entered  into 
engagements  in  respect  of  property  of 
which  she  retained  possession  on  widow- 
hood. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  this  Bill  showed 
how  necessary  it  was  not  to  pass  Bills 
through  hurriedly  and  without  adequate 
examination  and  discussion. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday  next. 


PURCHASERS  OF  LAND  (IRELAND). 

motion    for    a    select     committee. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  [18th 
April]  read. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
that  it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  pro- 
ceed with  this,  and  he,  therefore,  gave 
notice  that  he  would  raise  the  question 
upon  the  Estimates. 

Order  discharged. 

WORKING   MEN'S    DWELLINGS    BILL. 

(No.  9.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

CLUBS      REGISTRATION      (^re -committed) 
BILL.— (No.  407.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 
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CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  (INQUIRIES) 
BILL.— (No.  382.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Nineteenth  Report  brought  up,  and  read; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

RATES  IN  METROPOLIS  (LEAKAGES). 

Return  ordered,  "giving,  as  regards 
each  parish  in  the  Metropolis,  the  follow- 
ing particulars  : — 

(1)  The  rateable  value  of  the  parish 
on  which  the  last  Poor  Rate 
closed  prior  to  the  25th  day  of 
March  1893  was  made  ; 

(2)  The  amount  which  a  rate  of  one 
penny  in  the  pound  on  that  rate- 
able value  would  produce  if  the 
whole  rate  were  collected  ; 

(3)  The  sum  actually  produced  in 
respect  of  each  penny  of  the  rate  ; 

(4)  With  regard  to  the  difference, 
the  approximate  proportion  of  the 
amount  which    was   attributable 

(a)  to  allowances  to  owners  who 
are  rated  instead  of  the  occupiers, 

(b)  to  excusals  on  the  ground  of 
poverty,  and  (c)  to  empties,  re- 
movals, and  other  causes  ; 

(5)  The  number  of  assessments  in 
respect  of  which  commissions 
were  allowed  to  owners  under 
agreements  made  in  pursuance  of 
Section  3  of  "The  Poor  Rate 
Assessment  and  Collection  Act, 
1869,*'  and  the  percentages  of 
such  commissions  ; 

(6)  Whether  any  order  of  the 
Vestry,  in  pursuance  of  Section 
4  of  the  said  Act,  was  in  force  in 
the  parish  during  the  year  ended 
the  25th  day  of  March,  1893  ; 

(7)  The  number  of  assessments  in 
respect  of  which  abatements  of  15 
per  cent,  were  allowed  to  owners 
Sub-section  (I)  of  the  last  men- 
tioned section  ;  and 

(8)  The  number  of  assessments  in 
respect  of  which  further  abate- 
ments were  allowed  under  Sub- 
section (2)  of  the  same  section  to 
owners  who  were  willing  to  be 
rated  whether  their  premises  were 
occupied  or  noU  and  the  per- 
centages of  such  further  abate- 
ments."—(iSir  Walter  Foster.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question    proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

France  and  Siam. 

•Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  put  to  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  a  question  of 
which  I  gave  him  notice  earlier  in  the 
afternoon — Whether     the     Grovemment 

have  any  official  confirmation  of  the 
telegrams  from  Paris  in  this  morning's 
papers,  about  the  despatch  of  a  French 
ultimatum  to  Siam  ;  and  whether  such 
ultimatum  involves  the  cession  of  the 
entire  left  bank  of  the  Mekong  to  France, 
and  of  the  provinces  of  Battambong  and 
Angkor  to  Cambogia,  thereby  depriving 
Siam  of  nearly  one-half  of  the  entire 
Kingdom,  and  planting  the  French  in 
immediate  contiguity  to  the  British 
Burmese  States  on  the  Upper  Mekong  in 
the  North,  and  in  the  heart  of  Siam  in 
the  South  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  have  made  inquiries  since  I  re- 
ceived notice  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, and  am  informed  that  no  informa- 
tion has  yet  reached  the  Foreign  Office 
with  regard  to  any  such  ultimatum,  or 
as  to  the  terms  of  it.  The  latest  in- 
formation we  have  as  to  the  terms  of 
any  demand  made  by  the  French  on  the 
Siamese  Government  is  that  indicated 
in  the  French  Minister's  speech  in  the 
Chamber  yesterday. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  WQl  my  hon.  Friend 

make  inquiry  this  evening  or  to-morrow, 

in  order  to  give  information  to  the  House 
upon  what  is  a  very  important  and  a  very 
serious  question  ? 

Sir    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,    Ecclesall) :     Can    the    hon. 

Member  say  whether  the  French  gun- 
boats are  still  anchored  off  Bangkok  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  put  the  question  to-morrow,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  give  any  further  information 
at  my  disposal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o*clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday^  20th  July  1893. 


TOOK  THE  OATH. 
Several  Lords. 

SAT   FIRST. 

The  Lord  Saint  Oswald — after  the 
death  of  his  father. 

NULLUM  TEMPUS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1876, 
AMENDMENT  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  157.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill."— (TAe  Lord  Morris.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  in  accordance 
with  the  undertaking  I  gave  pn  the  last 
occasion  when  this  Bill  was  before  the 
House,    I   have  considered  the  question 
whether  it  is    within  the  power  of  the 
House  to  originate  such  a  Bill.     There 
are  precedents  which  appear  to  me  to  be 
almost  directly  in  point.     In  1846  a  Bill 
was  passed  by  the  House  for  the  aboli- 
tion   of    deodands,  which   only    affected 
Revenue  in   this    way — that  the  Crown 
was    possessed  of  the   right   to   certain 
deodauds    which   would   be  abolished  if 
the  Bill  had  passed  into  law.     That  Bill 
was  passed   by  this  House,  and  was  set 
aside  by  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
ground  of  Breach  of  Privilege.     In  tbe 
same  year,  on  a  Bill  relating   to  waste 
lands  in  Australia,  it  was  laid  down  by 
the  Speaker  that  with   regard    to   that 
part  of  the  Crown  property  the  proceeds 
of    which    were  carried  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  by  the   Civil  List  Act,  the 
Lords   could    not  originate  any  Bill,  or 
alter  any  Bill  passed  by  the    House  of 
Commons,  relating    thereto.       That,  of 
oourse,   would  have  interfered  with  the 
hereditary  Revenues  of  the  Crown,  just 
as  this  Bill  would  do.     The  same  view 
had  been  taken  practically  in  your  Lord- 
ships'   House,    because,    a     few    years 
ago,    the      House     acquiesced     in     the 
omission  from  a  Bill  relating  to  Colonial 
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Ports  of  a  clause  dealing  with  Crown 
Revenues  on  the  ground  of  Privilege. 
It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  Bill  before 
the  House  comes  under  the  class  that  has 
been  declared  and  admitted  to  be  within 
the  Privilege  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
and  that,  therefore,  it  is  one  which  it  is 
not  competent  for  the  House  to  pass. 

•Lord  ASHBOURNE   said,   he   was 
sure  their  Lordships  had  the  highest  con- 
fidence   in    the    opinion    of    the    Lord 
Cbancellor  upon  such  a  subject.     This 
case  seemed   to  go  rather  further   than 
any  before  decided.      He  had  looked  at 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of   Commons  in  1860 — an    exceedingly 
strong  Committee,  on   which   sat   Lord 
Palmerston,      Mr.      Disraeli,      Colonel 
Wilson-Patten,    Sir  Hugh    Cairns,   and 
others — which  went  into  the  matter  very 
fully,  and  dealt  with  the  Deodands  Bill 
which  was  laid  aside  by  the  House  of 
Commons.     He  had  also  looked  at  Sir 
Erskine  May's  and  Todd's  books,  where 
the  topic  was  dealt  with,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  prepared  to  offer  any  advice  differ- 
ing   from    the    opinion     of     the    Lord 
Chancellor,   tbough    he    thought    there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides. 
The   Bill    before   the    House   was    not 
intended  to  make  any  charge  or  tax,  and 
it  was  only  in  a  very  roundabout  way 
that  a  charge  could  conceivably  be  put  on 
any  public  fund.      The  Bill  was  an  ex- 
planatory and  declaratory  rather  than  an 
enacting  measure  ;  and  he  suggested  that 
it  should    be    withdrawn  and    another, 
slightly  modified  in  its  terms,  introduced. 
Perhaps   his    noble  and   learned  Friend 
(Lord  Morris),  who  had  presented  the  Bill, 
would  consent,  as  it  was  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  alteration  in  form,  to  discharge 
the  Order  for  the  present  Bill  with  that 
object. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

Moved,    "That   the     Order    be    dis- 
charged."— (  The  Lord  Morris.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged  ;  and  Bill  (by  leave 
of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.   30.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House   in   Committee    (according    to 
Order. 
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Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 

said,  there  were  two  points  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  atteution  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack — 
first,  as  this  Bill  was  of  no  benefit  to 
landowners  nor  to  rural  purchasers,  but 
chiefly  benefited  those  who  purchased 
from  Building  Societies,  if  the  Govern- 
ment passed  it,  it  ought  to  secure  a  Vote 
of  money  to  pay  half  the  expense  of 
registration ;  otherwise,  it  would  be 
acting  like  the  Bengal  Government, 
which,  while  admitting  that  the  Behar 
Cadastral  Survey  would  be  useful  to  the 
Administration,  yet  made  the  zemindars 
and  occupiers  pay  for  it.  Secondly, 
although  the  discretion  of  the  present 
occupant  of  the  Woolsack  and  that  of 
his  predecessors  might  be  trusted,  that 
would  not  be  the  case  with  some  that 
had  been  named  as  his  probable  suc- 
cessors ;  and  some  check  or  restriction 
on  the  size  of  the  districts  that  might  be 
proclaimed  under  this  Bill  ought  to  be 
inserted  in  the  Bill.  Last  Monday  he 
was  at  the  new  OfiSce  of  the  Land 
Registry,  and  he  found  them  wailing  at 
the  prospect  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  going  out  of  the  country  before 
this  Bill  was  passed.  If  it  was  passed, 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  went 
out  of  the  country,  others  would  wail  if 
it  was  worked  by  his  successors,  so  that 
both  these  parties  would  wish  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  to  issue  a  Ne  exeat 
regno  against  himself.  He  did  not  wish 
to  be  misunderstood  as  disinclined  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  going  to  India ; 
on  the  contrary,  just  now  the  High 
Courts  and  Judicial  Body  had  been 
exposed  to  encroachments  by  the  civi- 
lians ;  and  it  would  be  a  good  thing  that 
the  Governor  General  should  belong  to 
the  legal  profession.  Besides  that,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  deserved  this  at 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  having  sheltered  them  with  the 
mantle  of  his  respectability. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  is,  I  am  afraid,  at 
some  distance  from  the  Land  Transfer 
Bill.  As  regards  the  question  which 
the  noble  Lord  puts,  I  do  not  think  the 
Land  Registry  will  involve  any  additional 
expense  to  the  Treasiiry.  I  do  not 
contemplate  that  the  Bill  will  cast  any 
burden  upon  landowners  ;  on  the  contrary, 
I  believe  it  will  be  to  their  advantage 
from  a  pecuniary  point  of  (view.     With 


regard  •  to  the  districts  to  be  brought 
within  the  operation  of  the  Bill  from 
time  to  time,  we  must  proceed  tentatively 
and  cautiously.  I  do  not  see  bow  it 
would  be  possible  to  lay  down  any  rule 
as  to  the  extent  of  these  districts  ;  but^ 
so  far  as  I  should  have  to  administer 
any  such  Act — and  I  believe  my  suc- 
cessors would  follow  the  same  principle 
— I  should  not,  in  the  first  instance^ 
extend  it  to  a  very  large  district.  The 
experience  gained  in  watching  its  opera- 
tion in  that  district  would  be  the  best 
possible  guide  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
district  that  should  from  time  to  time 
be  brought  within  its  scope.  The 
Amendments  to  the  Bill  are  of  a  technical 
character,  and  I  propose  that  they  should 
be  dealt  with  in  the  Standing  Committee 
rather  than  in  your  Lordships*  House, 
circulating  them  beforehand  for  a  suffi- 
cient period  to  enable  them  to  be  con- 
sidered. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE. 
BILL  [H.L.]. 

COMMITTEE. 

House    in    Committee   (according   to 

Order). 

Thb   lord    CHANCELLOR: 

My  Lords,  upon  this  Bill  I  have  pre- 
pared some  Amendments  upon  Clause  4  ; 
but  I  find  that  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  matter  that  the  discussion  should  not 
take  place  upon  them  just  now  ;  and  as 
they  are  entirely  upon  matters  of  detail, 
although  involving,  no  doubt,  important 
points,  I  should  propose  to  defer  moving 
the  Amendments  until  the  Bill  is  in 
Standing  Committee. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  that  course  would  be  most  con- 
venient. Although,  as  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  said,  they  are  matters 
of  detail,  still  they  are  of  considerable 
importance ;  and  my  impression  is  that 
they  would  be  much  better  discussed,  in 
the  first  instance  at  all  events,  in  Stand- 
ing Committee. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
and  re-oommitted  to  the  Standing  Com* 
mittee. 
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BDUCATION— ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 
MOTION    FOR   A  RETURN. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  moved 
for — 

"  A  Return  of  the  Circular  (321)  and  Form 
issued  on  21st  January,  1893,  to  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  on  the  subject  of  existing  school 
bnildings  and  apparatus ;  Schedule  VII.  and 
Article  83,  Subsection  (a)  of  the  Code  of  1893 
to  be  appended  thereto." 

He  also  asked  the  Lord  President  of  the 

CouQcil  whether  it  was  intended  by  the 

above-named  Circular  to  oblige  existing 

public  elementary  schools,  alike  in  towns 
and  in  rural  districts,  which  had  hitherto 
been  accepted  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment as  supplying  efficient  and  suitable 
education,  and  as  satisfying   the   grant 
conditions   of   the   Codes,   to   meet  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  the  Circular,  as 
explained  by  the  building  rules  for  new 
schools ;    such    as,   amongst    others,    1. 
School  to  provide  a  quarter  of  an   acre 
for'every  250  children  ;  2.  A  playground 
of      sufficient     size,      with     gymnastic 
apparatus  ;  3.  Walls  of  school,  if  stone, 
to  be  at  least  of  20  inches  ;  if  of  brick, 
at    least  of   14  inches  ;  4.  Schoolrooms 
to  be  lighted  from  the  left  hand,  or,  if 
not,  from  the  right ;  5.  Classrooms  to  be 
not    less    than    18  feet  by   15  feet ;    6. 
Staircases  and  porches  to  be   external, 
and    separate   for   each   department ;  7. 
Cloakrooms  to  be  provided,  external  to 
schoolrooms,  with  gangways  of  at  least 
four  feet,  amply  lighted  from  the  end ;  and 
what  were  the   new   requirements   men- 
tioned in  the  Circular  as  to  accommoda- 
tion at  desks  and  benches  ;    also  to   ask 
whether,  if  such  requirements  were  not 
met,  a  school  would  be  **  warned  "  under 
Article   92  of  Code,  and,  in  default  of 
compliance,  a  School  Board  would  be  set 
up  by  the  Department  ?     He  hoped  their 
Lordships   would   forgive   his   troubling 
the    House   a    second    time    that    week 
on   the  subject  of  education  ;  but  he  was 
puzzled  on  one  point,  amongst  many  poli- 
tical   puzzles   at   the    present    time,    to 
know  who  was  really  responsible  for  the 
management  of  education  in  the  United 
Kingdom,   whether  the  Lord   President, 
the    Vice    President   of  the  Council,  or 
Lord   Playfair,  who,   in   answering   the 
other  night,  showed  he  was  in  possession 
of    more     official    knowledge    than   the 
Lord  President.     He  would  like  to  know 
which  of  the  three  was  distinctly  respon- 
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sible?  He  regretted  that  the  Lord 
Presi4ent's  time  was  so  much  occupied 
with  Indian  affairs  that  he  was  unable  to 
give  his  experience  and  knowledge  for 
the  benefit  of  the  schools  of  the  country. 
This  subject  of  education  fcould  not  be 
put  aside  as  dull  and  uninteresting.  They 
had  only  to  look  at  the  Continent  to  see 
its  enormous  importance.  The  revolu- 
tionists of  Europe  were  making  every 
effort  to  get  hold  of  education  in  their 
respective  countries.  In  France,  Italy, 
Holland,  and  elsewhere,  schools  had 
been  entirely  secularised.  The  revo- 
lutionists had  found  that  getting  the 
education  of  the  people  into  their  hands 
was  one  of  the  most  powerful  means  of 
propagating  their  doctrines.  Their  Lord- 
ships, therefore,  he  hoped  would  agree 
with  him  that,  however  dull  the  subject 
of  education,  it  was  well  worthy  of  their 
earnest  attention.  It  affected  20,000 
schools,  with  about  30,000  departments, 
charged  with  the  welfare  of  5,000,000 
chil£-en,  of  whom  3,000,000  were  in 
voluntary, and  2,000,000  in  Board  schools.. 
There  were  100,000  teachers,  a  body 
nearly  as  large  as  the  British  Army,  and 
they  were  as  influential  as  any  body  of 
persons  in  the  United  Kingdom.  In  an 
able  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons 
Mr.  Chamberlain  said  if  they  destroyed 
the  voluntary  schools  the  ratepayers 
would  have  to  pay  in  cash  about 
£40,000,000,  and  about  £2,000,000  a 
year  extra.  He  had  had  a  great  deal  to 
do  with  the  question  of  education,  and 
when  at  the  Education  Department  had 
the  satisfaction  of  helping  a  great  number 
of  Board  schools  as  well  as  voluntary 
schools.  Therefore,  he  was  not  one  of 
those  who  were  wildly  opposed  to 
School  Boards  ;  but  things  were  begin- 
ning to  look  a  little  serious.  There  were 
about  90  School  Boards  in  the  country 
which  had  shut  out  the  Bible  or  anything 
like  a  prayer  cr  hymn,  and  there  was  a 
new  demand,  to  which  the  Prime  Minister 
alluded  on  Tuesday  night,  and  which 
had  taken  some  hold  in  London,  that  they 
were  to  treat  as  denominational  teaching, 
and  not  to  allow,  instruction  in  the  great 
cardinal  doctrine  of  the  common  Christian 
faith  of  Christendom — the  divinity  and 
the  atonement  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ. 
He  wab  convinced,  however,  that  if  the 
country  were  asked  it  would  say  that  it 
wished  to  have  religious  schools  and  to 
maintain  voluntary  schools  ;  but  the  fear 
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he  had  was  lest,  under  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, the  voluntary  schools  should 
be  silently  destroyed.  With  the  enormous 
administrative  power  of  the  Department 
and  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons 
modern  improvements  might  be  insisted 
upon  by  the  Inspectors  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  silently  but  surely  destroy  the 
voluntary  system  of  education  in  the 
country  within  a  very  short  time. 
If  a  general  sense  of  helplessness  and 
hopelessness  were  created  amongst  the 
voluntary  schools,  they  would  begin  to 
crumble  and  give  way.  The  reason  why 
he  had  now  brought  forward  this  subject 
was  to  be  found  in  the  Circular  recently 
issued  by  the  Education  Department — 

"Circular  321. 
"Circular  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors.— School 
Buildings  and  Apparatus. 
"Education  Department,  Whitehall, 

January  21,  1893. 
"Sir, — My  Lords  are  desirous  of  obtaining 
a  fuller  and  more  detailed  statement  than  is 
given  in  the  Annual  Reports  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  with  reference  to  the  condition,  as 
regards  buildings  and  apparatus,  of  each  of  the 
schools  in  England  and  Wales. 

"  I  am,  therefore,  to  request  that  you  will,  at 
each  of  your  annual  visits  to  schools  during  the 
year  beginning  February  1,  1893,  complete  and 
file  with  Form  10  one  of  the  accompanying 
forms. 

"  It  is,  of  course,  not  to  be  understood  that  in 
every  case  where  the  school  is  to  some  extent 
defective  in  one  or  more  of  the  points  mentioned 
in  the  form,  you  are  required  to  press  for  an 
immediate  alteration.  In  that  matter  you  will, 
as  heretofore,  use  your  discretion.  At  the  same 
time  any  serious  defect  in  the  convenience  of 
the  school  for  teaching  purposes,  or  in  its  sani- 
tation, should  be  brought  under  the  notice,  both 
of  the  managers  and  of  the  Department,  with  a 
view  to  its  immediate  removal. 

"  The  object  aimed  at  by  the  form  is  twofold 
—first,  the  answers  to  the  questions  are  intended 
to  show,  with  the  view  of  enabling  the  Depart- 
ment within  a  reasonable  limit  of  time  to  secure 
complete  efficiency,  how  far  each  existing  school 
falls  short  of  modern  requirements  in  any  of  the 
points  mentioned ;  ami,  secondly,  they  will 
furnish  a  complete  statistical  reconi  of  the 
condition  of  the  school  premises  throughout  the 
country.  Those  answers  should  not,  therefore, 
be  modified  by  any  special  circumstances  affect- 
ing a  school,  or  by  the  fact  that  it  may  formerly 
have  received  a  building  grant. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

♦'  Your  obedient  Servant, 

''G.  W.  Kekewich. 

.»Xo ,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Schools." 

That  Circular  was  a  very  interesting 
document.  It  raised  quesUons  almost  all 
of  which  were  answered  every  year  in  the 
reguhir  Returns  of  the  Inspectors.  The 
The  Earl  of  Harrowby 


information  asked  for  in  the  Circular 
was,  therefore,  already  in  the  Office. 
Why,  then,  was  it  issued?  It  was 
because  the  Department  was  now  re- 
quiring all  schools  to  be  brought  up  to 
"modern  requirements."  The  schoob 
were  all  to  be  brought  up  to  that  most 
indefinite  term  "  modern  requirements," 
and  this  affecting  so  vast  a  number  of 
schools  was  surely  a  very  serious  matter. 
Of  course,  the  Circular  was  sought  to  be 
justified  by  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  of  which  he  had  been 
a  member.  But  the  Commission,  in 
making  their  recommendations,  said  it 
would  be  a  hardship  indeed  if  any  sudden 
demand  of  this  kind  were  made  upon  the 
schools,  and  they  concluded  by  saying — 

"We  are  of  opinion  that  existing  schools 
should  gradually,  but  within  reasonable  limits 
of  time,  be  brought  up  to  the  higher  estimate  of 
the  space  required  for  school  accommodation. 
But  we  think  this  would  be  more  advantageously 
brought  about  in  cases  where  it  is  required  by 
pressure  exerted  on  managers  through  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors  at  the  time  of  their  visits 
than  by  a  hard-and-fast  rule  of  the  Department, 
which  might  have  the  effect  of  requiring  a 
sudden  increase  of  25  per  cent,  in  the  accommo- 
dation  in  a  considerable  number  of  schools 
throughout  the  country.  The  peremptory  en- 
forcement of  such  a  requirement  would,  in  our 
opinion,  at  the  present  moment  press  haitUy 
upon  many  districts,  whether  it  hat!  to  be  met 
by  voluntary  contribution  or  out  of  the  rates^ 
and  would  not,  we  believe,  be  consistent 
with  the  best  interests  of  the  public  or  the 
advancement  of  elementary  etlucation.** 

One  of  the  strongest  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission  of  1888  was  that 
the  schools  should  be  pecuniarily  assisted 
by  the  Department  in  doing  what  was 
recommended,  and  that  the  recommenda- 
tions were  to  be  taken  as  a  whole.  Not- 
withstanding this,  the  Government  were 
doing  exactly  what  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion guarded  against,  for  they  were  cast- 
ing upon  the  schools  the  cost  of  bring- 
ing them  up  to  the  modern  requirements. 
The   hardship  of   this   would  be  felt  in 
every  town  and  hamlet,  and  if  it  were 
msisted  upon  it  would  destroy  the  volun- 
tary schools.       For  instance,  would  the 
Department    insist  upon  schools  in    po- 
pulous   towns    like  London,   LiverpooL 
and  Leeds,  providing  a  quarter  of  an  acre 
for   every  250   children?       What   was 
"^'^^A^y  *   playground   "of  sufficient 
sue'  ?       If  the  walls  were  not  of    the 
thickness    of    20   inches    stone,   or    14 
inches  brick,    would    the   building,    al- 
though n.-«nd  for  years  as  officieii,   be 
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required  to  be  pulled  down  and  rebuilt  ? 
The  Education  Department  were  asked 
in  one  case  what  was  included  under  the 
term  "gjmnastic  apparatus,"  and  the 
reply  was — 

"  The  words  *  gjmiiastic  apparatus '  occur  in 
a  question  which  the  Inspectors  will  have  to 
answer  according  to  the  circumstances  of  each 
case.  It  does  not  seem  possible  to  giye  any 
more  definite  description  of  gymnastic  appa- 
ratus than  that  it  includes  all  apparatus  used  for 
gymnastic  exercises." 

Could  any  answer  be  more  vague  or  un- 
satisfactory ?  If  the  requirements  of 
the  Education  Department  were  to  be 
enforced,  nearly  half  the  schools  through- 
out the  country  would  have  to  be  re- 
built, and  this  at  a  time  when  the 
farmers  had  no  money,  the  agricultural 
labourers  were  out  of  work,  and  the 
landowners  were  compelled  to  shut  up 
their  houses.  He  was  afraid  that  this 
action  of  the  Department  might  give 
rise  to  a  reaction  against  education. 
There  was  ground  for  supposing  that 
this  action  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment was  the  outcome  of  the  intense 
desire  of  the  present  Government  to  get 
rid  of  the  voluntary  schools.  If  the 
Government  really  desired  to  abolish 
those  schools,  they  should  bring  the 
matter  openly  before  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  the  Church  of  England  would 
not  hesitate  for  a  minute  to  meet  the 
challenge  that  had  been  thrown  out  to 
them,  and  that  they  would  follow  the 
admirable  example  that  had  been  set 
them  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  of 
making  large  sacrifices  for  the  purpose 
of  preserving  their  voluntary  schools.  He 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  would 
give  such  assurances  as  would  remove 
die  black  cloud  that  now  hung  over  the 
country  in  relation  to  this  matter. 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House — 

"  Return  of  the  Circular  (321)  and  Form 
issued  on  21st  January,  1893,  to  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  on  the  subject  of  existing  school 
buildings  and  apparatus;  Schedule  VII.,  and 
Article  85,  Sub-section  (a)  of  the  Code  of  893 
to  be  appended  thereto.** — QThe  Earl  of 
Harrmohy.) 

•Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  had  never  read  anything  so 
alarming,  extravagant,  and  tyrannical  as 
the  Circular  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby).  The  last  time 
the  subject  was  discussed  in  their  Lord- 


ships* House  the  late  Prime  Minister 
warned  the  Lord  President  what  might 
happen  if  he  treated  Hindus  and  Mussul- 
mans as  he  was  treating  Churchmen.  He 
would  confirm  the  words  of  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  and  add  that  Mussulmans  would 
also  show  animosity  to  any  interference 
with  Christian  schools.  This  question 
had  been  discussed  in  India,  and  was  one 
of  the  conditions  of  acceptance  of  British 
rule.  He  regretted  that  the  Members  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench  were  not  present,  and 
hoped  it  was  not  too  late  to  urge  upon 
the  most  rev.  Primate  the  necessity  of 
receding  from  the  position  taken  up  a 
little  while  ago,  and  of  uniting  his  forces 
with  those  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Hierarchy. 

•Lord  NORTON  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  President  of  the  Council,  in  answering 
this  question,  would  indicate  a  little  more 
generally  the  policy  of  his  Lieutenant. 
The  Vice  President's  grand  schemes  were 
only  to  be  read  in  reports  of  public  meet- 
ings ;  but  it  was  not  known  how  much 
the  Department  endorsed  his  views  of 
national  education.  The  whole  subject 
was  practically  left  by  Parliament  in 
the  hands  of  the  Department,  whose 
Circulars  were  virtually  Acts.  The 
Vice  President  addressed  Birming- 
ham lately,  lauding  that  City  as  an 
example  to  the  whole  Kingdom.  The 
Chairman,  who  was  also  Chairman  of 
that  School  Board,  though  flattered  by  the 
compliment,  modestly  admitted  that  their 
schools  were  elaborately  and  costily  fitted 
up  ;  but  he  thought  it  the  best  economy 
to  do  all  things  well ;  and  he  praised  their 
architect  for  his  triumphs  in  building. 
By  the  Circular  referred  to  in  this  ques- 
tion this  model  of  magnificence  waa 
apparently  made  a  common  requisition 
for  all  schools,  old  and  new,  rural  and 
urban.  By  such  advances  of  requirements^ 
and  increasing  tendency  to  enlarge  the 
field  of  elementary  education,  the  Depart- 
ment could  lay  down  any  standard  and  bid 
managers  conform  or  die.  The  Vice 
President  said  that  he  considered  the 
universal  establishment  of  School  Boards 
throughout  the  country  to  be  essential  to 
the  interests  of  higher  education.  Was 
that  the  view  of  the  Lord  President,  and 
was  it  the  view  which  the  Department 
endorsed  ?  It  was  obviously  the  Vice 
President's  wish  to  supersede  all  voluntary 
schools.  He  wanted  what  he  called  a  com- 
prehensive national  system   municipally 
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UDdertaken,  free  for  all  grades  ;  and  this 
system,  he  urged,  must  not  be  under  the 
patronage  of  clergyman,  squire,  or  mill- 
owner.  The  Vice  President  went  further 
than  Dr.  Pearson,  who  said  that  the 
age  of  the  Church  and  of  the  Home  was 
gone  by  ;  everything  must  be  undertaken 
by  the  State.  He  said  that  Wales  was 
fortunate  in  having  few  endowments,  and 
so  much  the  more  being  allowed  higher 
education  by  assistance  from  Government 
and  rates.  If  the  country  were  content 
to  let  national  education  be  under  Depart- 
mental legislation  by  such  Circulars  as 
that  to  which  the  question  referred,  then 
Parliament  ought  at  least  to  have  some 
general  information  of  the  meaning  and 
tendency  of  the  assumed  policy.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  these  were  the 
individual  views  of  the  Vice  President, 
or  whether  they  were  adopted  by  the 
Government  ?  They  would  then  know 
how  to  meet  these  Circulars,  and  be  able 
to  appeal  to  Parliament  and  to  the  general 
feeling  and  sentiment  of  the  country  in 
ascertaining  public  opinion. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimbebley)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  brought  this  subject  before  us 
asked,  first  of  all,  who  is  responsible  for 
the  management  of  the  Education  De- 
partment. The  noble  Earl  himself  has 
held  the  Ofiice  of  Vice  President,  and  I 
suppose  he  understands  as  well  as  any 
man  can  what  are  the  precise  arrange- 
ments under  which  the  Department  is  con- 
ducted. I  am  not  aware  that  any  change 
has  been  made.  According  to  all  I  have 
eyer  learned  on  the  subject,  the  practice 
has  been  that  the  details  of  the  Depart- 
ment are  mainly  managed  by  the  Vice 
President,  and  that  the  Lord  President  is 
consulted  when  any  important  question  of 
principle  is  at  stake,  or  when  any  impor- 
tant change  is  about  to  be  made  in  the 
action  of  the  Department.  Certainly, 
I  am  jointly  responsible  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  noble  Earl  would  be 
desirous  of  lessening  the  importance  and 
responsibility  of  the  Vice  President's 
position.  Mr.  Forster,  the  Minister  who 
perhaps  took  the  greatest  interest  in 
educational  matters,  was  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  at  the  same  time  that  he 
occupied  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.  The 
noble  Earl   was   not   present  when   the  I 
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subject  was  brought  before  the  House 
earlier  in  the  Session.  I  will  refer  the 
noble  Earl  to  the  answer — it  is  reported 
in  Hansard — in  which  the  assurances 
now  asked  for  by  my  noble  Friend  were 
given  by  me,  and  nothing  has  taken 
place  since  then  to  alter  them.  But  the 
black  cloud  which  appears  to  baag 
over  the  noble  Earl  and  others  will 
not,  I  am  afraid,  be  dissipated  by 
a  repetition  of  those  assurances.  It 
has  been  clearly  proved  that  a  consid^^ 
able  number  of  schools  in  the  country 
are  altogether  behind  modem  require- 
ments— the  requirements  which  the  late 
Government  themselves  declared  to  be 
necessary  in  the  construction  of  all  new 
schools — and  there  is  great  alarm  on  the 
part  of  those  responsible  for  these 
schools  lest  they  should  be  called  upon  to 
remedy  the  defects.  If  the  effect  of  the 
Circular  has  been  to  produce  that  alarm, 
I  think  it  is  a  yery  wholesome  effect 
But  if  it  is  supposed  that  the  Circular 
indicates  those  things  which  the  Educa- 
tion Department  will  at  once  require  from 
all  schools,  I  can  state  unequivocally  that 
the  Circular  has  no  such  significance. 
The  object  is  to  obtain  full  and  accurate 
information  as  to  how  far  existing 
schools  are  or  are  not  in  the  condition 
required  by  the  Regulations  of  the  Depart- 
ment. After  that  information  has  been 
received,  the  Department  propose  to 
deal  with  each  case  on  its  merits — that  is 
to  say,  to  take  into  consideration  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  school ; 
what  is  the  amount  of  the  deficiency  ; 
whether  it  is  serious  or  not ;  and  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  a  reasonable  maDuer 
and  in  accordance  with  the  general  policy 
of  the  Department.  That  general  policy  is 
to  do  nothing  to  discourage  or  to  diminish 
voluntary  effort ;  to  accept  all  voluntary 
assistance  as  far  as  it  can  be  given  in  a 
satisfactory  way  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  see  that  the  schools  provided  by 
voluntary  effort  are  sufficient.  The  De- 
partment is  also  bound  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  case  there  should  be  a  complete 
failure  in  voluntary  effort,  to  provide  the 
necessary  accommodation ;  and,  as  the 
noble  Earl  knows,  that  involves  a  School 
Board.  It  appears  to  be  thought  that 
because  it  may  happen  that  in  certain 
cases  the  nccommoilatiou  which  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  cannot  be  provided, 
therefore  the  policy  wo  have  set  on  foot, 
if  it  b«  ID  any  way  now,  by  this  Circular 
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means     that    the    GovemmeDt    intend 
to     force    Board     schools     upon    those 
localities,    I   can    tell    the    noble    Earl 
we    have    no    such    policy     or    inten- 
tion ;    but    our    intention    is — and    we 
mean     to    abide    by    it — to    bring    the 
voluntary    schools,     not    suddenly,    but 
by  degrees,  up  to  the  full   and  proper 
school  accommodation  which  is  required 
in  the  interests  of  the  children  through- 
out the  country.     We  shall  not   shrink 
from  that  task,  although  we  should  be 
sorry  if,  in  some  cases,  it  should  turn  out 
that  our  requirements  necessitate  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  sacrifice  on  the  part  of 
those    who    keep    up    these    voluntary 
schools  ;  but  if  such  schools  are  to  be  kept 
np  there  must  be  individual  sacrifice  and 
individual  effort.     I  do  not  believe  that 
the     voluntary     school     managers     are 
reluctant  to  do  their  duty  in  the  matter. 
I  believe  when  the   matter   is   brought 
fairly  before  the  localities  and  dealt  with 
in  a  fair  spirit,  as  the  noble  Earl  said, 
the  Church   of   England  and  other  Re- 
ligious Bodies  will  do  their  duty.      But 
why   is  this  to  be   a   question   for  the 
Church  ?     It   is   not  a   question   of  the 
Church  of  England ;  it  is  a  question  of 
education  ;  and  I  say  this  :  if  the  Church 
stands  in  the  way  of  education  in  this 
country   it   will   be   the   worse  for    the 
Church.      But  I  do  not  believe  it.      I 
have  too  much  respect  for  the  Church, 
and  for  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church,  to 
believe  that  they  are  not  zealous  in  the 
cause   of    education.      They   wished  to 
proceed  on  their  own  lines  ;  but  I  do  not 
believe  for  a  moment  that  they  would  be 
backward  in  their  efforts.     Let  me  quote 
the  opinions  of  two  distinguished  Prelates 
in  reference  to  the  Circular.     The  Bishop 
of  London,  in  April,  1893,  said — 

"  This  iB  an  emergency  which  has  come  upon 
113  suddenly  in  consequence  of  the  demand  of 
the  Education  Department— a  just  demand,  a 
righteous  demand,  I  must  call  it." 

The  Bishop  of  Rochester,  in  June,  1893, 
said — 

"I  am  not  one  of  those  who  regard  the 
principle  of  the  recent  Government  demand  as 
a  wrong  one.  If  we  are  to  go  on  receiving 
^^nts  for  our  schools  it  seems  fair  and  right  in 
principle— though  the  principle  may  be  here 
and  there  applied  in  a  harsh,  unreasonable  sort 
of  way,  suggesting  more  red  tape  than  states- 
manship— fair  and  right  that  we  should  be  com- 
pelled to  meet  modern  requirements  in  the 
arrangements  of  our  school  fabrics." 

The  right  rev.  Prelate   is  not  quite  so 
afraid   of  modern  requirements   as    the  I 


noble  Earl,  and  I  think  his  zeal  for 
education  exceeds  that  of  the  noble  Earl. 
And,  for  my  own  part,  I  would  rather 
share  the  opinions  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late than  those  of  the  noble  Earl,  who 
has  himself  been  Vice  President  of  the 
Education  Department,  for  a  speech  more 
unfavourable  to  education  than  his,  and 
more  deprecatory  of  what  is  necessary  for 
education,  it  has  never  been  my  mis- 
fortune to  hear.  Again,  the  Committee 
of  the  London  Diocesan  Board  of  Educa- 
tion— a  very  competent  Body,  and  who, 
I  am  sure,  gave  a  conscientious  opinion 
— in  April,  1893,  reported  as  follows  : — 

"  That  Church  schools  are  passing  through  a 
serious  crisis  in  their  history  cannot  be  doubted  ; 
but  it  is  extremely  encouraging  to  note  that 
school  managers  are  everywhere  putting  forth 
all  their  energies  to  meet  the  increased  but 
reasonable  requirements  of  the  Education  De- 
partment in  regard  to  the  sanitation  of  school 
buildings,  the  provision  of  cloak-room  and  class- 
room accommodation,  and  the  more  efficient 
equipment  of  schools  as  to  staff  and  teaching 
appliances." 

That  is  the  spirit,  which  I  am  pleased  to 
see,  of  people  who  are  really  zealous  for 
education,   and   who   are   not   afraid   to 
make  sacrifices  when  called  upon  to  do 
so.      I   can    only   repeat   what   I    said 
before — ^that  this  Circular  is  a  statistical 
inquiry,  and  its  main  object  is  to  obtain 
information  ;  but  it  is  not  a  mere  statis- 
tical inquiry,  because  it  will  be  followed 
by  some  action  whenever  the  Education 
Department  find  that  the  school  accom- 
modation is  scandalously  bad  ;  there  the 
Department  will  do  its  duty  and  interfere 
at    once  —  for     example,    suppose    the 
sanitary  condition  of  a  school  is  shown  to 
be  altogether  faulty.     But  with  regard  to 
walls,  larger  playgrounds,  gymnasiums, 
and  other  such  matters,  the  Department 
will,  so  far  as  I  have  any  voice  in  the 
matter — and   I   believe   my    right   hon. 
Friend  quite  concurs  with  me — endeavour 
to  show  a  little  common  sense,  a  certain 
amount   of  which   is  really   all   that   is 
required.     It  would  be  intensely  foolish 
and   absurd   to  at  once  require  all    the 
schools  in  the  country  to  be  brought  up 
to  all  the  points  of  efficiency  laid  down 
in  the  Circular.  It  is  impossible  to  stereo- 
type for  ever  the  condition  of  the  schools, 
for  as  time  goes  on  further  requirements 
are  found  to  be  necessary,   and   public 
opinion  also  requires  a  number  of  things 
which  25  or  30  years  ago  would  not  have 
been   deemed   necessary.     The    Depart- 
ment wish — to  use  a  colloquial  ezprea- 
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siou — to  bring  things  up  to  date.     I  have 
not  seen   the   particular   speech   of  mj 
right   hon.   Friend   to   which  the  noble 
Earl  referred.      I  should  wish  to  see  the 
whole  context  of  the  speech,  and  to  what 
it  referred,  before  giving  an  opinion  upon 
it ;    but   I   will   say   this    on    mj   own 
account :  that  I  consider  it  highly  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  more  munici- 
palieation  of  education.     I  do  not  wish  to 
see    voluntary   schools   put  an   end   to. 
Everyone  who  has  followed  the  progress 
of    education    in    this    country     knows 
that  it  would  be  a  vain  and  useless  cru- 
sade to  endeavour  to  put  an  end  to  the 
vast  masses  of  voluntary  schools  in  this 
country  with  all  the  support  that  they 
enjoy  ;    but,    while   recognising    in    the 
fullest   degree    that    these    schools   are 
entitled   to    perfectly   fair   treatment,   I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  there  should  be 
more    municipalisation    of    schools   and 
more  municipal  superintendence  of  them. 
We   desire   to   pursue    the    policy   that 
voluntary    schools    and    Board    schools 
should  have  that  place  with    regard  to 
education   that    they   deserve,   and   this 
Circular  applies  to  both  classes  of  schools 
alike  in  carrying  on  the  education  of  this 
country.      Wherever   Board   schools  do 
not  come   up  to  the  requirements  they 
will  be  called  on  in  exactly  the   same 
way  as  the  voluntary  schools.   In  answer 
to  tl!^  question  of  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
further  instructions  to  Inspectors,  I  would 
say  that  no  further  instructions  are  re- 
quired ;     the     Inspectors     can   give   no 
instructions,  for  they  arc  given  by  the 
Department.      Chief  Inspector  Coward, 
in  commenting  on  a  Report  of  one  of  the 
Inspectors  made  in   1892,  said  that  the 
schools  in  the  particular  district 

'*  are  often  dilapidated  and  often  so  badly  con- 
structed as  to  render  the  arrangement  of  the 
classes  for  instruction  difficult  and  embarrassing. 
They  frequently  possess  no  class-rooms,  or,  if 
they  do,  their  small  size  renders  them  worse 
than  useless  ;  their  lighting  is  rarely  good,  and 
not  seldom  so  defective  as  to  be  injurious  to  the 
eye-sight,  and  their  ventilation  isoften  radically 
b«d.  Cloak-rooms  and  proper  lavatories  are  in 
the  majority  wanting.  But  with  all  these  de« 
fects  they  are  still  able  to  estimate  their  accom- 
modating capacity  at  eight  square  feet  of  area, 
a  space  quite  inadequate,  and  in  which  the  dis- 
cipline and  instruction  of  a  school  cannot  be 
maintained  well  without  undue  efiort  and  strain. 
This  overcrowding  is  found  in  its  worst  forms 
in  the  small  class-rooms,  which  are  still  un- 
happily recognised.  One  shudders  at  the  recol- 
lection of  numbers  of  little  children  crowded 
together  in  places  with  an  exhausted  and  poison- 
ous  air  and  little  light.    This  is  of  frequent 
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occurrence,  and  will  continue  until  strczmaaa 
measures  are  taken  to  abate  the  evil.  In  several 
schools  which  I  visited  the  state  of  tWngs  in 
this  respect  was  horrible.  The  time  is  fast 
approaching,  if  not  already  come,  when  all  the 
school  accommodation  of  the  country  shouR 
undergo  review." 

These  are  strong  expressions.  In  the 
face  of  such  a  Report,  is  the  Department 
to  leave  the  children  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country  subject  to 
such  conditions  as  are  pointed  out  by  ^e 
Inspector  ?  I,  for  one,  would  not  under- 
take that  responsibility;  for  our  first  duty 
is  to  the  children,  and  it  is  an  absolute 
duty  imposed  upon  the  Department  to  see 
that  children  who  are  compelled  by  law 
to  go  to  these  schools  should  have  proper 
accommodation,  and  should  be  relieved 
from  a  state  of  things  which  was  a  dis- 
grace to  the  country. 

The  Eakl  of  CAMPERDOWN  i 
Will  the  noble  Earl  lay  that  Report  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  It 
is  one  of  the  Parliamentary  Papers  pub- 
lished, and  if  it  were  not  I  would  at  onoe 
lay  it  on  the  Table.  It  is  in  the  Blue 
Book  for  1892,  at  page  347.  The  nobk 
Earl  asked  what  are  the  new  requirements 
made  in  the  Circular  as  to  desks  and 
benches.  My  answer  to  that  is  that 
there  are  no  new  requirements. 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
showed  exactly  what  he  bad  ventured  to 
say,  that  the  aim  of  the  Department  was 
to  bring  up  ^11  existing  schools  in  accord- 
ance with  the  requirements  and  building 
rules  for  new  schools.  That  was  a  serious 
matter,  and  ought  to  be  done,  as  the 
Royal  Commission  said,  with  great  care. 
The  noble  Earl  admitted  it  would  be  a 
hardship  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  force  these  requirements  on  existing 
schools — that  it  ought  to  be  done  with 
due  consideration,  with  common  sense,, 
and  only  in  due  time. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  said^ 
not  at  once  ;  but,  of  course,  the  intention 
of  the  Department  is  to  bring  the  schools 
up  to  the  proper  point. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said^ 
that  was  exactly  his  own  language  and 
the  opinion  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
So  that  when  the  noble  Earl  stated  he 
had  made  one  of  the  roost  benighted 
educational  speeches  ever  heard  that  was 
really  the  purport  of  his  own  speech. 
They  were,  in  fact,  in  entire  accord,  and 
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he  only  wished  the  Vice  President  were 
there  to  concur.  Anyone  who  knew  the 
work  thrown  upon  the  noble  Earl  by  the 
great  affairs  of  India  would  excuse  him 
from  any  little  slip  in  educational  matters; 
but  it  coidd  hardly  be  expected  that  the 
educational  interests  of  the  country  could 
be  properly  attended  to  in  spare  moments 
snatched  ^m  the  administration  of  the 
Indian  Empire.  It  was  impossible  for 
him  to  do  justice  to  educational  matters 
by  occasionally  looking  in  at  the  Depart- 
ment. 

The  Earl  uf  KIMBERLEY  :  I  said 
nothing  about  looking  in  at  the  Depart- 
ment in  spare  moments.  I  said  that  no 
change  had  been  made  in  the  practice  of 
the  Department,  which  was  for  details  to 
be  left  to  the  Vice  President,  while  upon 
important  matters  the  Lord  President 
was  consulted. 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY  said,  in 
one  case  £350  had  been  expended  on 
sanitary  improvements  in  a  school,  in 
order  to  bring  it  up  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Department ;  and  they  were  now 
within  two  or  three  years  called  upon  to 
make  alterations  which  would  involve  a 
further  cost  of  about  £200.  That  was 
pushing  the  matter  further  than  was 
either  wise  or  right.  He  thanked  the 
noble  Earl  for  answering  his  questions, 
and  for  the  assurance  that  School  Boards 
would  not  be  set  up  in  case  the  require- 
ments were  not  complied  with. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
must  correct  the  noble  Earl.  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  I  said  was 
that  in  cases  of  sanitary  defects  and  like 
matters  warning  would  be  given  ;  that 
each  case  would  be  dealt  with  upon  its  own 
merits  ;  and  that  I  hoped  the  Department 
would  deal  with  the  cases  with  common 
sense  and  in  a  reasonable  manner.  Of 
course,  it  will  be  necessary,  in  some  cases, 
to  take  steps.  As  to  the  Return  asked 
for  by  the  noble  Earl,  I  have  not  the 
smallest  objection  to  it ;  but  I  would 
point  out  to  him  that  the  information  he 
wants  is  to  be  found  in  a  great  many 
places. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  it 
was  for  that  very  reason  that  it  was 
given  in  various  places  that  he  wanted  it 
in  a  short  Paper  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Members  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


MARKING  OF  FOREIGN  MEAT,  &c. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee) 
made,  and  to  be  printed  :  Minutes  of 
Evidence,  together  with  an  Appendix, 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  delivered 
out.     (No.  212.) 

canal   rates,  tolls,  and   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
that  the  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Chargea 
Provisional  Order  (Leeds  and  Liverpool 
Canal)  Bill,  the  Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and 
Charges  Provisional  Order  (Navigation 
of  the  Rivers  Aire  and  Calder)  Bill,  the 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Grand  Junction  Canal)  Bill,  and 
the  Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Warwick  and  Birmingham  Canal) 
Bill  ought  to  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

And  that  the  Canal  Tolls  and  Charges 
Provisional  Order  (Birmingham  Canal 
Navigations)  Bill  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  proceed. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

STATUTE    LAW   RHVISION   (No.  2)  BILL 

[H.L.]— (No.  203.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  of  the  present 
Session. 

IMPROVEMENT   OF   LAND   (SCOTLANDJ^ 
BILL.— (No.   184.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

TRUSTEE  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL  [h.l.J. 

(No.  205.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  The  Amendments  proposed  by 
the  Joint  Committee  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

COPYHOLD      (CONSOLIDATION)      BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  206.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  The  Amendments  proposed  by 
the  Joint  Committee  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 
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CONVBYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;   Read  1*; 
to  be   priuted  :    and  to  be   read  2*  on 
Monday    next  :    (The    Lord    Plajfair). 
(No.  213.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutei  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday y  20th  July  1893. 


Q  UE  S  T I  0  N S. 


KILKENNY  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  great  inconvenience 
and  loss  is  caused  to  the  citizens  of  Kil- 
kenny, especially  the  merchants  and 
trading  classes  generally,  by  reason  of 
the  fact  that  the  telegraph  office  in  that 
city  is  closed  at  8  o^clock  p.m.,  while  the 
offices  in  Dublin,  Cork,  Limerick,  Water- 
ford,  and  Belfast,  with  all  of  which 
places  Kilkenny  has  important  business 
relations,  are  open  all  night ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  arrange  to  have  the  Kilkenny 
office  open  for  the  despatch  and  receipt 
of  messages  all  night,  or  at  least  to  mid- 
night ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  members  of  the  staff  are  engaged 
until  midnight,  and  that  an  extension  of 
hours  would  convenience  the  public  and 
increase  the  income  of  the  Department 
without  much,  if  any,  additional  cost,  he 
will  accede  to  this  request  ? 

Thb    POSTMASTER    GENERAL 

(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  In 

regard  to  the  matter  referred  to  in  the 

question,  Kilkenny  is  treated  in  the  same 

way  as  other  towns  of  the  same  size  and 
importance.  If,  however,  arrangements 
can  be  made,  without  additional  cost,  to 
despatch  telegrams  up  to  1 1  o^clook,  the 
hour  up  to  which  the  staff  are  on  duty 
for  postal  work,  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
instructions  accordingly. 


Mb.  S.  SMITH  (FHntshire)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the    Under   Secretary  of  State   for 
Foreign  Affairs   whether,  in  the  scheme 
in  which  he  had  referred  on  June  20  for 
the  abolition  in  certain  districts   of   the 
corvee     labour,    annually    employed    in 
watching  and  repairing  the  Nile  banks, 
the  labourers  would  be  requisitioned,  and 
forced  to  work  ;  whether  the  wages  paid 
for   this    forced    labour    would    be   the 
current  market  rate  (about  P.  T.  4^  ten 
pence),   and   whether   rations   and   tools 
would  be  supplied  by  the  Government ; 
whether  it  is  now  proposed  to  pay  the 
peasants  throughout  Egypt  for  the  cotton 
and  dhurra  stalks  laid  on  the  Nile  banks 
to  protect  them  from  the  action  of  the 
waves  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  this  material 
would  be  paid  for  at  the  market   rate  ; 
and  whether  it  was  correctly  stated  in 
The  Egyptian  Gazette^  of  June  20,  thai 
a  special  tax  would  probably  have  to  be 
levied  upon  the  land,  so  that  the  poor 
villager  might  receive  payment  for  his 
labour  which  is  at  present  utilised^  with- 
out any  remuneration,  for  the  benefit  cl 
his  richer  neighbour  ? 
•The    under    SECRETARY    or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 
(Sir    E.    Grey,    Northumberland,    B«"- 
wick)  :   The   reply   to   which   the    hon. 
Member  refers  was  given  on  the   15th, 
and   not   on   the  '20th   ultimo.     Forced 
labour,  as  a  means  of  guarding  against 
accidents  during  the  Nile  flood,  still  exists 
in  Egypt,  and  it  has  not  been  possible 
yet  to  devise  any  other  system.     Accord- 
ing to  a  scheme  submitted  by  the  Egyp- 
tian  Ministry  of   Public  Works  to  the 
Egyptian   Government,  and  still    under 
consideration,  the  wages  would  be  at  a 
lower  rate  than  the  current  market  rate, 
and  would  be  fixed  at  a  sum  sufficient  to 
enable  the  men  to  support  themselves. 
There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  ques- 
tion of  the  Government  supplying  tools 
at  present.     The  material  is  now  partly 
supplied  by  the  Government  and  partly 
by  the  labourers.     It  is  not  proposed  to 
alter  this  system  at  present.     I  have  not 
seen  The  Egyptian  Gazette  referred  to; 
but  although  the  additional  costs  which 
the  proposed  changes  must  entail  can  be 
met  this  year  from  funds  in  the  hands  of 
the    Public    Works   Department,    it    is 
possible  that  in  the  future  a  fresh  tax  of 
some  kind  may  have  to  be  levied  to  cover 
the  increased  expenditure. 
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Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  the  proprietor  of  theBallachulish 
Pier  has  obtained  a  prescriptive  right  by 
the  undisputed  possession  for  30  years, 
the  public  also  having  had  the  right  of  un- 
disputed and  unrestricted  access  for  the 
same  period,  have  not  also  obtained  a 
prescriptive  right,  of  which  they  cannot 
now  be  deprived  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  fence  now  erected  is  within  high 
water  mark,  and  consequently  upon  the 
foreshore,  which  belongs  to  the  Crown  ; 
and  whether  he  will  order  its  removal  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  :  The 
question  whether  the  public  have  ob- 
tained a  prescriptive  right  in  the  matter 
of  Ballachulish  Pier  is  a  legal  one, 
which  I  am  not  competent  to  decide. 
The  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the 
hon.  Member^s  question  were  answered 
on  the  26th  of  last  month.  The  fence  is, 
as  I  am  assured,  not  on  foreshore,  but  on 
private  property  above  high  water  mark  ; 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no  power 
to  order  its  removal. 

LIMERICK  POSTAL  AND  TELEGRAPH 

STAFF. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  why  the  revision 
in  the  Limerick  postal  and  telegraph 
staffs,  which  was  promised  two  years  ago, 
has  not  yet  been  granted  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  As  I  informed 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  27th  March  last, 
there  was  no  such  promise  made  as 
stated  in  the  question.  The  question  is 
still  under  consideration. 

DREDGING  IN  THE  MED  WAY. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether,  although  dredging  has  been 
carried  on  in  the  Medway  for  a  consider- 
able time,  it  has  been  found  impracticable 
to  move  the  Benbow,  when  coaled,  from 
Sbeerness  to  Chatham ;  and  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  sus- 
pend dredging  operations  which  have 
failed  to  form  a  channel,  and  of  which 
the  chief  result  is  the  destruction  of  the 
Kent  and  Essex  fishing  grounds  from 
tiiie  mud  and  rubbish  thus  discharged  on 
them? 


The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  It  is  true  that  at  present  it  is  not 
safe  to  take  the  heavier  battleships  of  the 
present  day  down  the  Channel  of  the 
Medway  at  all  high  tides  at  their  full 
draught.  The  improvement  of  such  a 
channel  sufficiently  for  this  purpose  is 
not  an  operation  which  can  be  carried  out 
in  a  brief  space  of  time.  As  it  is,  how- 
ever, manifestly  necessary  that  the 
channel  should  be  so  improved  in  order 
to  obtain  the  full  value  of  the  great 
Dockyard  at  Chatham,  it  is  intended  iK> 
proceed  uninterruptedly  with  the  work, 
which  is  now  in  a  forward  state. 

ALLEGED  OUTRAGES  IN  ARMENIA. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester, N.E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is 
able  to  confirm  the  statement,  contained 
in  The  Daily  News  of  the  14th  instant, 
that  the  Mutessarif  of  CsBsarea  sent  300 
police  and  bashi-bazouks  in  February  to 
arrest  men  who  were  supposed  to  be  in 
hiding  at  Everek  ;  that  they  attacked 
every  Armenian  house  in  the  town,  broke 
open  boxes  for  valuables,  and  violated 
many  women  ;  and  that  the  above 
declaration  was  made  under  the  seals  of 
two  Armeniau  priests  and  of  the  village 
authorities  ;  and  whether  the  Foreign 
Office  will  cause  further  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  matter,  and  will  take 
active  steps  with  the  object  of  preventing 
the  recurrence  of  any  such  incidents  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  information 
stated  by  The  Daily  News  to  have  been 
conmiunicated  to  the  Embassy  at  Con- 
stantinople has  not  yet  reached  Her 
Majesty *s  Government,  but  inquiry  wiU 
be  made. 

RATIONS  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  considered  that  the 
authorised  ration  of  the  sean^an  of  the 
Royal  Navy  is  his  own  property  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  ration  of  the  soldier  ; 
if  so,  is  it  a  fact  that  the  skimmings  of 
the  Fleet,  derived  from  the  cooking  of 
these  rations,  have  been  alienated  from 
the  men,  sold,  and  the  proceeds  paid  into 
the  Public  Exchequer ;  and  how  much 
has  been  paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer 
on  this  account  during  the  last  10  years, 
and  wUl   the    Admiralty  authorise  this 
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C  ( >MMOJf!^f  ami  Simm.  S4. 

.1^  uotaiueu  '  ut  Europe,  in  IitdiiL,  or  in   other  coon  tied 
•.a    :-tr  tae  .  -i  N*ocJaod  ? 

.  ^t.  The    8ECKETABY     for     SCOX- 

f  AUm-    LASD  (Sir  G.  Tkitzltax,  Gla^^ow^ 
1.  \>  OH  r  H,    BnJgetOD)  ;  The  Ketum  which  has  been 
•   -  >  9(4ua    .1     -umpiled  during  the  last  two  mooths,    m^ 
-   t  vv  u.xtei>     be  cost  of  great  labour,  has abeadj  been 
.    .*t'  Army.    ^«iit  to  the  printers  to  be  set  op  in  tjrpe^ 
>    .  iiw  lea-    >'o  alteration  of  the  character  suggested 
■  .*  .  i-openr*     >T  mv  hon.  Friend  could  be  made  withoat 
twu    -«    ielaring  it  for  a  long  time,  if,  indeed^ 
■ .  V.  1  wiv,    eea    -Hicii  infomiation  could  be  obtained  bj  tlie 
:  .^^t^iait  :n    GoTemment. 

FRANCE  AND  SIAM. 

r  .MIAN       Sir   E.  ASHMEAD . BABTLETT 
Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :    I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
Cnder  Secretary   of  State   for  Foreign 
Atfairs  whether  two   French  gunboats^ 


•«ate  tw 


"i»iic/»i    *»  Thursday  night,  13th  July,  passed  ap 
e  vWi    ^^^  Menam   River  after   nightfall,  and 
^**        .jj„    anchored  opposite  Bangkok  ;    whetho*  «^ 


*•»  L»*rrr-   cannonade  took  place  between  the  Frencii 
I ,  "  "   ..^j^j^m^    rtinboats  ami  the  forts,  accompanied  by 

t>ssof  life :  whether  the  Siamese  GrOYem- 


^ ».  1 


(.<: 


»•  •  r- 


..*.    -aeot  was  in   receipt,  at    the    time,   of 

-«cific    as^^urances     from     the    French 

,^ui%^f    Minister    at    Bangkok;       whether    the 

^i     TT^aty  *>f  18o6  distinctly  requires  that 

'.^^    i.rrtiu^[^ta^tits  shall    be   made    with   the 

<iMiiei?e  Government  before  French  war- 

,t     <::}^  can  as^^eod  the  Menam  ;  whether 

^..  i         i  V  Briii^  Government  had  prior  notifi- 

.^""     '     I*!  on  of  this  nwvement  of  the  French 

.  ^    -^  i^  of  w;wr :  whether,  in  1891,  out  of 

i     ^^^"  vv?S!*W  with  a  tonnage  of  220,786 

\a,:.  i,    tui-'>eu!trci^  the  Port  of  Bangkok,  259 

^      '  (..    vijis^Is  with  a  tonnage  of   193,260  tons 

.;.->       vdf^  Briti^  ;  »nd  whether,  out  of  310 

uE>^«.iSwith  a  tonnage  of  224,248  tons 

,i«aj"iug     ih^    Port    of    Bangkok,    260 

tjis^«i>  with  a  tonnage  of  194,437  tons 

v«it*  Hritisb  ;  whether  the  French  gun- 

)\i4iisand  ^ill  anchored  opposite  Bangkok ; 

iut   %accher  an  ultimatum  has  been  sent 

V   '*  raiic^  to  the  Siamese  Government ; 

^w»   t  >»^  what  are  its  terms  ? 

■xiw    Cl'KZO^'    (^Lancashire,   South- 

Vt  tb»  same  time  I  will  ask  the 

-, ...  ^^vit«K  th^  question  which  I  put 

.  ^p    ^v?avrd»Y^  and   at    his    request 

.  .^.-v^-Nv    atul  to^av. 

X  .    ^    '   ^^Kt^^Y^JONES  (Durham, 

"\  *  •         V  Ntv  an   the  same  time,  may  I 

..  '.  ^ .  v.   n  ^^vw  v>f  recent  events  in 

.    .  .    ^^    s^  rv^rarvl  to  the  Treaty 

.   •  .      ^  >*  V  sHwuhNfw    entered  into 

*  V4«*  ^^ift  i^i^a  the  Kingdom 

Ni^t. ..  i     vnx  'Hi>i  ty^  Ttraaty  of  Amity 
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and    Commerce    entered    into    between 
France  and  Siam  in  the  same  year,  and 
especially  the  15th  Article  of  the  last- 
named  Treaty,  wherein  it  is  provided  that 
French  ships  of  war  may  not  ascend  the 
river    towards    the    City    of    Bangkok 
beyond  Paknam  without  the  leave  of  the 
Siamese  Government,   the  Government 
have  received,  or   are   taking   steps   to 
secure,     assurances     from    the    French 
Government  that  the  terms  of  the  last- 
iiamed   Treaty   shall    in   the   future   be 
respected  and  tiie  independence  of  the 
Kingdom    of    Siam     maintained ;     and 
whether  he  is  in  a  position,  now  or  at  an 
early  date,  to  lay  any  Papers  relating  to 
the  present  position  in   Siam  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 
*SiR  E.  GREY  :  The  information  that 
two    French     gunboats     ascended     the 
Menam  to  Bangkok  on  the  evening   of 
Thursday  the  13th,  after  an  interchange 
of  shots  between  them  and  the  Siamese 
forts,  attended  with  loss  of  life,  is  un- 
doubtedly  correct.      As  to  the   circum- 
stances under  which  the  encounter  took 
place  the  evidence  is  conflicting.     It  is 
believed  that  assurances  had  previously 
been  given  by  the  French  Minister  at 
Bangkok    to   the    Siamese    Government 
that  the  gunboats  would  remain  outside 
the    bar.     It   is   asserted,  on  the   other 
hand,  that  the  French  gunboats,  while 
still  outside  the  bar,  were  subjected  to  an 
unprovoked  fire  from  the  forts,  and  that 
this  led  to  the  subsequent  events.     The 
information    in   the   possession   of   Her 
Majesty's    Government  is  not  sufficient 
to  enable   them  to  come  to  any  positive 
conclusioD     as    to    the    merits    of    the 
question.     Article  XV,  of   the   French 
Treaty  with  Siam  of  1856  provides  that 
French  ships  of  war  shall  be  allowed  to 
enter  the  Menam  and  anchor  at  Paknam ; 
but    that,   in  order  to  ascend  as  far  as 
Bangkok,  they  must  give  notice  to  the 
Siamese  Authority,  and  arrange  with  it 
as  to  the  spot  where  they  shall  anchor. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no  prior 
notification   of  this    movement    of    the 
French  gunboats.     They  were  informed 
by  the   French  Government  that  these 
two    vessels   would  remain   outside   the 
bar,  and  they  can  entertain  no  doubt  that 
such  was  the  intention   of  the   French 
Government.     The  statistics  of  British 
trade  with  the  Port  of  Bangkok  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member  are  taken  from  the 
Trade   Report  of    the    Acting    British 


Consul  General  there,  and  are  believed 
to  be  correct.  The  French  gunboats  are 
still  anchored  opposite  Bangkok.  There 
are  in  all  three  French  and  two  British 
gunboats  there.  It  is  understood  that 
an  ultimatum  has  been  sent  by  the 
French  Government  to  that  of  Siam. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  nqt  in  a 
position  to  make  any  announcement  of 
its  terms.  But  they  are  making  inquiries 
on  the  subject,  and  as  soon  as  they  are 
able  to  do  so  they  will  give  information 
to  the  House.  I  may  add  that  the  only 
part  of  the  ultimatum  which  concerns 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  that  re- 
lating to  territorial  arrangements,  and 
that  they  have  determined  at  once  to 
send  Lord  Dufierin  to  Paris  to  exchange 
views  in  an  amicable  spirit  with  regard 
to  certain  points  which  seem  to  require 
elucidation. 

A  VICTORIA  CROSS  MAN  IN  TROUBLE. 

Mr.  M.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  James  Corrigan,  or  Maguire, 
who  was   convicted   of   larceny   at   the 
recent  Tyrone   Assizes  ;    if  he  received 
the  Victoria  Cross  and  a  £10  annuity 
for  an  act  of  great  valour  while  serving 
in  the  1st  Bengal  European  Fusiliers  at 
the   capture  of  Delhi ;    if  he  has  since 
forfeited   both   in   consequence   of   con- 
victions for  various  offences  ;  if  his  con- 
duct   while   serving  in   the  Army  was 
good,  and  that  he  attained  the  rank  of 
sergeant  while  in  the  Service  ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  Maguire  is  apparently  suffer- 
ing from  some  mental  affliction,  probably 
the  result  of  sunstroke,  and  is  in  such  a 
state  that  the  learned  Judge  discharged 
him   from   custody ;    if  inquiry  will  be 
made,  and  Maguire  medically  examined 
with  a  view  to  testing  his  mental  con- 
dition ;  and  if  it  is  found  that  he  has  not 
been  really  responsible  for  offences  with 
which   he  has   been   charged,   will   the 
War  Office  restore  his  forfeited  annuity, 
or  make  other  suitable  provision  for  him 
in  his  old  age  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  James  Maguire  lost  his 
annuity  so  long  ago  as  1862,  when  he 
was  convicted  of  felony,  and,  under  the 
Statutes  of  the  Victoria  Cross,  was 
necessarily  struck  off  the  roll  of  that 
I  Order.     The  Judge  who  tried  the  case 
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did  not  consider  that  there  were  miti- 
gating circumstances,  and  as  it  was  fully 
considered  by  one  of  my  predecessors  I 
am  not  prepared  to  re-open  the  question. 
The  man  served  in  the  local  Indian 
ForecH,  but  he  is  eligible  for  considera- 
tion, among  other  applicants,  for  the 
special  campaign  pension  now  being 
awarded. 

STATE  REGULATION  OF  VICE  IN 

MALTA. 

Mb.  W.  S.  B.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  system  of 
the  regulation  of  prostitution,  and  the 
examination  of  the  women,  is  still  in  force 
in  Malta  ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
soldiers  sent  to  the  hospital  are  com- 
pelled, under  threat  of  punishment,  to 
name  the  woman  from  whom  they  have 
contracted  the  disease  ;  whether,  in  the 
event  of  a  soldier  not  being  able  to  name 
the  woman,  he  is  taken  in  charge  of  a 
sergeant  to  the  house  in  which  he  alleges 
she  resides,  in  order  that  he  may  point 
her  out ;  and  whether  he  will  order  a 
stop  to  be  put  to  the  entire  system  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
A  full  Report  on  the  points  referred  to  in 
the  question  has  been  called  for  from 
Malta. 

RIFLE  RANGE  ACCIDENT  AT  YOUGHAL. 
Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
fisherman  named  Patrick  Cronin  was 
severely  wounded  at  Youghal,  County 
Cork,  on  the  1 2th  instant,  by  a 
shot  fired  from  the  rifle  range,  owing 
to  Home  mistake  in  the  danger  signals  ; 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure 
the  absolute  safety  of  boats  at  sea 
during  ball  practice  at  this  range ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
wounded  man  is  dependent  upon  his 
occupation  for  his  livelihood,  reasonable 
compensation  will  be  granted  him  for  his 
injury  and  consequent  disablement  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Patrick  Cronin  was  wounded  in  his  boat 
on  the  12th  instant  by  a  shot  from  the 
rifle  range,  but  there  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  any  mistake  as  to  the  danger 
signals,  nor  is  carelessness  imputable 
either  to  the  firing  party  or  to  Cronin 
himself.  He  was  struck  when  outside 
the  supposed  range  of  danger,  probably 

Mr.  Campbeli'Bannerman 


by  a  ricochet  bullet,  and  the  occurrence 
seems  to  have  been  quite  accidental.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  the  wound  is  not 
likely  to  have  serious  consequences. 
Orders  have  been  given  to  increase  the 
zone  marked  as  dangerous,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  will  be  duly  con- 
sidered. 

OVERCROWDING  ON  THE  LONDON  AND 
NORTH  WESTERN  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  overcrowding  of  third- 
class  compartments  on  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  at  Euston 
Station  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
Saturday  the  8th,  when  the  thermometer 
was  at  84  degrees  in  the  shade,  one  com- 
partment of  the  4.10  p.m.  train  to  the 
North  was  packed  by  the  order  of  the 
officials,  notwithstanding  the  strongest 
protest,  with  1 3  passengers,  and  remained 
so  packed  till  it  reached  Rugby  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  cattle 
trucks  are  forbidden  to  be  packed  'with 
more  than  their  registered  number,  he 
will  order  an  inquiry,  and  enforce  penal- 
ties  against  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  so  as  to  in- 
sure that  their  third-class  passengers  at 
the  Euston  Terminus  shall  be  treated  at 
least  as  well  in  the  hot  weather  as 
cattle  ? 

Mr.  BURT  :  The  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  not  been  drawn  to 
overcrowding  on  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  at  Euston  until  the 
hon.  Member  gave  notice  of  this  ques- 
tion. The  Company  state  that  extra 
vehicles  were  added  to  the  train  referred 
to,  but  that  an  unexpected  number  of 
passengers  arrived  almost  at  the  last 
moment,  and  amongst  them  a  lady  with 
a  child  in  her  arms  and  three  other  little 
ones  at  her  side.  As  she  was  anxioue  to 
proceed  by  the  train  the  lady  and  children 
were  placed  in  a  particular  third-class 
compartment,  with  the  intention  that  thej 
should  be  changed  at  Willesden  Junc- 
tion. This  was  not  done  through  a 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  telephone. 
The  hon.  Member  can  see  the  correspond- 
ence. Overcrowding  is  the  subject  of 
bye-law  ;  the  case  is  not  one  for  inquiry. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer,  are  we  to  understand  that  the 
London  and    North   Western    Railway 
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Company  at  their  terminus  at  Euston 
has  so  little  carriage  accommodation  that 
if  a  lady  and  three  children  happen  to 
arrive  at  the  last  moment  hefore  the 
starting  of  a  train  the  passengers  must 
suhmit  to  be  overcrowded  on  the  journey 
all  the  way  to  Rugby  ?  Is  it  not  reason- 
able to  require  a  great  Company  to  have 
sufficient  accommodation  available  to 
prevent  that  ?  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  these  complaints  of  over- 
crowding are  made  daily  ? 

Mr.  BURT  :  Our  information  is  that 
this  was  a  very  unusual  occurrence,  and 
that  the  Railway  Company  do  all  they 
can  to  prevent  overcrowding.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  to  put  any  further 
question  perhaps  he  will  give  notice.  I 
may  repeat  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  power  to  deal  with  cases  of  this 
kind  except  by  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Railway  Companies  to  them. 

THE  MARLBOROUGH  STREET  TRAINING 
COLLEGE,  DUBLIN,  AND  MR.  T.  CONWAY. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Xiord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Thomas  Conway,  who  is 
a  candidate  for  the  office  of  Professor  in 
the  Training  College  at  Marlborough 
Street,  Dublin,  the  Board  of  Education 
bas  received  any  communication  on  be- 
half of  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland  protest- 
ing against  his  appointment ;  whether 
the  Training  College  at  Marlborough 
Street  is  the  only  Undenominational 
College  in  connection  with  the  Board  of 
Education,  and  on  that  account  largely 
availed  of  by  Presbyterian  students ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  on  Tuesday,  the 
1 1th  instant,  the  question  of  Mr. 
Conway's  appointment  produced  a  second 
deadlock  at  the  National  Board,  the 
voting  being  six  against  six,  and  that 
Mr.  Morell,  a  Presbyterian  Commissioner, 
who  had  previously  supported  Mr.  Con- 
way, abstained  from  voting  ;  and  if  it  is 
proposed  by  the  Resident  Commissioner 
to  still  further  press  this  gentleman's 
candidature  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  A  communicatioi),  as  stated, 
-was  received  by  the  Board  of  National 
Education  protesting  against  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Conway  until  the  public 
mind  has  been  satisfied  as  to  his  suit- 


ability for  this  office.  The  facts  are  as 
mentioned  in  the  second  and  third  para- 
graphs of  the  question.  The  Resident 
Commissioner  has  not  given  any  under- 
taking in  respect  of  his  intended  action 
when  the  case  comes  up  for  final  settle- 
ment in  October  next. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  he  aware 
that  out  of  the  votes  recorded  for  this 
gentleman  four  were  those  of  officials  and 
two  those  of  ex-officials  of  the  Board, 
and  that  the  legal  and  clerical  element 
polled  against  him  ?  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  postponing  action 
until  October  or  November,  when  Parlia- 
ment may  not  be  sitting,  running  the 
risk  of  allowing  a  grave  injustice  to  be 
done  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  making  any  analysis  of  the 
voting,  but  I  do  not  see,  even  if  it  were  as 
the  hon.  Member  indicates,  that  I  could 
do  otherwise  than  I  have  said. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Inasmuch  as 
copies  of  the  evidence  taken  at  the 
investigation  are  to  be  had,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  lay  one 
on  the  Table,  so  that  it  may  be  used  in 
discussing  this  matter  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  ?  I  want  the  evidence  regarding 
the  moral  character  of  this  man  whom  it 
is  proposed \_Cries  of*'*'  Order  1 "] 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  place  the  evidence  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  until  I  have  bad  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.  I  should  think 
then  it  is  extremely  doubtful  if  it  should 
be  produced — the  man  may  not  be 
appointed,  and  may  not  continue  to  be  a 
candidate  even. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  shaU  raise 
the  whole  question  on  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

THE  JULY  CELEBRATIONS  AT 
DUNGANNON. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Dungannon  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates, assembled  at  Petty  Sessions,  and 
representing  every  creed,  unanimously 
decided  that  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
draft  extra  police  into  the  town  for  the 
July  celebrations,  but  that,  notwith- 
standing this  decision  of  those  responsible 
for  the  peace  of  the  district,  60  addi- 
tional police  were  brought  into  the  town 
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from  Connaught ;  whether  any  dis- 
turbance took  place  ;  and  if  the  cost  of 
this  extra  police  force,  brought  into  the 
town  against  the  decision  of  the  Justices, 
will  be  charged  on  the  county  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  true  that  the 
local  Magistrates  were  of  opinion  that  no 
extra  force  of  police  was  necessary  on 
the  occasion  mentioned  ;  but  the  Divi- 
sional Commissioner  and  local  police 
authorities  considered  that  additional 
men  were  absolutely  necessary,  and  it  was 
probably  owing  to  the  presence  of  the 
force  of  police  that  no  breach  of  the 
peace  occurred.  The  men  were  drafted, 
not  from  Connaught,  but  from  Donegal 
and  neighbouring  counties.  The  cost  of 
the  extra  force,  which  will  be  something 
very  small,  is  chargeable  to  the  county  at 
large. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  But,  Sir,  as 
the  peace  of  the  county  has  not  been 
disturbed  on  these  occasions,  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justified,  when  the  Local 
Authorities  declare  that  no  assistance  is 
necessary,  in  putting  them  to  extra 
expense  bv  sending  in  additional  police  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  take  the 
advice  of  the  Local  Authorities  over  the 
opinion  of  my  own  officers.  If  that 
were  done,  decisions  might  be  come  to 
in  other  cases  which  the  hon.  Member 
would  by  no  means  approve. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKSHIPS   IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  has  been 
usual  to  hold  competitive  examinations  for 
Second  Division  clerkships  in  the  Civil 
Service  in  April  and  October  ;  whether 
any  such  examination  has  been  held 
since  October  last ;  and  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  call  upon  candidates  before 
October  next  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldhana)  : 
Open  competitions  for  Second  Division 
clerkships  are  not  necessarily  held  at 
fixed  intervals,  but  at  such  times  as  may 
be  necessary,  in  order  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  Public  Service.  It  is  true 
that  daring  the  last  three  years  such  ex- 
aininations  have  been  held  twice  a  year  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  no  such  open  com- 
petition was  held  between  August,  1887, 
antl  May,  1890.  No  examination  has 
been  held  aince  October  hist ;  and  having 
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regard  to  the  present  infreqaency  of 
vacancies,  there  is  no  immediate  prospect 
of  an  examination  being  required. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

MR.MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  how  many  temporary  clerks  and 
senior  substitutes,  at  present  employed 
in  the  Central  Telegraph  Office,  have 
been  in  the  service  of  the  Department 
for  12  months  and  upwards  with  no 
longer  break  in  their  service  than  three 
weeks  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  clearly 
understand  my  hon.  Friend^s  question. 
There  are  70  unestablished,  i.e.,  temporary 
telegraphists  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  who  have  been  in  continuous  em> 
ployment  for  more  than  a  year.  I  pre- 
sume that  by  "senior"  substitutes  my 
hon.  Friend  refers  to  "  season  "  subeti- 
tutes.  There  are  34  of  these  officers, 
who  have  been  employed  for  as  long  a^ 
12  months.  They  take  the  place  of 
absentees. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  Are  not  those 
who  have  been  in  continuous  employ- 
ment for  a  year  eligible  for  the  permanent 
service  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Some  are  over 
age. 

THE  CASE  OF  RICHARD  HCDSON. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Greneral  whether  Richard  Hudson,  rural 
postman  at  Moccas,  Herefordshire,  was 
dismissetl  from  his  post,  at  a  week*s 
notice,  on  24th  June  last,  in  order  that 
an  Army  Reserve  man  might  be  put  in 
his  place  ;  and  whether  such  dismissal 
was  in  pursuance  of  a  policy  to  appoint 
Army  Reserve  men  to  positions  under 
the  Post  Office  ;  if  so,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  ,of  granting 
some  compensation  to  Richard  Hudson 
for  being  dismissed  from  the  service  of 
the  Post  Office  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  inquiring 
into  this  case,  and  when  I  get  the  in- 
formation I  will  communicate  with  the 
hon.  Member. 

RATING  IN  RURAL  PARISHES, 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOrSE  (Somerset,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Go*^-^*"-****  Board  whether,  in  view  of 
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the  fact  that  he  proposes  by  the  Local 
Oovemment  Bill  largely  to  extend  the 
powers  of  rating  vested  in  Parish  Bodies, 
«nd  to  limit  the  voting  power  of  owners 
and  large  ratepayers,  thus  placing  the 
appointment  of  both  Parish  and  District 
Councils  mainly  in  the  hands  of  the 
compound  householders,  he  will  consent 
to  state  or  to  grant  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  rural  parishes  where  an  order 
of  the  Vestry  under  Section  4  of  "  The 
Poor  Rate  Assessment  Act,  1869,^' 
requiring  owners  to  be  rated  instead  of 
occupiers  is  at  present  in  force  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  : 
I  have  no  information  as  to  the  number  of 
parishes  in  which  Orders  have  been  made 
by  the  Vestries  under  Section  4  of  the 
Poor  Rate  Assessment  and  Collection 
Act,  1869,  for  the  rating  of  owners 
instead  of  occupiers.  In  order  to  obtain 
the  information  it  would  be  necessary  to 
^et  Returns  from  the  Overseers  of  about 
13,000  parishes.  There  is  not  only  great 
«difficulty  and  delay  in  obtaining  Returns 
from  Overseers,  who  are  unpaid  officers  ; 
but  if  the  particulars  suggested  were 
furnished  by  them,  the  information  would 
be  of  little  practical  use.  It  would 
afford  no  means  of  making  any  estimate 
of  the  number  of  compound  householders 
binder  Section  4  ;  and  there  are,  of  course, 
viany  parishes  where,  although  Section  4 
of  the  Act  has  not  been  put  in  force,  the 
rates  are  paid  by  the  owners  instead  of  the 
occupiers  under  voluntary  agreements 
between  the  owners  and  the  Overseers 
under  Section  3  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
•stoke) :  Might  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  will  communicate  with 
the  clerks  of  the  various  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  the  country  asking  them  to 
send  circulars  round  to  Overseers  in  order 
to  gain  the  required  information  on  this 
point  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  That  would 
be  trying  to  obtain  by  two  steps  that 
which  I  think  cannot  be  obtained  by  one. 

METBOPOLITAN    POLICE    MAGIS- 
TRATES. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  now 
come  to  any  decision  with  respect  to  the 
recommendation  made  in  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  Metro- 
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politan  Police  Courts,  that  two  additional 
Magistrates  should  be  appointed  at  once  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Government 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
would  not  be  justified,  for  a  Metropolitan 
purpose,  in  increasing  the  charge  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  extent 
which  would  be  necessary  if  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  were 
carried  into  effect.  The  whole  question 
of  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the  diffi- 
culty is  receiving  my  careful  attention. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  :  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Estimates. 

THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  LYONS' 
ESTATES. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire,  as  a 
Charity  Commissioner,  whether  the 
Charity  Commission  has  any  control 
over  the  administration  of  Lyons' 
Estates,  in  the  County  of  Middlesex ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  its  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  unremunerative  terms  on 
which,  in  some  instances,  the  leases  on 
these  estates  have  been  granted ;  and 
whether,  on  the  renewal  of  such  leases, 
care  will  be  taken  to  secure  duly  favour- 
able terms  for  the  beneficiaries  of  the 
Trust? 

thb  parliamentary 
charity  commissioner  (mr. 

T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  :  Though 
the  Charities  founded  by  John  Lyon  in 
Middlesex  are  within  the  general  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  the 
control  usually  exercised  by  the  Com- 
missioners over  the  grant  of  long  leases 
of  Charity  Lands  is,  in  this  case,  nega- 
tived by  certain  Private  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  the  Governors  exer- 
cise leasing  powers.  In  these  circum- 
stances, the  Commissioners  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  matters  in  question. 
It  is,  however,  the  duty  of  the  Governors 
to  grant  leases  upon  the  best  terms 
obtainable,  and  the  Commissioners  would 
be  prepared  to  consider  and  to  inquire 
into  any  specific  complaint  of  neglect  by 
the  Governors  of  this  duty. 

LONDON'S  ADMINISTRATIVE  EDUCA- 
TIONAL AREA. 
Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education   whether   he    will  cause    the 
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attention  of  the  Education  Department 
to  be  directed  to  the  fact  that  under 
Section  40,  Sub-section  2,  of  "The 
Local  Government  Act,  1888,"  such  por- 
tions of  the  Administrative  County  of 
London  as  formed  part  of  the  Counties 
of  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  Kent,  were 
severed  from  those  counties,  and  now 
form  a  separate  county  by  the  name  of 
the  County  of  London,  and  to  the  fact 
that  in  their  Provisional  Orders  made 
this  Session  under  "The  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1870,"  the  Parishes  of 
Fulham,  St,  Mary  Islington,  St.  John 
Hackney,  St.  Leonard  Shoreditch,  St. 
Matthew  Bethnal  Green,  and  All  Saints 
Poplar,  in  the  County  of  London,  are 
errdheously  described  as  being  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  the  Parishes  of 
Charlton,  Plumstead,  St.  Nicholas 
Deptford,  and  Greenwich,  in  the  County 
of  London,  are  erroneously  described  as 
being  in  the  County  of  Kent,  and  St. 
Giles  Camberwell  and  Battersea,  in  the 
County  of  London,  are  erroneously  de- 
scribed as  being  in  the  County  of  Surrey  ? 
The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  recognise  that  it  is  very 
important  that  these  matters  should  be 
correctly  stated.  The  descriptions  of 
sites  in  Provisional  Orders  maae  by  the 
Department  have  always  been  given  in 
the  words  of  the  Schedule  to  the  Petition 
of  the  School  Board  for  the  granting  of 
the  Order.  The  Department  will,  how- 
ever, direct  the  attention  of  the  School 
Board  for  London  to  the  point,  and  will 
take  further  precautions  on  the  matter  in 
future. 

THE  "COSTA  RICA." 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  Sir 
George  Dibbs,  Premier  of  New  South 
Wales,  has  telegraphed  to  the  Agent 
General  of  that  Colony,  now  in  London, 
instructing  him  to  inform  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  of  the  great 
indignation  which  is  felt  in  New  South 
Wales  at  the  conduct  of  the  Imperial 
Government  in  relation  to  the  detention 
of  the  ship  Costa  Rica  as  the  result  of 
the  action  of  the  Dutch-Indian  Authori- 
ties in  arresting  the  captain  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Sir  George  Dibbs  submits 
that  the  award  of  £2,600  to  the  captain 
of  the  Costa  Rica  by  no  means  meets  the 
justice  of  the  case  ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
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intention  of  the  Imperial  Govermnent  to 
demand  qompensation  for  the  owners  and 
crew  of  the  ship  Costa  Rica^  in  accord 
ance  with  the  desire  of  the  New  South 
Wales  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  the  colonies  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
Agent  General  has  forwarded  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  a  copy  of  a  tel^nun 
of  the  nature  described  from  the  Prime 
Minister  of  New  South  Wales,  which  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty *s  Government. 

CBOWN  LANDS  IN  IRELAND, 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury how  much,  if  any,  of  the  som 
of  £65,000  entered  in  the  suggested  Irish 
Balance  Sheet  under  the  heading  ^In- 
come from  Crown  Lands,"  is  derived  from 
estates  brought  into  the  possession  of  the 
Crown  through  the  operation  of  the  Act 
of  Settlement,  and  liable  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  second  College  in  the  Universi^  of 
Dublin  should  such  be  founded  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Almost  the 
whole  of  the  Crown  Revenue  in  Ireland 
is  derived  from  quit-rents,  and  it  is  pro- 
bable that  a  large  part  of  these  quit-rents 
come  under  the  Act  of  Settlement ;  but 
investigation  would  be  required  before  a 
definite  opinion  could  be  given  on  the 
point.  The  219th  section  of  that  Act 
does  not  seem  to  bear  the  interpretation 
which  my  hon.  Friend  gives  to  it.  It 
appears  to  direct  that  in  the  event  of  a 
second  College  being  founded  an  annuitr 
should  be  settled  upon  it,  not  derived 
from  the  quit-rents  reserved  to  the 
Crown,  but  as  a  new  charge  to  be  placed 
upon  the  lands  to  which  the  section  refers. 

PRISON    OFFICIALS'    PAY    AT 
DARTMOOR. 

Mr.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavit- 
tock)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  has  been  the  custom  at  a  convict 
prison,  where  officers  have  been  in  receipt 
of  allowances  on  account  of  special  cur- 
cumstances  caused  by  the  situation,  to 
add  such  allowance  to  their  pay  when 
calculating  their  pension  on  retirement ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  recommend 
that  those  employed  at  Princetown 
Prison,  Dartmoor,  who  are  in  receipt  of 
"  inconvenience  money,"  may  likew^isv 
have  the  "  inconvenience  money  **  mddet! 
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to  their  salarj  when  calculating  their  re- 
tiring allowance  ? 

•Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  extra  allow- 
auces  made  to  the  officers  at  Dartmoor 
Convict  Prison  were  sanctioned  bj  the 
Treasury  not  in  order  to  meet  expenses 
incurred  bj  high  rents,  or  increased  cost 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  but  in  some 
measure  to  equalise  the  conditions  of 
service  for  officers  serving  in.  so  remote 
a  situation  as  Dartmoor.  The  inequality 
of  conditions,  however,  ceases  when  the 
officers*  term  there  comes  to  an  end  ;  and 
the  Treasury  have  decided  that,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  observed  by  them 
in  similar  cases,  they  cannot  permit  these 
allowances  to  count  towards  pension,  and 
I  do  not  see  my  way  to  press  the  Trea- 
sury for  a  re-consideration  of  their 
decision. 

THE  IRISH  CONSTABULABY  FOBCE 

FUND. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  amount  of 
information,  if  any,  the  Government  will 
give  in  the  form  of  a  Return  of  the  in- 
come and  expenditure  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  Fund  ;  whether  the  Fund  has 
ever  been  audited ;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom ;  how  many  effective  and 
non-effective  members  of  the  Force  have 
a  vested  interest  in  the  Fund ;  and 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many, 
widows  and  orphans  are  now  a  charge 
upon  the  Fund  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  With  reference 
to  this  question,  I  would  refer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  very  full  reply  which 
I  gave  on  the  9th  May  last  to  a  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
in  which  I  stated  that  the  invested  balance 
of  the  Fundy  amounting  to  £304,000,  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners, in  addition  to  which  there  was  at 
the  same  date  a  current  cash  balance  of 
about  £2,600  in  the  public  account  of 
the  Inspector  General ;  that  the  Fund 
has  been  audited  from  the  outset  of  its 
career  by  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department ;  and  that  the  number 
of  officers  and  men  now  serving, 
whose  pay  is  subject  to  the  sta- 
tutable deductions  for  the  Fund, 
is  approximately  8,730,  and  the  number 
of  subscribing  pensioners  3,426.  The 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  question 
seems  to  be  based  on  a  misapprehension. 


No  pensions  are  granted  irom  the  Fund, 
and  all  claims  cease  with  the  payment 
of  the  gratuities  to  widows  or  children. 

IBISH  SHABEHOLDEBS  IN  LONDON 
COMPANIES. 

Me.  FLXNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  in  the  case  of  public  companies 
(whose  offices  are  registered  in  London, 
but  many  of  whose  shareholders  are 
Irish)  which  pay  the  Income  Tax  on 
dividends  for  their  shareholders,  such 
Income  Tax,  as  far  as  it  relates  to  Irish 
shareholders,  will  be  credited  to  the 
Irish  Exchequer,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Any  si^h  re- 
ceipts in  respect  of  Income  Tax  fis  are 
contemplated  in  the  question  will  not, 
under  the  proposed  Financial  Clauses,  be 
credited  to  the  Irish  Exchequer,  but  a 
reference  to  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
337  will  show  that  they  are  taken  into 
account  in  estimating  Ireland's  contribu- 
tion to  Imperial  Expenditure. 


THE  ABCHBISHOP  OF  MABASH  AND 

ZEITOUN. 
Sir  G.  SITWELL  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affiau-s  whether  the  Foreign 
Office  has  obtained  a  copy  of  the  proces 
verbal  of  the  cases  of  the  Archbishops  of 
Marash  and  Zeitoun,  on  which  the  Court 
of  Cassation  at  Constantinople  based  its 
decision  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  not  got  a  copy 
of  the  proces  verbal;  but,  as  I  have  pre- 
viously stated,  unofficial  representations 
were  made  as  to  irregularities  said  to 
have  taken  place  at  the  trial. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  Are  efforts  still  being  made  to 
secure  the  release  of  the  Archbishops  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  matter  continues 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty'a 
Representative. 

UNDEB  INSPECTOBS  OF  FACTOBIBS. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesbrough,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  recently-appointed  Under 
Inspectors  of  Factories  are  only  being 
paid  £100  per  annum,  without  any  per- 
sonal expenses,  although  they  are  doing 
similar  work  for  which  their  predecessors 
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attention  of  the  Education  Department 
to  be  directed  to  the  fact  that  under 
Section  40,  Sub-section  2,  of  "The 
Local  Government  Act,  1888,"  such  por- 
tions of  the  Administrative  County  of 
London  as  formed  part  of  the  Counties 
of  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  Kent,  were 
severed  from  those  counties,  and  now 
form  a  separate  county  by  the  name  of 
the  County  of  London,  and  to  the  fact 
that  in  their  Provisional  Orders  made 
this  Session  under  "The  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1870,"  the  Parishes  of 
Fulham,  St,  Mary  Islington,  St.  John 
Hackney,  St.  Leonard  Sboreditch,  St. 
Matthew  Bethnal  Green,  and  All  Saints 
Poplar,  in  the  County  of  London,  are 
erroneously  described  as  being  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  the  Parishes  of 
Charlton,  Plumstead,  St.  Nicholas 
Deptford,  and  Greenwich,  in  the  County 
of  London,  are  erroneously  described  as 
being  in  the  County  of  Kent,  and  St. 
Giles  Camberwell  and  Battersea,  in  the 
County  of  London,  are  wroneously  de- 
scribed as  being  in  the  County  of  Surrey  ? 
The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  recognise  that  it  is  very 
important  that  these  matters  should  be 
correctly  stated.  The  descriptions  of 
sites  in  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Department  have  always  been  given  in 
the  words  of  the  Schedule  to  the  Petition 
of  the  School  Board  fpr  the  granting  of 
the  Order.  The  Department  will,  how- 
ever, direct  the  attention  of  the  School 
Board  for  London  to  the  point,  and  will 
take  further  precautions  on  the  matter  in 
future. 

THE  "COSTA  BICA." 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  Sir 
George  Dibbs,  Premier  of  New  South 
Wales,  has  telegraphed  to  the  Agent 
General  of  that  Colony,  now  in  London, 
instructing  him  to  inform  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  of  the  great 
indignation  which  is  felt  in  New  South 
Wales  at  the  conduct  of  the  Imperial 
Government  in  relation  to  the  detention 
of  the  ship  Costa  Rica  as  the  result  of 
the  action  of  the  Dutch-Indian  Authori- 
ties in  arresting  the  captain  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Sir  George  Dibbs  submits 
that  the  award  of  £2,600  to  the  captain 
of  the  Costa  Rica  by  no  means  meets  the 
justice  of  the  case  ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
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intention  of  the  Imperial  Government  to 
demand  (compensation  for  the  owners  and 
crew  of  the  ship  Costa  Rica^  in  accord 
ance  with  the  desire  of  the  New  South 
Wales  Government  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
Agent  General  has  forwarded  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  a  copy  of  a  telegram 
of  the  nature  described  from  the  Prime 
Minister  of  New  South  Wales,  which  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

CBOWN  LANDS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury how  much,  if  any,  of  the  sum 
of  £65,000  entered  in  the  suggested  Irish 
Balance  Sheet  under  the  heading  '^  In- 
come from  Crown  Lands,"  is  derived  from 
estates  brought  into  the  possession  of  the 
Crown  through  the  operation  of  tb^  Act 
of  Settlement,  and  liable  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  second  College  in  the  University  of 
Dublin  should  such  be  founded  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Almost  the 
whole  of  the  Crown  Revenue  in  Ireland 
is  derived  from  quit-rents,  and  it  is  pro- 
bable that  a  large  part  of  these  quit-rents 
come  under  the  Act  of  Settlement ;  but 
investigation  would  be  required  before  a 
definite  opinion  could  be  given  on  the 
point.  The  219th  section  of  that  Act 
does  not  seem  to  bear  the  interpretation 
which  my  hon.  Friend  gives  to  it.  It 
appears  to  direct  that  in  the  event  of  a 
second  College  being  founded  an  annuity 
should  be  settled  upon  it,  not  derived 
from  the  quit-rents  reserved  to  the 
Crown,  but  as  a  new  charge  to  be  placed 
upon  the  lands  to  which  the  section  refers. 

PRISON    OFFICIALS'    PAY    AT 
DARTMOOR. 

Mr.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavis- 
tock) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  has  been  the  custom  at  a  convict 
prison,  where  officers  have  been  in  receipt 
of  allowances  on  account  of  special  cir- 
cumstances caused  by  the  situation,  to 
add  such  allowance  to  their  pay  when 
calculating  their  pension  on  retirement ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  recommend 
that  those  employed  at  Princetown 
Prison,  Dartmoor,  who  are  in  receipt  of 
"inconvenience  money,"  may  likewise 
have  the  *^  inconvenience  money  "  added 
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fe  their  salary  when  calculating  their  re- 
tiring allowance  ? 

•Mr-  ASQUITH  :  The  extra  allow- 
ances made  to  the  officers  at  Dartmoor 
Convict  Prison  were  sanctioned  bj  the 
Treasury  not  in  order  to  meet  expenses 
incurred  bj  high  rents,  or  increased  cost 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  but  in  some 
measure  to  equalise  the  conditions  of 
service  for  officers  serving  in.  so  remote 
a  situation  as  Dartmoor.  The  inequality 
of  conditions,  however,  ceases  when  the 
officers*  term  there  comes  to  an  end  ;  and 
the  Treasury  have  decided  that,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  observed  by  them 
in  similar  cases,  they  cannot  permit  these 
allowances  to  count  towards  pension,  and 
I  do  not  see  my  way  to  press  the  Trea- 
sury for  a  re-consideration  of  their 
decision. 

THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  FORCE 

FUND. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  amount  of 
information,  if  any,  the  Government  will 
give  in  the  form  of  a  Return  of  the  in- 
come and  expenditure  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  Fund ;  whether  the  Fund  has 
ever  been  audited ;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom ;  how  many  effective  and 
non-effective  members  of  the  Force  have 
a  vested  interest  in  the  Fund ;  and 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many, 
widows  and  orphans  are  now  a  charge 
upon  the  Fund  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  With  reference 
to  this  question,  I  would  refer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  very  full  reply  which 
I  gave  on  the  9th  May  last  to  a  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
in  which  I  stated  that  the  invested  balance 
of  the  Fund,  amounting  to  £304,000,  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners, in  addition  to  which  there  was  at 
the  same  date  a  current  cash  balance  of 
about  £2,500  in  the  public  account  of 
the  Inspector  General ;  that  the  Fund 
has  been  audited  from  the  outset  of  its 
career  by  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department ;  and  that  the  number 
of  officers  and  men  now  serving, 
whose  pay  is  subject  to  the  sta- 
tutable deductions  for  the  Fund, 
is  approximately  8,730,  and  the  number 
of  subscribing  pensioners  3,426.  The 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  question 
seems  to  be  based  on  a  misapprehension. 


No  pensions  are  granted  fi-om  the  Fund, 
and  all  claims  cease  with  the  payment 
of  the  gratuities  to  widows  or  children. 

IRISH  SHAREHOLDERS  IN  LONDON 
COMPANIES. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  in  the  case  of  public  companies 
(whose  offices  are  registered  in  London, 
but  many  of  whose  shareholders  are 
Irish)  which  pay  the  Income  Tax  on 
dividends  for  their  shareholders,  such 
Income  Tax,  as  far  as  it  relates  to  Irish 
shareholders,  will  be  credited  to  the 
Irish  Exchequer,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Any  suph  re- 
ceipts in  respect  of  Income  Tax  i&s  are 
contemplated  in  the  question  will  not, 
under  the  proposed  Financial  Clauses,  be 
credited  to  the  Irish  Exchequer,  but  a 
reference  to  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
337  will  show  that  they  are  taken  into 
account  in  estimating  Ireland^s  contribu- 
tion to  Imperial  Expenditure. 

THE    ARCHBISHOP    OF     MARASH    AND 

ZEITODN. 

Sir  G.  SITWELL  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Foreign 
Office  has  obtained  a  copy  of  the  proces 
verbal  of  the  cases  of  the  Archbishops  of 
Marash  and  Zeitoun,  on  which  the  Court 
of  Cassation  at  Constantinople  based  its 
decision  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  not  got  a  copy 
of  the  proces  verbal;  but,  as  I  have  pre- 
viously stated,  unofficial  representations 
were  made  as  to  irregularities  said  to 
have  taken  place  at  the  trial. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  Are  efforts  still  being  made  to 
secure  the  release  of  the  Archbishops  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  matter  continues 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty^a 
Representative. 

UNDER  INSPECTORS  OF  FACTORIES. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesbrough,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  recently-appointed  Under 
Inspectors  of  Factories  are  only  being 
paid  £100  per  annum,  without  any  per- 
sonal expenses,  although  they  are  doing 
similar  work  for  which  their  predecessors 
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were  paid  from  £200  to  £300  per  year  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
thej  have  had  to  remove  their  homes 
from  one  part  of  London  to  another  at 
their  own  expense,  and  also  that  this 
salary  without  personal  expenses  may 
place  temptation  of  bribery  in  the  way  of 
these  Inspectors,  he  will  take  steps  at  an 
early  date  in  order  to  make  arrangements 
for  some  increase  of  salary  to  be  paid  to 
these  Inspectors,  and  for  payment  of 
their  travelling  expenses  when  away 
from  home  ? 

•Mr.  ASQIHTH  :  The  scale  of  salary 
for  the  new  class  of  Inspectors*  assistants 
was  fixed  by  the  Treasury  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Home  Office  at  £100, 
rising  by  £5  annually  to  £150,  and  all 
the  applications  and  appointments  were 
made  on  that  footing.  Their  being  required 
to  take  up  their  work  at  their  own  ex- 
pense was  in  accordance  with  the 
universal  rule  of  the  Service.  Any  ex- 
penses incurred  by  these  Inspectors  in 
visiting  workshops  or  travelling  on 
official  business  are  re-imbursed  from 
public  funds.  They  are  allowed  an  allow- 
ance when  they  have  been  absent  from 
home  for  not  less  than  10  consecutive 
hours  of  3s.,  which  is  equal  to  that 
allowed  to  Her  Majesty^s  Inspectors.  I 
see  no  ground  for  raising  their  salary,  or 
making  in  their  favour  an  exceptional 
arrangement  as  to  expenses. 

THE  TRALEE  AND  DINGLE  RAILWAY. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  County  Kerry  Grand 
Jury  and  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  coming  to  an 
understanding  as  to  the  re-construction 
and  future  working  of  the  Tralee  and 
Dingle  Railway,  he  will  be  prepared  to 
advise  the  Treasury  to  assist  the  under- 
taking ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Light  Rail- 
ways Act  of  1889  does  not  enable  the 
Treasury  to  make  advances  in  the  case  of 
lines  already  constructed,  and,  moreover, 
all  the  money  available  under  that  Act  is 
now  expended  or  allocated. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  WiU  the  Trea- 
sury re-consider  this  special  case  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  afraid  I 
can  only  say  that  I  have  no  funds  avail- 
able. 

Mr.  Field 


THE  HOUSING   OF  THE   DINGLE 
FISHERMEN. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  what  reply 
has  been  received  by  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board  to  their  latest  com- 
munication to  the  Dingle  Board  of 
Guardians  on  the  subject  of  the  housing 
of  the  Dingle  fishermen  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  the 
Dingle  Board  of  Guardians  did  not  meet 
on  Thursday  last,  and  that  they  have 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  clerk  of  the 
Union  requesting  him,  in  case  the  matter 
referred  to  is  not  disposed  of  at  the 
Guardians^  meeting  to-day,  to  issue 
notices  to  each  Guardian  that  the  repre- 
sentation under  the  Labourers  Acts  will 
be  submitted  for  final  decision  at  the 
meeting  to  be  held  on  next  Thursday. 

THE  HIRE  PURCHASE  SYSTEM. 
Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  case  heard  by  Mr.  Cooke  at  the 
Marylebone  Police  Court,  on  Thursdav, 
the  13th  instant,  and  reported  in  The 
Daily  News  of  the  following  day,  in 
which  the  Magistrate  inveighed  in  the 
strongest  terms  on  the  conduct  of  John 
Warner,  furniture  dealer,  in  seizing  the 
furniture  of  Sarah  Shibbling,  purchased 
of  him  on  the  hire  system,  after  £4  2s.  6d. 
had  been  paid  out  of  £5  3s.  6d.  due ;  and 
whether  the  Bills  of  Sale  Bill  is  intended 
to  provide  against,  or  will,  in  fact,  pro- 
vide against,  such  cases  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Right,  Forfar)  :  The  case  referred  to 
did  not  turn  out  to  be  a  case  of  hire  and 
purchase.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
great  hardships  are  inflicted  under  that 
system,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
taken  it  into  his  serious  consideration. 
He  introduced  in  the  Bills  of  Sale  Bill 
in  the  House  of  Lords  a  clause  intended 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question,  but 
found  that  it  provoked  so  much  opposi- 
tion that  it  was  hopeless  to  go  on  with 
it.  The  Bill  was  one  of  a  totally  non- 
contentious  character.  It  was  one  of 
several  Bills,  including  the  Public  Autho- 
rities Protection  Bill,  the  Evidence  in 
Criminal  Cases  Bill,  and  certain  Con- 
solidation  Bills,   which   had  passed  the 
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Lords  once  or  twice.  Unfortunately,  thej 
had  not  been  allowed  to  proceed  upon 
those  Bills  in  this  House  at  present ;  but 
he  hoped  hon.  Members  who  had  hitherto 
taken  objection  to  them  would  remember 
that  they  came  down  with  the  sanction 
of  all  Parties,  and  that  they  contained 
nothing  of  a  contentious  nature. 

Mr.  hartley  :    Do  I  understand 
these  Bills  passed  in  previous  Sessions  ? 
Sir   J.  RIGBY :    Yes ;    they    were 
passed  by  the  Lords. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Were  they  stopped 
in  this  House  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  cannot  tell  the 
history  of  them,  but  they  did  not  pass 
through  this  House. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Is  the  Criminal  Evidence  Bill  a  non-con- 
tentious measure  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  think  it  was  in- 
troduced by  '  the  late  Government  and 
passed  with  the  assistance  of  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  has  again  passed 
it  through  the  House  of  Lords  with  the 
entire  approval  and  assistance  of  the 
other  side. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  :  Can  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assure  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  an  early  opportunity 
to  promote  legislation  to  put  an  end  to 
this  system  of  oppression  of  the  poor  ? 

SiK  J.  RIGBY  :  The  Lord  Chancellor 
is  determined  to  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity to  deal  with  the  law,  and  to 
remove,  at  any  rate,  some  of  the  abuses 
which  are  shown  to  exist. 

THE  COMPILATION  OF  IRISH  POLICE 

STATISTICS. 
Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  admis- 
sion by  Sir  Peter  O'Brien,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  Ireland,  at  the  recent  Kil- 
kenny Assizes  that  the  number  of  serious 
offences  has  been  reduced  in  that  county 
by  ooe-half,  from  22  to  11,  as  compared 
with  the  corresponding  period  the 
previous  year,  and  that  the  minor 
offences  have  also  considerably  decreased ; 
whether  his  attention  was  also  directed 
to  the  long  and  strongly-worded  com- 
plaint, on  the  same  occasion  by  the 
same  learned  Judge,  against  the  method 
in  which  the  official  criminal  statistics 
are  compiled,  and  the  refusal  of  those 
responsible  to    include   in   the  table  of 


outrages  fires  and  other  injuries  to  pro- 
perty which  the  police  believe  to  hiave 
been  accidental,  or  to  have  been  perpe- 
trated by  the  owners  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  compensation  from  the  Grand 
Juries  out  of  the  rates  ;  whether  these 
criminal  statistics  have  been  compiled  in 
the  same  way  and  by  the  same  persons 
for  many  years,  certainly  during  the 
whole  of  the  last  Administration  in  which 
the  learned  Judge  acted  as  Attorney 
General,  and  whether  during  that  period 
there  was  any  official  or  judicial  com-^ 
plaint,  either  by  the  learned  Judge  him- 
self or  by  his  colleagues  in  the  law  room 
of  the  Castle  or  on  the  Bench,  as  to  the 
method  in  which  these  statistics  were 
compiled;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the. 
fact  that  any  alteration  in  the  system 
which  has  existed  so  long  would  destroy 
the  value  of  these  statistics  as  a 
standard  of  comparison  between  one 
period  and  another,  he  will  continue  un- 
altered the  system  so  long  in  operation  ? 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
that  question  may  I  ask  him,  in  reference 
to  the  same  matter,  whether  the 
case  which  the  Chief  Justice  alluded  to 
as  having  been  omitted  was  returned  by 
the  Grand  Jury  as  a  case  of  malicious,^ 
and  not  accidental,  burning  of  hay  oa 
the  farm  of  a  man  named  Campion,  and 
whether  the  Return  was  not  in  an  alto- 
gether different  form,  as  stated  by  the 
Chief  Justice,  to  that  laid  before  him  at 
Clonmel,  in  which  similar  injuries  to 
property  appeared  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question.  I  understand 
that  the  County  Inspector  made  a  mistake 
which  he  afterwards  explained  to  the 
learned  Judge. 

Mr.  CARSON :  It  is  all  in  the  sam^ 
Charge. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  hon^ 
Member  will  find  he  is  mistaken.  With 
regard  to  the  question  on  the  Paper,  my 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  language- 
of  the  learned  Judge  in  his  address  to  the 
Grand  Jury  at  Kilkenny  Assizes.  It  is. 
quite  true  that  his  Lordship  admitted 
there  was  a  considerable  reduction  in  the 
number  of  offences  of  all  classes  reported 
since  the  Spring  Assizes  as  compared 
with  the  corresponding  period  of  last 
year.  In  answer  to  the  second  portioq 
of  the  question,  my  attention  has  also 
been   directed    to    the    strongly- worded 
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complaint  of  the  Judge  with  respect  to 
Irish  criminal  statistics.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  system  of  compiling  those 
statistics  has  been  commented  upon 
either  by  this  learned  Judge  or  other 
Judges  of  Assize  in  any  year  before  this. 
The  learned  Judge  was  mistaken  in 
thinking  that  all  doubtful  cases  are 
usually  included  in  the  Returns.  The 
contrary  has  been  the  practice,  as  the 
Code  reads — 

"  Care  must  be  taken  that  no  outrages,  not 
recorded  as  such  at  headquarters,  are  included 
in  the  Return." 

The  learned  Judge  seems  to  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  these  statistics  are 
prepared  primarily  for  the  information  of 
Parliament  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment have  hitherto  used — and  cer- 
tainly 80  long  as  I  am  responsible 
for  it  will  continue  to  use — its  own 
discretion  as  to  the  principles  on 
which  those  Returns  are  made  up.  With 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  that  doubtful  cases  should  in 
future  be  included  in  the  Returns,  I  need 
not  do  more  than  repeat  the  general 
objection  I  have  so  often  presented  to 
the  House,  and  which  I  believe  is 
equally  entertained  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
that  such  a  change  would  destroy  any 
possibility  of  comparison  between  the 
present  and  past  years.  That  seems  in 
itself  a  good  reason  why  we  should  not 
take  the  learned  Judge's  advice. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Police  Code  does  not  direct  that  all 
outrages  reported  to  the  police  shall  be 
laid  before  the  Judges  of  Assize  when 
they  come  to  the  different  counties  ? 
May  I  further  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he  will  read  to  the 
House  the  words  of  what  he 
•calls  the  "  strongly- worded  complaint 
of  the  Judge  ?  "  Was  not  that  complaint 
a  complaint  that  a  particular  outrage  was 
kept  back  on  the  allegation  that  the  man 
had  himself  set  fire  to  the  hay  ?  i  And,  if 
80,  was  not  that  as  great  an  outrage  as 
could  be  committed  ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Cork,  S.E.)  :  Is 
there  any  such  practice  known  in  England 
as  that  of  a  Judge  in  charging  a  Grand 
Jury  commenting  on  cases  which  do  not 
appear  in  the  calendar  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  it  is,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  indicates, 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


not  the  practice  in  England.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly true  that  an  English  Judge 
would  not  make  an  occasion  of  this  kind 
an  opportunity  for  criticising  the  actions 
of  the  Executive  Government ;  and  if  he 
happened  to  be  opposed  in  politics  to  the 
Executive  Governn:ent,  I  am  quite  sure 
an  English  Judge  would  be  doubly  care- 
ful. It  is  undeniable  that  the  Code 
says — and  it  has  equally  been  the  in- 
variable practice — that 

"  Care  must  be  taken  that  none  but  outrages 
recorded  as  such  at  headquarters  are  included 
in  the  Return.  '* 

I  cannot  say  whether  the  hon. 
Member  is  correct  as  to  the  other 
quotations  from  the  Police  Code. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  can  tell  you  I  am. 
For  what  purpose  does  the  Code  direct 
outrages  to  be  returned  to  the  Judge 
unless  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  atten- 
tion to  them  ?  and  may  I  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  the  practice  in  England 
under  any  Code  to  lay  outrages 
before  the  Judge  of  Assize  ?  May  I  also 
ask — [^Cries  of  "  Notice  I  "] — ^I  am  not 
going  to  be  mobbed  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway — may  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  quote  any 
case  arising  under  the  late  Government 
where  an  outrage  found  to  be  malicious 
by  the  Grand  Jury  was  not  included  in 
the  Return  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  House  must 
see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
must  know  he  is  asking  me  a  number  of 
questions  as  to  particulars  which  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  answer  offhand. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Then  you  ought  not 
to  attack  the  Judges. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  good  enough  to  put  these 
questions  on  the  Paper,  I  will  give  him 
the  best  answer  I  can.  As  for  the  attack 
on  the  Judges,  what  I  have  done  has 
been  to  give  a  simple  accoimt  of  the 
matter  ;  and  if  that  simple  account  conveys 
in  itself  an  attack  on  the  Judges,  it  is 
due  to  what  they  themselves  have  said. 

Mr.  CARSON :  A  most  cowardly 
attack.     [  Cries  of  "  Order  I  "] 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  did  not  catch  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. I  am  told  he  used  the  words 
"  cowardly  attack."  If  he  did  they  are 
out  of  Order,  and  he  will,  no  doubt,  with- 
draw them. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  In  deference  to  what 
you  say.  Sir,  I  do  withdraw    them.     I 
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wish  simplj  to  add  it  was  in  consequence 
of  mj  questions  not  being  answered  that 
1  thought  the  remark  justifiable. 

•Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
Is  it  not  often  the  fact  that  claims  are 
made  to  the  Grand  Juries  for  malicious 
burnings  with  the  fraudulent  object  of 
obtaining  compensation  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  believe  there 
are  such  cases. 

LOCH  BROOM. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Treasury 
declined  to  aid  the  railway  extension 
from  Garve  to  Ullapool  in  consequence 
of  the  Report  of  the  Treasury  Commis- 
sion being  unfavourable  as  to  the  naviga- 
bility of  Loch  Broom,  and  that,  inasmuch 
as  their  Report  is  considered  by  many 
well-known  persons  possessing  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  loch  to  be  inaccurate 
and  misleading,  the  Treasury  will  autho- 
rise another  Report  to  be  made  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  The  matter  has  been  considered 
and  reported  on  by  a  Commission  in  1890, 
and  also  by  a  Committee  in  1891.  Those 
who  reported  were  very  competent  per- 
sons. Both  Reports  were  unfavourable 
to  this  line,  and  the  Government  see  no 
occasion  for  appointing  a  third  tribunal. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELA W  (Perth)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  which  con- 
demned Loch  Brown  as  unnavigable 
never  went  near  either  Ullapool  or  Loch 
Broom  in  order  to  take  evidence  from 
those  accustomed  to  navigate  the  loch, 
which  large  steam  and  sailing  vessels  do 
navigate  by  day  and  by  night  with  perfect 
oase  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  have  myself 
navigated  Loch  Broom,  and  can  speak 
personally  of  the  loch,  but  I  believe  the 
Report  was  founded  on  a  very  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  matter  by  a  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  WHITELAW  :  I  shall  raise  the 
question  on  the  Estimates. 

ABERDARE  SCHOOL  B0AR6. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydfil)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Vic^  President  of  the 

C;pmmittee    of    Coy^ji^^  on    Education 

Cincfl^^®'"  ^^s  ^®P*TLords  Ut^  received   a 

tment  h^^^  »  ™4t  assistaf^®  Aberdare 

^mber  of  { 


School  Board,  complaining  of  an  alleged 
irregularity  in  convening  an  extraordinary 
meeting  of  the  Board  for  6th  July,  at 
which  a  resolution  passed  at  a  previous 
meeting  was  rescinded  ;  and  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  meeting  was  informally 
summoned  ;  if  so,  what  remedy  the  com- 
plainant has  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  A  letter  has  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Department  from  a  member 
of  the  Aberdare  School  Board  com- 
plaining that  an  extraordinary  meeting  of 
the  Board  had  been  summoned  on  the 
27th  June  last,  without  due  notice.  The 
Education  Act  of  1870provides  (Schedule 
III.,  Ic)  that  an  extraordinary  meeting 
may  be  held  at  any  time  on  the  written 
requisition  of  three  members  of  the 
Board  addressed  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board.  The  Department  is  not  em- 
powered to  decide  whether  a  meeting  of 
a  School  Board  has  been  properly  sum- 
moned. As  no  remedy  is  provided  in  the 
Act,  the  complainant  would  have  to  have 
recourse  to  legal  proceedings  in  order  to 
contest  the  validity  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board. 

LABOUR  IN  GOVERNMENT  ARMS 
FACTORIES. 
Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  with  a  view  of  preventing  the 
dismissal  of  workmen,  he  can  see  his  way 
to  adopt  the  system  of  shortening  hours 
all  round  in  periods  of  slackness  in  any 
of  the  Government  Arms  Factories  ? 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  A  considerable  number  of  dis- 
charges have  taken  place  at  Birmingham, 
where  workmen  have  a  fair  chance  of 
being  absorbed  in  kindred  occupations. 
At  Enfield,  where  practically  there  is  no 
other  opening  for  men  discharged  from 
the  Small  Arms  Factory,  it  is  sought  to 
give  relief  in  reducing  the  working  hours 
all  round  by  playing  on  Saturday.  At 
Woolwich  the  precise  nature  and  extent 
of  the  probable  demands  on  the  factories 
are  not  so  obvious  ;  but,  in  the  event  of 
the  anticipated  falling  off  of  work,  the 
policy  of  working  short  time,  instead  of 
diminishing  the  number  of  men  employed, 
will  be  followed  as  far  as  is  practicable. 

SWAZILAND. 
Sir   G.   BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
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Secretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Convention  concerning 
Swaziland,  arranged  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  South  African  Republic,  has 
yet  been  signed  ;  whether  it  requires,  or 
has  received,  the  ratification  of  the  Volks- 
raad  of  the  South  African  Republic ; 
whether  it  requires,  or  will  receive,  any 
ratification  by  the  Imperial  Parliament ; 
and  whether  the  Convention  will  be 
arranged  and  finally  signed  before  Parlia- 
ment have  been  given  any  opportunity  of 
examining  its  terms  or  expressing  any 
opinion  thereon  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  hope  to  be  in 
a  position  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject  shortly  ;  and,  meanwhile,  I  would 
request  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  his 
questions. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  makes  his 
statement  will  give  an  answer  to  the  last 
paragraph  in  the  question. 

THE  CROWN  LANDS  BILL. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  persistent  oppo- 
sition offered  to  the  Crown  Lands  Bill, 
he  will  state  as  far  as  he  can  within  the 
limits  of  a  reply  the  terms  of  Reference 
he  proposes  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
of  the  House  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  Bill  is 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  as  I  pro- 
pose, I  do  not  contemplate  any  special 
terms  of  Reference  beyond  those  which 
have  already  appeared  upon  the  Notice 
Paper,  and  which  give  power  to  call  for 
persons  and  papers  and  to  take  evidence. 

CRIME  IN  COUNTY  CORK. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Judge  Madden,  in  his  Charge  to  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  Cork  on 
Monday  last,  stated  that  the  condition  of 
the  county  was  most  satisfactory  ;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
extra  police  at  present  stationed  in  the 
County  Cork  will  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  true,  as 
stated  by  the  learned  Judge,  that  the 
condition  of  the  County  Cork  is  generally 
satisfactory  and  peaceful.  But,  as  already 
fftated  by  me,  there  is  one  portion  of  the 
county  which  does  not  bear  favourable 
comparison  with  the  rest  of  the  county  ; 

Sir  G,  Baden-Powell 


and  the  local  constabulary  authorities, 
taking  into  consideration  the  nature  of 
the  duty  to  be  performed  by  the  police 
over  80  extensive  a  county  as  Cork^ 
cannot  at  present  recommend  a  reduction 
in  the  extra  force. 

Mr.  CARSON :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  learned  Judge  said  there  was  a  con* 
siderable  amount  of  intimidation,  amount- 
ing in  some  cases  to  actual  violence, 
which  deterred  people  from  coming 
forward  to  prosecute,  and  what  steps  the 
Government  are  going  to  take  to  put  it 
down? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  true,  as  the 
learned  Judge  said,  there  is  a  consider- 
able amount  of  intimidation,  and  the 
Constabulary  will  do  the  best  they  can 
to  cope  with  it.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  know,  they  are  always  oix 
the  alert 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  How 
much  of  the  county  is  subject  to  these 
special  observations  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Only  a  small 
portion  of  a  very  large  county. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Did  not  Mr. 
Justice  Madden  state  that,  compared  with 
other  large  areas,  this  county  was  ex- 
ceedingly free  from  crime  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  learned  Judge 
said  he  observed  with  satisfaction  that 
there  was  a  decrease  in  the  number  of 
specially-reported  cases  as  compared 
with  the  number  in  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year.  He  also  observed 
that,  so  far  as  the  county  at  large  was 
concerned,  in  a  larger  proportion  of  cases 
persons  were  made  amenable. 

HOP  AND  MALT  SUBSTITUTES. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  Reference  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Agriculture  will  include  any 
inquiry  into  the  substitution  of  sugar, 
molasses,  rice,  maize,  and  other  ingre- 
dients for  barley  malt,  and  of  chemical 
substitutes  for  hops  ;  and  into  the 
dimiuution  in  the  number  of  small 
brewers,  f^f^  disclosed  by  the  Return 
issued  this  year  relating  to  brewers* 
licences  ;  and  ^o  the  effect  on  the  cultiva- 
tion of  barley  an  i  hops  in  this  country  ? 

Sir  W.  HA1?C0URT:  I  do  not 
think  this  subject,  could  be  made  the 
object  of  specia'i  Rebrence,  but  I  have 
no  doubt  t|aat  it  will  be  included 
within  the  goneral  terms  of  Reference. 
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Mr.  QUILTER  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemau  aware  that  Bills  have  been 
introduced  to  lessen  the  adulteration  of 
beer,  and  that  these  Bills  have  been 
backed  bj  Members  of  all  shades  of 
politics,  including  the  present  Minister  of 
Agriculture  ;  and  is  he  aware  that  at 
meetings  of  agriculturists  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  some  legislation  in  this 
direction  is  one  of  the  most  approved 
remedies  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  aware 
of  the  zeal  and  activity  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  efforts  to  secure  the  purity  of 
beer. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  House  can  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

THB  APPOINTMBNT  OF  MAGISTRATES. 
Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  the  Counties  of  Inverness  and  Perth 
the  proportion  of  Liberals  to  Conserva- 
tives on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  is 
5  and  3  per  cent,  respectively ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  redress  this  dis- 
parity ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh,  Midlothian)  :  My  hon.  Friend  is 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  no  means  of  operating  in  such 
cases  as  this  excepting  through  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  and  I  think  he  is  also  aware 
from  statements  previously  made,  and 
particularly  from  a  statemeut  made  by 
the  Home  Secretary  with  respect  to  the 
Metropolitan  Counties,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been,  and  continues  to  be, 
employed  in  redeeming  the  pledge  that 
has  been  given  on  his  behalf  as  to  giving 
effect  to  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  removing  one  misapprehension  that 
prevails.  It  is  supposed  that  the  Magis- 
trates who  have  been  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  since  this  matter  came 
dnder  consideration  have  been  in  all  cases 
Magistrates  recommended  to  him  by 
Lords  Lieutenant.  It  is  not  so.  He  has 
gladly  and  wisely  availed  himself  of  the 
assistance  of  the  Lords  Lieutenant,  and 
he  has  found  that  assistance  to  be  cor- 


dially given  ;  he  has  also  thought  it  his 
duty  to  avail  himself  of  other  means  of 
obtaining  recommendations  and  examin- 
ing  into  the  fitness  of  those  recommended, 
"Und  he  will,  of  course,  continue  to  avail 
himself  of  such  assistance  to  the  utmost 
extent  that  he  can  obtain  it.  But  he 
will  not  consider  his  duties  in  the  matter 
to  be  confined  within  these  limits ;  ho 
will  pursue  all  the  means  in  his  power 
to  carry  into  effect,  as  rapidly  as  it  can 
be  done  with  safety,  the  changes  that  are 
in  contemplation. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  in  the  County  of  Argyll  out 
of  164  Justices  of  the  Peace,  except 
officio  Justices  who  are  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  only  five  are  believed  to 
hold  Liberal  opinions  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am 
not  aware  of  it  except  from  the  hon» 
Member's  statement.  It  is  expedient 
that  such  cases  should  be  brought  under 
notice.  They  fall  under  the  general 
answer  I  have  given,  and  they  will 
obtain  attention  in  the  effort  to  redress, 
as  far  as  may  be,  existing  inequalities. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Have  any 
complaints  reached  the  Government  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  Justices  of  the 
County  of  Perth  have  discharged  their 
duties  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Such 
complaints,  if  they  existed — and  I  do 
not  suggest  that  they  do  exist — would 
probably  not  reach  me. 

THB  UNION  JACK  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  will  take  steps  to  make 
legal  the  hoisting  of  the  Royal  Standard 
over  any  hotel  in  Ireland  where  Her 
Majesty  or  any  member  of  the  Royal 
Family  might  be  staying,  as,  in  accord* 
ance  with  the  law  now  existing,  over  no 
licensed  premises  in  Ireland  can  be 
legally  hoisted  any  other  symbol  than  that 
appertaining  to  the  hotel,  and  the  Irish 
Executive  would,  if  they  enforced 
obedience  to  the  law,  be  bound  to  have 
it  hauled  down  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  question  is 
whether  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  make  legal  the  hoisting  of  the  Royal 
Standard  over  any  hotel  in  Ireland  where 
Her  Majesty  or  any  member  of  the  Royal 
Family    might    be    staying.     For  that 


Ill 


Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


112 


purpose,  of  course,  legislation  would  be 
necessary ;  and  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  to  be 
undertaken. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  As  it  is  not  legal 
to  so  hoist  the  flag,  would  not  the 
authorities  or  the  Irish  Executive  be 
bound  to  haul  it  down  if  it  were 
hoisted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  very 
hypothetical  question,  and  the  con- 
tingency seems  very  remote. 

OBEDIENCE  TO  THE  CHAIB. 
Sir  F.  MILNER  (Notts,  Bassetlaw)  : 
I  desire  to  put  a  question  on  a  point  of 
Order.  It  is  whether,  as  it  is  essential 
that  the  decisions  of  the  Chairman  should 
be  implicitly  obeyed  without  comment, 
any  step  can  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  growing  habit  of  arguing  with  the 
Chair  ?  There  have  been  scenes  in  the 
House  because  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  on  two  occasions  has  declined  to 
obey  the  Chair  ;  and  last  Tuesday  again 
several  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way declined  to  do  so. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  raise  before  me  any 
questions  as  to  what  goes  on  in  Committee. 
Such  questions  must  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Committee.  The  House  knows  what  is 
due  to  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  understand,  referred  to  me,  but 
as  his  observations  were  not  audible  I 
will  not  make  any  reply  to  him. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  he  referred  to  any  hon.  Member. 
["  Yes,  yes  I  "] 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  I  had  heard  what 
he  said  I  would  have  answered  him,  but 
I  did  not  hear  what  he  said. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 
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Police. 

Clause  30  (As  to  police). 

The      chairman  :      The      first 
Amendment  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


The    following     is    the    Amendment 
referred  to : — 

Sir  Henry  Meysey-Thompson — Page  16,  line 
23,  leave  out  Sub-section  (1). 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.    Pancras, 

N.)  moved  the  following  Amendment : — 

Page  16,    line  24,  to  leave    out  the   word 
"shall,"  and  insert  the  word  *'  may." 

He  said,  the  subject  of  the  clause  was  of 

the  greatest  possible   consequence   and 

importance,  and  he  was  sure   the  right 

hon.   Gentleman   in  charge   of  the  Bill 

would  not  find   fault   with   him    if    he 

raised  a  question  upon  this  clause  which 

he  thought  the  Committee  generally 
would  admit  ought  to  be  discussed. 
That  question  was  whether  the  reduction 
and  the  ultimate  disbandment  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police  should  be  carried  out  com- 
pulsorily,  or  whether  full  discretion 
should  be  allowed  to  the  Government — 
whether,  in  fact,  the  Act  should  provide 
that  by  a  certain  date  the  police  of  Ire- 
land should  be  disbanded,  or  whether  the 
Government  should  have  power  to  reduce 
the  police  from  time  to  time,  as  circum- 
stances permitted,  and  with  the  view  to 
the  ultimate  disbandment  of  that 
Force  at  some  indefinite  period,  not 
to  the  disbandment  of  the  Force 
within  a  definite  and  fixed  period  ? 
Of  course,  upon  this  Amendment  he  did 
not  raise  the  question  whether  it  was 
desirable  this  Force  should  be  maintained 
permanently  or  not.  He  only  raised  a 
question  whether  a  definite  period  should 
be  fixed  for  the  disbandment  of  the 
Force  or  whether  a  fuller  direction 
should  be  given  as  to  the  time,  mode, 
and  kind  of  reduction  and  ultimate  dis- 
bandment of  the  Force.  With  regard 
to  the  Force  itself,  he  should  like  to 
quote  the  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  reference  to  it.  In  1886,  when  he 
brought  in  his  Home  Rule  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  with  regard  to  this 
Force — 

"  We  think  it  our  first  duty  to  give  a  definite 
assurance  to  the  present  members  of  that  dis- 
tinguished and  admirable  Force  that  their 
position  will  not  be  put  to  prejudice  by  this 
Act,  either  in  respect  of  their  terms  of  service 
or  with  regard  to  the  authority  under  which 
they  are  employed." 

That  was  said  with  reference  to  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 
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"The  case  of  the  Dublin  Police  is  not  quite 
the  same,  but  we  propose  the  same  conditions 
with  regard  to  the  Dublin  Police,  so  far,  at  least^ 
as  the  terms  of  service  are  concerned/' 

He  further  said  that  there  would  be  no 
breach  of  continuitj  in  the  administration 
with  regard  to  the  police,  and  later  on  in 
the  same  speech  he  said — 

"  I  think  it  will  be  understood  from  what  I 
have  stated  that  the  Constabulary  would  remain 
under  the  present  terms  of  serrice,  and  under 
the  present  authority,  although  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  to  be  so  for  ever." 

In  the  Bill  itself  there  was  no  provision 
for  the  disbandment  of  the  Force  by  a 
definite  and  fixed  time,  although  he  ad- 
mitted the  Bill  did  contemplate  that  the 
Force  was  to  be  reduced  gradually,  and 
its  place  was  to  be  taken  bj  a  local  force, 
and  ultimately  that   it  was   to   be   dis- 
banded altogether.    The  present  proposal, 
however,  was  that  by  a  definite  and  fixed 
time  the   Force  should    be    disbanded; 
that  by  six  years  it  should  be  put  an  end 
to  altogether.     With  regard  to  the  Con- 
stabulary, the    right    hon.    Gentleman, 
when  he  introduced  the  present  Bill,  said 
very  little  on  the  subject.     What  he  did 
say  was  that  the  principles  referring  to 
the    Constabulary    were  their    gradual, 
though   not  too   abrupt,  reduction,  and 
their    ultimate    dissolution     or     disap- 
pearance, and  in  his   speech    the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  again  referred  to  them 
as  a  remarkable  and  honourable  Force. 
The  present  Bill  proposed  to  abandon 
the  Force  within  a  statutable  period  of 
six  years,  and  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  of    subsequent  consequential 
Amendments,  was  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  no  arbitrary  period  fixed  such 
as  the  Bill  proposed,  and  he  thought  this 
was   a   suggestion  which    ought    to    be 
adopted  for  several  reasons.     In  the  first 
place,   he  did   not   think   it    would    be 
possible,  without  grave  injustice  to  a  very 
large  number  of  deserving  men,  to  dis- 
band    them   in  six   years,    or    without 
creating  so  large  a  pension  list,  in  order 
to   provide    compensation  for  them,   as 
neither  the  Irish    Government   nor  the 
English  Government  would  be  willing  to 
permit.     The   Bill   proposed   what    ap- 
peared on  the  face  of  it  a  fairly  liberal 
amount  in  dealing  with  these  men  as  a 
class  of  public  servants,  but  it  would  inflict 
very  serious  injustice  on  large  numbers  of 
them  individually.     Take  the  case  of  the 
officers.     Those  who  were  in  receipt  of 
£255  a  year  would  only  get  a  pension  of 


£93  ;  those  in  receipt  of  £237  a  pension 
of  £76  ;  and  those  in  receipt  of  £191  a 
pension  of  £48.  When  they  considered 
the  inconvenience  and  the  absolute 
cruelty  inflicted  upon  most  deserving 
officers  by  such  a  system  of  pensioning 
they  would  see  that,  however  fair  it  might 
be  on  the  whole,  it  would  inflict  the 
greatest  possible  injustice  on  many  of  them 
individually.  With  regard  to  the  men, 
it  appeared  from  the  Return  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  granted  on  his 
(Mr.  Bolton's)  Motiou,  as  to  the  con- 
ditions of  service  in  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  that  their  wages  varied 
from  a  little  under  £1  per  week  to  £2 
~  per  week  with  certain  allowances.  A  man 
who  joined  the  Force  at  about  21  years  of 
age,  and  had  served  something  like  10 
years,  would  appear  to  be  entitled  to  a 
pension,  under  the  scale  proposed,  of 
about  9s.  per  week.  At  30  years  of  age 
he  would  be  turned  out  into  the  world 
with  this  small  pension,  and  probably 
with  a  wife  and  family  dependent  upon 
him,  and  his  service  in  the  Police  Force 
would  probably,  to  some  extent,  have 
unfitted  him  for  going  to  learn  another 
occupation.  This  seemed  a  great  hard- 
ship. The  object  of  his  referring  to  this 
pension  list  was  not  to  discuss  the  fair- 
ness or  unfairness  of  it,  but  to  suggest 
that  if  a  system  of  compulsory  disband- 
ment was  carried  out  great  injustice 
would  be  inflicted  on  a  very  large  class  of 
deserving  and  worthy  men  unless  the 
pensions  were  very  much  increased. 
He  doubted  very  much  whether  they 
could  disband  something  like  15,000 
men  in  this  period  of  six  years.  If  the  men 
were  to  enter  into  the  local  force — ^which 
was  another  suggestion — in  any  large 
numbers  there  were  other  considerations 
bearing  upon  the  matter.  By  merging  large 
numbers  of  these  trained  and  disciplined 
men  into  the  local  force  they  would  be 
practically  handing  over  an  Army  to  the 
Irish  Government.  That  could  hardly 
have  been  intended ;  therefore  it  must 
be  within  the  contemplation  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  a  large  number  of  these 
men  would  be  retired  and  dispensed  with. 
What  necessity  was  there  for  it  ? 
Why  should  not  the  present  police  re- 
main under  the  control  of  the  Central 
Government  until  it  came  to  an  end  by 
resignations,  retirements,  and  deaths  ? 
Why  should  a  definite  period  be  fixed  ? 
It  was  admitted    to  be    an  honourable 
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complaint  of  the  Judge  with  respect  to 
Irish  criminal  statistics.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  system  of  compiling  those 
statistics  has  been  commented  upon 
either  by  this  learned  Judge  or  other 
Judges  of  Assize  in  any  year  before  this. 
The  learned  Judge  was  mistaken  in 
thinking  that  all  doubtful  cases  are 
usually  included  in  the  Returns.  The 
contrary  has  been  the  practice,  as  the 
Code  reads — 

"  Care  must  be  taken  that  no  outrages,  not 
recorded  as  such  at  headquarters,  are  included 
in  the  Return." 

The  learned  Judge  seems  to  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  these  statistics  are 
prepared  primarily  for  the  information  of 
Parliament  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment have  hitherto  used — and  cer- 
tainly so  long  as  I  am  responsible 
for  it  will  continue  to  use — its  own 
discretion  as  to  the  principles  on 
which  those  Returns  are  made  up.  With 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  that  doubtful  cases  should  in 
future  be  included  in  the  Returns,  I  need 
not  do  more  than  repeat  the  general 
objection  I  have  so  often  presented  to 
the  House,  and  which  I  believe  is 
equally  entertained  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
that  such  a  change  would  destroy  any 
possibility  of  comparison  between  the 
present  and  past  years.  That  seems  in 
itself  a  good  reason  why  we  should  not 
take  the  learned  Judge's  advice. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Police  Code  does  not  direct  that  all 
outrages  reported  to  the  police  shall  be 
laid  before  the  Judges  of  Assize  when 
they  come  to  the  different  counties  ? 
May  I  further  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he  will  read  to  the 
House  the  words  of  what  he 
calls  the  "strongly-worded  complaint 
of  the  Judge  ?  '•  Was  not  that  complaint 
a  complaint  that  a  particular  outrage  was 
kept  back  on  the  allegation  that  the  man 
had  himself  set  fire  to  the  hay  ? '  And,  if 
80,  was  not  that  as  great  an  outrage  as 
could  be  committed  ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Cork,  S.E.)  :  Is 
there  any  such  practice  known  in  England 
as  that  of  a  Judge  in  charging  a  Grand 
Jury  commenting  on  cases  which  do  not 
appear  in  the  calendar  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  it  is,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  indicates, 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


not  the  practice  in  England.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly true  that  an  English  Judge 
would  not  make  an  occasion  of  this  kind 
an  opportunity  for  criticising  the  actions 
of  the  Executive  Government ;  and  if  he 
happened  to  be  opposed  in  politics  to  the 
Executive  Governn:ent,  I  am  quite  sure 
an  English  Judge  would  be  doubly  care- 
ful. It  is  undeniable  that  the  Code 
says — and  it  has  equally  been  the  in- 
variable practice — that 

"  Care  must  be  taken  that  none  but  outragM 
recorded  as  such  at  headquarters  are  included 
in  the  Return.  '* 

I  cannot  say  whethto  the  hon. 
Member  is  correct  as  to  the  other 
quotations  from  the  Police  Code. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  can  tell  you  I  am. 
For  what  purpose  does  the  Code  direct 
outrages  to  be  returned  to  the  Judge 
unless  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  atten- 
tion to  them  ?  and  may  I  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  the  practice  in  England 
under  any  Code  to  lay  outrages 
before  the  Judge  of  Assize  ?  May  I  also 
ask — [^Cries  of  "  Notice  I  "] — I  am  not 
going  to  be  mobbed  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway — may  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  quote  any 
case  arising  under  the  late  Government 
where  an  outrage  found  to  be  malicious 
by  the  Grand  Jury  was  not  included  in 
the  Return  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  The  House  must 
see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
must  know  he  is  asking  me  a  number  of 
questions  as  to  particulars  which  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  answer  offhand. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Then  you  ought  not 
to  attack  the  Judges. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  good  enough  to  put  these 
questions  on  the  Paper,  I  will  give  him 
the  best  answer  I  can.  As  for  the  attack 
on  the  Judges,  what  I  have  done  has 
been  to  give  a  simple  account  of  the 
matter  ;  and  if  that  simple  account  conveys 
in  itself  an  attack  on  the  Jndges,  it  is 
due  to  what  they  themselves  have  said. 

Mr.  CARSON :  A  most  cowardly 
attack.     [  Cries  of  "  Order  I  "] 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  did  not  catch  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man.  I  am  told  he  used  the  words 
"  cowardly  attack."  If  he  did  they  are 
out  of  Order,  and  he  will,  no  doubt,  with- 
draw them. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  In  deference  to  what 
you  say,  Sir,  I  do  withdraw    them.    I 
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'wish  simplj  to  add  it  was  in  consequence 
of  my  questions  not  being  answered  that 
I  thought  the  remark  justifiable. 

•Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
Is  it  not  often  the  fact  that  claims  are 
made  to  the  Grand  Juries  for  malicious 
burnings  with  the  fraudulent  object  of 
obtaining  compensation  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  there 
are  such  cases. 

LOCH  BROOM. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Treasury 
declined  to  aid  the  railway  extension 
from  Garve  to  Ullapool  in  consequence 
of  the  Report  of  the  Treasury  Commis- 
sion being  unfavourable  as  to  the  naviga- 
bility of  Loch  Broom,  and  that,  inasmuch 
as  their  Report  is  considered  by  many 
well-known  persons  possessing  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  loch  to  be  inaccurate 
and  misleading,  the  Treasury  will  autho- 
rise another  Report  to  be  made  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  The  matter  has  been  considered 
and  reported  on  by  a  Commission  in  1890, 
and  also  by  a  Committee  in  189L  Those 
who  reported  were  very  competent  per- 
sons. Both  Reports  were  unfavourable 
to  this  line,  and  the  Government  see  no 
occasion  for  appointing  a  third  tribunal. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELA W  (Perth)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  which  con- 
demned Loch  Brown  as  unnavigable 
never  went  near  either  Ullapool  or  Loch 
Broom  in  order  to  take  evidence  from 
those  accustomed  to  navigate  the  loch, 
which  large  steam  and  sailing  vessels  do 
navigate  by  day  and  by  night  with  perfect 
ease? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  have  myself 
navigated  Loch  Broom,  and  can  speak 
personally  of  the  loch,  but  I  believe  the 
Report  was  founded  on  a  very  careful  ex- 
amination of  the  matter  by  a  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  WHITELAW  :  I  shall  raise  the 
question  on  the  Estimates. 

ABEBDARB  SCHOOL  B0AR6. 

Mr,  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydfil) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  his  Department  has  received  a 
letter  from  a  member  of  the  Aberdare 


School  Board,  complaining  of  an  alleged 
irregularity  in  convening  an  extraordinary 
meeting  of  the  Board  for  6th  July,  at 
which  a  resolutiou  passed  at  a  previous 
meeting  was  rescinded  ;  and  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  meeting  was  informally 
summoned  ;  if  so,  what  remedy  the  com- 
plainant has  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  A  letter  has  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Department  from  a  member 
of  the  Aberdare  School  Board  com- 
plaining that  an  extraordinary  meeting  of 
the  Board  had  been  summoned  on  the 
27th  June  last,  without  due  notice.  The 
Education  Act  of  1870  provides  (Schedule 
III.,  Ic)  that  an  extraordinary  meeting 
may  be  held  at  any  time  on  the  written 
requisition  of  three  members  of  the 
Board  addressed  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board.  The  Department  is  not  em- 
powered to  decide  whether  a  meeting  of 
a  School  Board  has  been  properly  sum- 
moned. As  no  remedy  is  provided  in  the 
Act,  the  complainant  would  have  to  have 
recourse  to  legal  proceedings  in  order  to 
contest  the  validity  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board. 

LABOUB  IN  GOVBBNMENT  ABMS 
FACT0BIK8. 
Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  with  a  view  of  preventing  the 
dismissal  of  workmen,  he  can  see  his  way 
to  adopt  the  system  of  shortening  hours 
all  round  in  periods  of  slackness  in  any 
of  the  Government  Arms  Factories  ? 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  A  considerable  number  of  dis- 
charges have  taken  place  at  Birmingham, 
where  workmen  have  a  fair  chance  of 
being  absorbed  in  kindred  occupations. 
At  Enfield,  where  practically  there  is  no 
other  opening  for  men  discharged  from 
the  Small  Arms  Factory,  it  is  sought  to 
give  relief  in  reducing  the  working  hours 
all  round  by  playing  on  Saturday.  At 
Woolwich  the  precise  nature  and  extent 
of  the  probable  demands  on  the  factories 
are  not  so  obvious  ;  but,  in  the  event  of 
the  anticipated  falling  off  of  work,  the 
policy  of  working  short  time,  instead  of 
diminishing  the  number  of  men  employed, 
will  be  followed  as  far  as  is  practicable. 

SWAZILAND. 
Sir  G.    BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
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Secretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Coovention  concerning 
Swaziland,  arranged  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  South  African  Republic,  has 
yet  been  signed  ;  whether  it  requires,  or 
has  received,  the  ratification  of  the  Volks- 
raad  of  the  South  African  Republic ; 
whether  it  requires,  or  will  receive,  any 
ratification  by  the  Imperial  Parliament ; 
and  whether  the  Convention  will  be 
arranged  and  finally  signed  before  Parlia- 
ment have  been  given  any  opportunity  of 
examining  its  terms  or  expressing  any 
opinion  thereon  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  hope  to  be  in 
a  position  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject  shortly  ;  and,  meanwhile,  I  would 
request  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  hb 
questions. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  makes  his 
statement  will  give  an  answer  to  the  last 
paragraph  in  the  question. 

THE  CROWN  LANDS  BILL. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  persistent  oppo- 
sition offered  to  the  Crown  Lands  Bill, 
he  will  state  as  far  as  he  can  within  the 
limits  of  a  reply  the  terms  of  Reference 
he  proposes  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
of  the  House  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  BiU  is 
referred  to  a  Select  Conmiittee,  as  I  pro- 
pose, I  do  not  contemplate  any  special 
terms  of  Reference  beyond  those  which 
have  already  appeared  upon  the  Notice 
Paper,  and  which  give  power  to  call  for 
persons  and  papers  and  to  take  evidence. 

CRIME  IN  COUNTY  CORK. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Judge  Madden,  in  his  Charge  to  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  Cork  on 
Monday  last,  stated  that  the  condition  of 
the  county  was  most  satisfactory;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
extra  police  at  present  stationed  in  the 
County  Cork  will  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  It  is  true,  as 
stated  by  the  learned  Judge,  that  the 
condition  of  the  County  Cork  is  generally 
satisfactory  and  peaceful.  But, as  already 
stated  by  me,  there  is  one  portion  of  the 
county  which  does  not  bear  favourable 
comparison  with  the  rest  of  the  county  ; 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell 


and  the  local  constabulary  authorities, 
taking  into  consideration  the  nature  of 
the  duty  to  be  performed  by  the  police 
over  io  extensive  a  county  as  Cork^ 
cannot  at  present  recommend  a  reduction 
in  the  extra  force. 

Mr.  CARSON :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  learned  Judge  said  there  was  a  con* 
siderable  amount  of  intimidation,  amount- 
ing in  some  cases  to  actual  violence, 
which  deterred  people  from  coming 
forward  to  prosecute,  and  what  steps  the 
'Government  are  going  to  take  to  put  it 
down? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  true,  as  the 
learned  Judge  said,  there  is  a  consider- 
able amount  of  intimidation,  and  the 
Constabulary  will  do  the  best  they  can 
to  cope  with  it.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  know,  they  are  always  on 
the  alert 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  How 
much  of  the  county  is  subject  to  these 
special  observations  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Only  a  small 
portion  of  a  very  large  county. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Did  not  Mr. 
Justice  Madden  state  that,  compared  with 
other  large  areas,  this  county  was  ex- 
ceedingly free  from  crime  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  learned  Judge 
said  he  observed  with  satisfaction  that 
there  was  a  decrease  in  the  number  of 
specially-reported  cases  as  compared 
with  the  number  in  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year.  He  also  observed 
that,  so  far  as  the  county  at  large  was 
concerned,  in  a  larger  proportion  of  cases 
persons  were  made  amenable. 

HOP  AND  MALT  SUBSTITUTES. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  Reference  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Agriculture  will  include  any 
inquiry  into  the  substitution  of  sugar, 
molasses,  rice,  maize,  and  other  ingre- 
dients for  barley  malt,  and  of  chemical 
substitutes  for  hops ;  and  into  the 
dimfulHion  in  the  number  of  small 
brewers/Nik  disclosed  by  the  Return 
issued  this^vear  relating  to  brewers* 
licences  ;  and  |ftthe effect  on  the  cultiva- 
tion of  barley  a^bops  in  this  country  ? 

Sir  W.  HAlfCOURT:  I  do  not 
think  this  8ubje<!t'*  could  be  made  the 
object  of  specialiJ     >»rence,  but   I   have 
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Mr.  QUILTER  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
GeDtlemau  aware  that  Bills  have  been 
mtroduced  to  lessen  the  adulteration  of 
beer,  and  that  these  Bills  have  been 
backed  by  Members  of  all  shades  of 
politics,  including  the  present  Minister  of 
Agriculture  ;  and  is  he  aware  that  at 
meetings  of  agriculturists  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  some  legislation  in  this 
direction  is  one  of  the  most  approVed 
remedies  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  aware 
of  the  zeal  and  activity  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  efforts  to  secure  the  purity  of 
beer. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  House  can  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  of  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned,] 

THE  APPOINTMBNT  OF  MAGISTRATES. 
Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  the  Counties  of  Inverness  and  Perth 
the  proportion  of  Liberals  to  Conserva- 
tives on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  is 
5  and  3  per  cent,  respectively ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  redress  this  dis- 
parity ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  My  hon.  Friend  is 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
hare  no  means  of  operating  in  such 
cases  as  this  excepting  through  the  Lord 
Chancellor;  and  I  think  he  is  also  aware 
from  statements  previously  made,  and 
particularly  from  a  statement  made  by 
the  Home  Secretary  with  respect  to  the 
Metropolitan  Counties,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  been,  and  continues  to  be, 
employed  in  redeeming  the  pledge  that 
has  been  given  on  his  behalf  as  to  giving 
effect  to  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  removing  one  misapprehension  that 
prevails.  It  is  supposed  that  the  Magis- 
trates who  have  been  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  since  this  matter  came 
Under  consideration  have  been  in  all  cases 
Magistrates  recommended  to  him  by 
Lords  Lieutenant.  It  is  not  so.  He  has 
gladly  and  wisely  availed  himself  of  the 
assistance  of  the  Lords  Lieutenant,  and 
he  has  found  that  assistance  to  be  cor- 


dially given  ;  he  has  also  thought  it  his 
duty  to  avail  himself  of  other  means  of 
obtaining  recommendations  and  examin- 
ing into  the  fitness  of  those  recommended, 
liud  he  will,  of  course,  continue  to  avail 
himself  of  such  assistance  to  the  utmost 
extent  that  he  can  obtain  it.  But  he 
will  not  consider  his  duties  in  the  matter 
to  be  confined  within  these  limits ;  he 
will  pursue  all  the  means  in  his  power 
to  carry  into  effect,  as  rapidly  as  it  can 
be  done  with  safety,  the  changes  that  are 
in  contemplation. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  in  the  County  of  Argyll  out 
of  164  Justices  of  the  Peace,  except 
officio  Justices  who  are  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  only  five  are  believed  to 
hold  Liberal  opinions  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am 
not  aware  of  it  except  from  the  hon» 
Member^s  statement.  It  is  expedient 
that  such  cases  should  be  brought  under 
notice.  They  fall  under  the  general 
answer  I  have  given,  and  they  will 
obtain  attention  in  the  effort  to  redress, 
as  far  as  may  be,  existing  inequalities. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Have  any 
complaints  reached  the  Government  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  Justices  of  the 
County  of  Perth  have  discharged  their 
duties  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Such 
complaints,  if  they  existed — and  I  do 
not  suggest  that  they  do  exist — would 
probably  not  reach  me. 

THE  UNION  JACK  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  will  take  steps  to  make 
legal  the  hoisting  of  the  Royal  Standard 
over  any  hotel  in  Ireland  where  Her 
Majesty  or  any  member  of  the  Royal 
Family  might  be  staying,  as,  in  accord* 
ance  with  the  law  now  existing,  over  no 
licensed  premises  in  Ireland  can  be 
legally  hoisted  any  other  symbol  than  that 
appertaining  to  the  hotel,  and  the  Irish 
Executive  would,  if  they  enforced 
obedience  to  the  law,  be  bound  to  have 
it  hauled  down  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  question  is 
whether  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  make  leg^l  the  hoisting  of  the  Royal 
Standard  over  any  hotel  in  Ireland  where 
Her  Majesty  or  any  member  of  the  Royal 
Family    might    be    staying.     For   that 
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purpose,  of  course,  legislation  would  be 
necessary ;  and  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  to  be 
undertaken. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  As  it  is  not  legal 
to  so  hoist  the  flag,  would  not  the 
authorities  or  the  Irish  Executive  be 
bound  to  haul  it  down  if  it  were 
hoisted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  very 
hypothetical  question,  and  the  con- 
tingency seems  very  remote. 

OBEDIENCE  TO  THE  CHAIR. 
Sir  F.  MILNER  (Notts,  Bassetlaw)  : 
I  desire  to  put  a  question  on  a  point  of 
Order.  It  is  whether,  as  it  is  essential 
that  the  decisions  of  the  Chairman  should 
be  implicitly  obeyed  without  comment, 
any  step  can  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  growing  habit  of  arguing  with  the 
Chair  ?  There  have  been  scenes  in  the 
House  because  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  on  two  occasions  has  declined  to 
obey  the  Chair  ;  and  last  Tuesday  again 
several  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way declined  to  do  so. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  raise  before  me  any 
questions  as  to  what  goes  on  in  Committee. 
Such  questions  must  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Committee.  The  House  knows  what  is 
due  to  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  understand,  referred  to  me,  but 
as  his  observations  were  not  audible  I 
will  not  make  any  reply  to  him. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  he  referred  to  any  hon.  Member. 
["  Yes,  yes  I "] 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  I  had  heard  what 
he  said  I  would  have  answered  him,  but 
I  did  not  hear  what  he  said. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 
COMMITTEE.     [Progress,  19th  July.} 

[forty-second  night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Police. 
Clause  30  (As  to  police). 

The      chairman  :      The      first 
Amendment  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


The    following     is    the    Amendment 
referred  to : — 

Sir  Henry  Meysey-Thompson — Page  16,  line 
23,  leave  out  Sub-section  (1). 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.   Pancras, 

N.)  moved  the  following  Amendment : — 

Page  16,    line  24,  to  leave    out  the   word 
"shall,"  and  insert  the  word  "  may." 

He  said,  the  suhject  of  the  clause  was  of 

the  greatest  possible   consequence  and 

importance,  and  he  was  sure   the  right 

hon.   Gentleman   in  charge   of   the  Bill 

would  not  find   fault   with   him    if    he 

raised  a  question  upon  this  clause  which 

he   thought    the     Committee    generallj 
would    admit    ought   to    be    discussed. 
That  question  was  whether  the  reduction 
and  the  ultimate  disbandment  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  and   Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police  should  be  carried  out  com- 
pulsorily,    or     whether     full    discretion 
should  be  allowed  to  the  Government — 
whether,  in  fact,  the  Act  should  provide 
that  by  a  certain  date  the  police  of  Ire- 
land should  be  disbanded,  or  whether  the 
Government  should  have  power  to  reduce 
the  police  from  time  to  time,  as  circum- 
stances permitted,  and  with  the  view  to 
the     ultimate     disbandment     of     that 
Force    at    some   indefinite    period,   not 
to     the     disbandment     of    the     Force 
within    a    definite    and    fixed    period  ? 
Of  course,  upon  this  Amendment  he  did 
not  raise   the  question  whether  it  was 
desirable  this  Force  should  be  maintained 
permanently  or  not.       He  only  raised  a 
question  whether  a  definite  period  should 
be    fixed   for   the  disbandment  of    the 
Force    or   whether    a    fuller     direction 
should   be  given  as   to   the  time,  mode, 
and  kind  of  reduction  and  ultimate  dis- 
bandment of  the   Force.     With  regard 
to   the  Force   itself,  he   should   like   to 
quote  the  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  reference  to  it.       In  1886,  when  he 
brought  in  his  Home  Rule  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  with  regard  to  this 
Force — 

**  We  think  it  our  first  duty  to  give  a  definite 
assurance  to  the  present  members  of  that  dis- 
tinguished and  admirable  Force  that  their 
position  will  not  be  put  to  prejudice  by  this 
Act,  either  in  respect  of  their  terms  of  service 
or  with  regard  to  the  authority  under  which 
they  are  employed." 

That  was  said  with  reference  to  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 
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"The  case  of  the  Dublin  Police  is  not  quite 
the  same,  but  we  propose  the  same  conditions 
with  regard  to  the  Dublin  Police,  so  far,  at  least, 
as  the  terms  of  service  are  concernedi** 

He  further  said  that  there  would  be  no 
breach  of  continuity  in  the  administration 
with  regard  to  the  police,  and  later  on  in 
the  same  speech  he  said — 

*'  I  think  it  will  be  understood  from  what  I 
have  stated  that  the  Constabulary  would  remain 
under  the  present  terms  of  serrice,  and  under 
the  present  authority,  although  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  to  be  so  for  ever/* 

In  the  Bill  itself  there  was  no  proyision 
for  the  disband  ment  of  the  Force  by  a 
definite  and  fixed  time,  although  he  ad- 
mitted the  Bill  did  contemplate  that  the 
Force  was  to  be  reduced  gradually,  and 
its  place  was  to  be  taken  by  a  local  force, 
and  ultimately  that   it  was   to   be   dis- 
buided  altogether.    The  present  proposal, 
however,  was  that  by  a  definite  and  fixed 
dme  the  Force  should    be    disbanded; 
that  by  six  years  it  should  be  put  an  end 
to  altogether.     With  regard  to  the  Con- 
stabulary, the    right    hon.    Gentleman, 
when  he  introduced  the  present  Bill,  said 
rery  little  on  the  subject.     What  he  did 
say  was  that  the  principles  referring  to 
the    Constabulary    were  their    gradual, 
though  not  too   abrupt,  reduction,  and 
their    ultimate    dissolution     or    disap- 
pearance, and  in  his   speech    the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  again  referred  to  them 
as  a  remarkable  and  honourable  Force. 
The  present  Bill  proposed  to  abandon 
the  Force  within  a  statutable  period  of 
six  years,  and  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  of    subsequent  consequential 
Amendments,  was  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  no  arbitrary  period  fixed  such 
as  the  Bill  proposed,  and  he  thought  this 
was  a  suggestion  which    ought    to    be 
adopted  for  several  reasons.     In  the  first 
place,   he  did   not  think   it    would    be 
possible,  without  grave  injustice  to  a  very 
large  number  of  deserving  men,  to  dis- 
band    them   in  six   years,    or    without 
creating  so  large  a  pension  list,  in  order 
to  provide    compensation  for  them,   as 
neither  the  Irish    Government   nor  the 
English  Government  would  be  willing  to 
permit.     The   Bill   proposed   what    ap- 
peared on  the  face  of  it  a  fairly  liberal 
amount  in  dealing  with  these  men  as  a 
class  of  public  servants,  but  it  would  inflict 
very  serious  injustice  on  large  numbers  of 
them  individually.     Take  the  case  of  the 
officers.     Those  who  were  in  receipt  of 
£255  a  year  would  only  get  a  pension  of 


£93  ;  those  in  receipt  of  £237  a  pension 
of  £75 ;  and  those  in  receipt  of  £191  a 
pension  of  £48.     When  they  considered 
the    inconvenience    and     the     absolute 
cruelty    inflicted   upon  most    deserving 
officers  by  such  a  system  of  pensioning 
they  would  see  that,  however  fair  it  might 
be  on  the    whole,   it  would  inflict  the 
greatest  possible  injustice  on  many  of  them 
individually.     With  regard  to  the  men, 
it  appeared  from  the  Return  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  granted  on  his 
(Mr.   Bolton's)   Motion,  as   to  the  con- 
ditions   of    service    in  the   Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,   that   their  wages    varied 
I  from  a  little  under  £1  per  week  to  £2 
per  week  with  certain  allowances.   A  man 
who  joined  the  Force  at  about  21  years  of 
age,  and  had  served  something  like  10 
years,  would  appear  to  be  entitled  to  a 
pension,  under    the    scale    proposed,   of 
about  9s.  per  week.     At  30  years  of  age 
he  would  be  turned  out  into  the  world 
with   this  small  pension,  and   probably 
with  a  wife  and  family  dependent  upon 
him,  and  his  service  in  the  Police  Force 
would  probably,   to  some  extent,   have 
unfitted  him  for  going  to  learn  another 
occupation.     This  seemed  a  great  hard- 
ship.    The  object  of  his  referring  to  this 
pension  list  was  not  to  discuss   the  fair- 
ness or  unfairness  of  it,  but  to  suggest 
that  if  a  system  of  compulsory  disband- 
ment    was    carried    out  great    injustice 
would  be  inflicted  on  a  very  large  class  of 
deserving  and   worthy  men  unless    the 
pensions     were     very    much    increased. 
He  doubted    very  much    whether    they 
could    disband    something    like    15,000 
men  in  this  period  of  six  years.  If  the  men 
were  to  enter  into  the  local  force — ^which 
was   another    suggestion — in   any   large 
numbers  there  were  other  considerations 
bearing  upon  the  matter.  By  merging  large 
numbers  of  these  trained  and  disciplined 
men  into  the  local  force  they  would   be 
practically  handing  over  an  Army  to  the 
Irish  Government.      That  could  hardly 
have    been   intended;  therefore  it   must 
be  within  the  contemplation  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  a  large  number  of  these 
men  would  be  retired  and  dispensed  with. 
What     necessity     was   *  there    for    it  ? 
Why   should  not  the  present  police  re- 
main  under   the   control  of  the  Central 
Government  until  it  came  to  an  end  by 
resignations,    retirements,     and  deaths  ? 
Why  should  a  definite  period  be   fixed  ? 
It   was  admitted    to  be    an  honourable 
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and  good  Force,  which  was  doing  its 
duty.  The  greater  reason  for  retaining  it. 
Whj  could  not  an  arrangement  be  made 
by  which  a  Commission,  if  they  liked, 
should  be  constituted  which  should  be 
under  the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment, but  which  should  have  upon  it 
representatives  of  the  Irish  Government, 
so  that  the  Police  Force  might  remain 
until  it  gradually  died  out,  instead  of 
being  disbanded  in  this  arbitrary  and  unfair 
way,  which  would  work  great  injustice  to 
many  men,  do  no  good  whatever  to  the 
Irish  Government,  and  at  the  same  time 
be  absolutely  and  practically  unnecessary. 
He  knew  that  the  Irish  Members  made 
it  a  great  point  that  they  should  have 
control  of  the  police.  They  considered 
it  a  part  of  the  necessities  of  the  position 
that  in  order  to  preserve  peace,  order, 
and  good  government  in  Ireland  they 
should  have  control  of  the  police.  He 
would  suggest  that  sufficient  control  of  the 
police  might  be  given  in  some  modified 
form,  which  would  be  consistent  with 
the  preservation  of  that  Force  and  con- 
sistent with  a  longer  period  for  its  dis- 
bandment  than  the  definite  arbitrary 
period  of  six  years.  The  Government 
must  see  the  difficulty  of  disbanding 
the  Force  in  this  fixed  and  definite 
period.  The  suggestion  he  made  by  his 
Amendment  was  consistent  with  the 
real  requirements  of  local  government 
in  Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time  in 
accord  with  the  feeling  expressed 
by  the  Prime  Minister — namely,  that 
they  should  deal  with  this  Force 
with  the  greatest  possible  consideration. 
He  begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  16,  line  24,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  shall,"  and  insert  the  word  "  may."— (JlTr.  T,  H. 
Sol  ton,') 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  shall  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  appears  to  me  to  have 
mixed  in  his  speech,  though  not  in  his 
Amendment,  three  questions  which  are 
totally  distinct  the  one  from  the  other. 
The  first  is,  whether  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  local  control  of  the  Con- 
stabulary in  proportion  as  provision  is 
made  for  the  local  establishment  of 
police  in  different  places.  That  is  the 
first  question.  The  second  is,  whether 
a  term  ought  to  be  fixed  for  the  general 
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disbandment  of  the  Constabulary  Force  ; 
and  the  third  question  is,  whether 
the  scale  of  pensions  proposed  for  the 
members  of  that  Force  is  a  liberal  and 
proper  provision  or  not.  First  of  all, 
although  the  hon.  Member^s  speech  has 
been  pointed  to  two  other  questions,  the 
Amendment  now  moved  has  no  bearing 
at  all  upon  the  two  other  questions ;  and, 
secondly,  the  hon.  Member  himself 
appears  to  me  to  have  admitted — whether 
he  intended  it  or  not — that  he  had  no 
ground  whatever  for  the  present  Amend- 
ment. Why  ?  The  present  Amendment 
is  bringing  in  the  element  of  discretion 
into  the  clause,  and  we  are  asked  to  sub- 
stitute "  may  '*  for  "  shall."  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  has,  in  reading  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  clause,  stated 
to  the  House  that  the  element  of  discre- 
tion is  already  introduced  in  it. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  Only  during 
six  years. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  That 
is  quite  another  matter.  The  three 
questions  themselves  refer  to  a  part  of 
the  clause  that  has  no  reference  to  six 
years.  The  principle  that  where  suffi- 
cient provision  is  made  on  local  grounds 
for  a  local  police  there  the  Con- 
stabulary should  be  reduced  and  with- 
drawn is  a  principle  perfectly  indepen- 
dent of  the  question  whether  a  fixed 
term  shall  be  appointed  for  the  final  dis- 
bandment of  the  Force.  We  must  defer 
our  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Amendment  whatever,  until  the  proper 
time  comes  on  the  clause,  and  that  will 
be  no  great  hardship  to  the  hon.  Member^ 
as  he  will  be  in  the  happy  position  of 
already  having  discharged  himself  of  hi» 
speech.  The  element  of  discretion  i» 
already  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant^ 
and  if  he  considers  it  inexpedient,  then 
we  shall  not  deal  with  the  local  with- 
drawals. Still,  I  submit  it  is  most  reason- 
able to  give  local  control  of  the  police^ 
and  then,  having  imposed  on  the  Irish 
Authority,  independent  of  the  Local 
Authority,  the  duty  of  providing  for  the 
peace,  order,  and  good  government  of 
the  country,  they  ought  to  have  some 
control  over  the  Police  Authorities  hj 
which  that  peace,  order,  and  good  go- 
vernment ought  to  be  maintained.  I 
think,  whatever  becomes  of  the  general 
proposition,  that  this  Amendment  ought 
not  to  be  accepted. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  spoken,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  prohably  a  convenient 
occasion  to  discuss  the  hardships,  as  we 
think,  that  are  inflicted  upon  the  Irish 
Constabularj  bj  the  scale  of  pensions 
mentioned  in  the  Sixth  Schedule  to  the 
Act.  But  I  cannot  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  we  ought  to  allow 
these  words  to  pass  and  deal  with  the 
question  of  a  discretionary  termination  of 
the  police  at  a  later  stage,  because  it  is 
evident,  if  we  pass  the  word  "  shall,"  it 
will  not  be  competent  for  us  at  anj 
future  stage  of  the  discussion  upon  this 
clause  to  move  an  Amendment  bj  which 
it  shall  be  possible  to  direct  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  acting  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty,  to  say  whether  the  Police  Force 
shall  continue  to  be  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Read 
lines  31  and  32.  There  is  a  discretion 
there 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  accurate.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant*s  discretion  is  maintained 
in  these  lines  for  six  years  ;  therefore,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  wish  to  discuss  the  pro- 
priety of  allowing  a  permanent  discre- 
tion with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  continue 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  or  part  of 
it  after  the  term  of  six  years,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  that  question  should  be  raised 
upon  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Binning- 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  had 
one  main  question  which  he  wanted  to 
raise,  and  that  was  whether  or  not  there 
should  be  a  discretionary  power  after  six 
years  had  elapsed  with  regard  to  the 
keeping  or  disbanding  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary.  The  Prime  Minister  dealt 
with  other  matters,  such  as  the  hardship  of 
the  pension,  and  so  forth.  His  hon.  Friend 
distinctly  stated  that  he  only  mentioned 
the  question  of  the  pension  without  any 
intention  of  discussing  it  or  making  it 
part  of  his  argument.  His  main  question 
was  whether,  in  order  to  avoid  any  incon- 
venience or  extra  cost,  the  Government 
would  accept  an  Amendment  which 
would  extend  the  discretionary  power 
now  accorded  by  the  Bill  up  to  the  six 
jears  beyond  that  period.  That  was  the 
question  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 


not  replied  to,  and  perhaps  some  other 
Member  of  the  Government  would  do 
so. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
the  Amendment  was  of  no  effect  what- 
ever in  this  respect,  because  it  would 
still  leave  it  open  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  effect  withdrawals  of  the  Force.  When 
the  Committee  reached  the  proper  place 
in  the  Bill  for  discussing  the  six  years* 
term  he  should  be  prepared  to  explain  the 
views  of  the  Government. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  observed  that 
the  clause  itself  was  clear  and  definite 
that  the  Irish  Constabulary  should  be 
reduced  and  cease  to  exist ;  but  the  sub- 
sequent portion  of  the  enactment  was  a 
proviso  providing  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant should  not  be  required  or  compelled 
within  six  years  to  cause  the  Force  to 
cease  to  exist.  But  for  this  Proviso,  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant being  immediately  required  to  pro- 
ceed as  expeditiously  as  possible  to  reduce 
and  ultimately  extinguish  this  Force. 
The  Proviso  was  a  limitation  of  the 
full  scope  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  move  to  strike  out 
the  six  years'  provision  at  the  proper 
time,  which  was  not  now.  He  thought 
the  object  of  the  wording  as  it  stood  was 
perfectly  clear. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  had 
given  notice  to  move  a  subsequent 
Amendment ;  but  it  was  necessary,  as  a 
preliminary,  that  the  word  ''shall" 
should  be  converted  into  '*  may." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  evidently  laboured  under 
a  misapprehension.  The  discretion  was 
limited  by  these  words  as  they  stood,  and 
he  took  it  that  it  would  be  competent — 
he  did  not  say  it  would  be  done  or  that 
the  Chairman  would  consider  it  due  to 
himself  to  allow  it  to  be  put ;  but  it 
would  be  competent  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  move  to  strike  out 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Strike 
it  out  altogether. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that 
was  not  what  he  meant.  It  would  be  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  he  took 
it,  to  substitute  for  the  word  "  six  "  the 
figures  "999."  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
desired  to  leave  a  permanent  discretion 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  That  was, 
practically,  a  discretion  for  ever.  If  they 
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followed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  they  would  be  guilty  of 
an  abuse  which  would  not  be  consistent 
with  the  duty  of  the  Chairman. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  was 
understood  to  say  that  any  hon.  Member 
could  move  to  strike  out  any  words  in  the 
portion  of  the  clause  with  which  they 
were  dealing. 
•Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  (York,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  said,  the  discretion  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  disappear  with  the 
subject  of  it,  for  po  new  members  of  the 
Force  might  be  enrolled. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
«aid,  if  the  word  "  shall  *'  was  allowed  to 
remain  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  have 
a  discretion  in  one  sense,  but  he  must 
proceed  immediately  to  reduce  the  Con- 
stabulary Force.  They  would  see  that 
this  was  the  case  if  they  would  look  at 
the  Schedule.  When  it  was  certified 
that  the  local  force  had  been  established, 
then  the  Lord  Lieutenant  must  proceed 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Constabulary, 
and  within  six  months 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  would  direct  attention 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should 
read  the  words  commencing  "  by  reason." 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that — having  regard  to  the  withdrawal 
from  a  particular  locality.  If,  then,  the 
whole  of  Ireland  insisted  upon  the  re- 
tention of  the  Constabulary  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  have  no  discretion 
whatever.  But  if  there  was  with- 
drawal, then  he  would  be  bound  to 
proceed  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Force  so 
withdrawn,  which  would  be  an  Imperial 
Force.  He  would  not,  therefore,  have 
the  discretion  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  suggested,  and  which, 
apparently,  everyone  would  say  that  he 
should  have.  The  scheme  here  was  to 
reduce  an  Imperial  Force  ;  but  the  new 
Government  was  given  no  power  to 
create  a  Civil  Force  ;  and  so,  during  all 
the  six  years,  there  would  be  no  power, 
in  the  event  of  disturbances  in  Ireland 
calling  for  Imperial  intervention.  Even 
if  the  full  force  of  the  Constabulary  were 
necessary  for  dealing  with  such  disturb- 
ances, the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  have 
n  o  power  to  say  that  the  Force  should  be 
maintained  at  its  present  strength.  The 
result  was  obvious  to  anyone  who  studied 
the  question.     He  did  not  see  what  great 
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harm  could  be  done  by  the  substitution  of 
"  may  "  for  "  shall."  On  the  contrary, 
he  saw  that  the  word  "  may  "  would  give 
an  absolute  discretion  to  the  Imperial 
officer  in  Ireland.  He  would,  no  doubt, 
be  bound  to  act  from  time  to  time  in 
accordance  with  the  section  ;  but  he  would 
have  a  much  better  and  more  satisfactory, 
because  a  wider,  discretion  under  the 
term  of  the  Amendment  than  if  he  were 
bound  by  the  strict  discretion  which 
would  otherwise  be  imposed  upon  him. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he.  would 
refer  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
the  paragraph  which  he  had  indicated^ 
commencing  "  by  reason." 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  :  Is  that  an  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  it  was  not  an 
Amendment.  He  was  quoting  from  a 
paragraph  which  had  been  already  men- 
tioned. The  construction  of  the  words, 
as  the  Committee  would  see,  was  that,  so 
far  as  the  reduction  of  the  local  force 
went,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  bound 
to  make  it ;  but  there  might  be  a  reason 
in  the  mind  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  acting 
upon  which  he  would  not  reduce  it.  He 
was  not  now  speaking  of  withdrawal. 
There  might  be  cases  of  waste,  and  it 
might  be  that  circumstances  would  re- 
quire him  to  keep  a  certain  number  of 
men  at  headquarters  if,  to  his  judgment, 
it  seemed  that  they  might  be  wanted. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  the  instances  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
were  such  instances  as  they  wished  to 
provide  for  by  inserting  the  word  '*  may  ** 
instead  of  "  shall."  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  Lord  Lieutenant  mighty 
on  the  withdrawal,  proceed  to  disband 
the  members  of  the  Constabulary  Force,  if 
he  saw  no  reason  to  the  contrary.  But 
he  read  in  those  words  in  the  section. 
They  wished  to  give  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
a  discretion  if  he  saw  no  reason  to  the 
contrary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
based  his  case  on  a  consideration  of  what 
he  called  waste — that  was,  of  men  dying 
off.  If  he  was,  in  such  a  case,  to 
exercise  his  discretion  according  to 
the  meaning  of  the  word  '^ shall"  be 
would  proceed  to  act  in  tl^,  teeth  of  this 
very  section,  which  said  that  no  vacancies 
were  to  be  filled  up.  The  very  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
showed  the  propriety  of  the  Amendment. 
He  had  not  pointed  out  any  difficulty 
that  could  arise  from  the  insertion  of  the 
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and  under  circumstances  of  comparative 
political  tranquillity,  it  will  not  now  be 
suggested  that  the  police  of  Belfast 
should  be  placed  under  the  control  of  a 
Liocal  Authority  there,  because,  looking 
at  the  part  taken  by  the  Local  Authority 
in  connection  with  recent  political  pro- 
ceedings, I  should  suppose  that  if  they 
had  the  control  of  such  a  body  it  would 
be  used  against  them  instead  of  in  support 
of  them.  In  the  City  of  Derry,  where 
there  is  a  restricted  franchise,  owing 
partly  to  religious  reasons,  more  than 
half  of  the  people  are  shut  out  from 
representation  on  the  Council.  The 
force  cannot  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  Corporation.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  counties,  there  are  no  Local 
Authorities  in  existence.  I  suppose  it  is 
not  suggested  that  the  Grand  Juries 
should  have  control  of  the  police.  I 
suppose  no  one  would  say  that  it  would 
tend  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  to  give  the 
control  of  the  police  into  the  hands  of 
the  landlords.  Grand  Juries  are  not 
continuing  Bodies.  They  meet  iot  the 
discharge  of  fiscal  and  criminal  functions 
twice  a  year,  and  are  then  discharged.  It 
is  obvious,  then,  that  you  cannot  establish 
local  police  forces  under  Local  Au- 
thorities until  the  Local  Authorities  are 
established.  A  Bill  to  establish  Local 
Authorities  upon  a  democratic  basis, 
passed  by  the  Irish  Assembly,  would 
probably  be  vetoed  by  the  Second 
Chamber  elected  on  a  £20  franchise,  or 
hung  up  under  the  suspensory  arrange- 
ment for  four  years.  After  that  time 
we  might  proceed  with  the  Bill,  but 
it  might  take  four  more  years  to  pass, 
so  that  it  might  not  be  until  eight  years 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  that  we 
would  be  able  to  begin  the  process  of 
placing  the  police  under  the  Local 
Authorities.  The  intention  is  that  this 
process  should  continue  during  the  next 
six  years.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  once  the  Irish  Government 
gets  into  office  it  should  begin  to  form 
local  police  forces ;  and  that,  as  that 
force  is  established,  the  Constabulary 
should  be  withdrawn  and  reduced.  I 
have  shown  you,  I  think  conclusively, 
that  there  are  no  means  of  entering  upon 
this  process;  that  there  is  no  Local 
Body  to  take  up  these  functions,  and  that 
half  a  dozen  or  eight  years  may  elapse 
before  Local  Authorities  can  be  estab- 
lished and  arrangements  made  to  put  the 


local  police  forces  under  their  control. 
Therefore,  you  will  subject  yourselves 
and  Ireland  to  heavy  pecuniary  liability, 
because  if  you  do  not  dissolve  the  Con- 
stabulary within  six  years  you  will  have 
to  pay  one-third  of  the  cost ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  you  refuse  to  allow  us 
a  working  scheme  by  which  we  can  pro- 
ceed to  establish  a  Civil  Force,  Ireland  will 
be  forced  into  the  liability  of  paying  two- 
thirds  of  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  as  long  as  it  remains  in  existence, 
which  will  be  a  heavy  burden  to  us.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  what  you  give  with 
one  hand  you  take  away  with  the  other. 
It  is  no  use  to  say  you  give  to  Ireland 
the  power  of  establishing  local  police 
forces  if  you  attach  to  it  the  condition 
that  it  is  to  be  governed  by  Local 
Authority,  for  certainly  a  number  of 
years  must  elapse  before  the  machinery 
of  Local  Government  in  Ireland  can  be 
perfected.  Now,  what  about  the  question 
of  pay  and  cootrol  ?  The  Civil  Forces  in 
Ireland  are  to  be  paid  from  the  Public 
Revenue  by  money  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose. Is  it  really  intended  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  shall  pay  the  police  and 
shall  not  control  the  police,  and  that  the 
Local  Authorities  in  Ireland  shall  control 
them  though  they  do  not  pay  them  ?  Pay: 
and  control  must  go  together.  The  Irish 
Police,  since  they  were  established  60 
years  ago,  have  always  been  paid  out  of 
Public  Revenue,  and  not  out  of  any  local 
rate,  and  I  think  it  will  take  some  con- 
siderable time  to  reconcile  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  paying  the  police  out  of  local 
rates,  especially  whilst  there  is  a  National 
Revenue  for  the  purpose.  You  intend 
to  oblige  the  Irish  Government  putting 
the  police  under  Local  Authorities  from 
the  first.  I  have  shown  that  that  is^ 
impossible.  You  intend  that  the  Irish 
Government'  should  pay  and  not  control 
the  police,  and  that  the  Local  Bodies 
should  control  and  not  pay.  I  ask  any 
hon.  Member  whether  any  such  system 
of  division  between  paymaster  and  con- 
troller would  be  likely  to  produce 
economy  or  efficiency  in  the  Service  ?  I 
submit  that  it  ought  to  be  clearly  ex<i 
pressed  in  the  Act  that  the  Irish  Govern 
ment  should  have,  in  the  first  instance^ 
power  to  establish  a  police  force  without 
laying  upon  them  the  necessity  of  putting 
them  under  Local  Authorities.  But 
even  if  the  machinery  were  perfect ;  if 
there  were  no  National  Revenue  for  the 
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leave  it  open  for  some  hon.  Member  to 
move  to  substitute  for  the  term  now 
named  some  other  period  of  time — 999 
years,  if  they  liked — but  that  would  make 
the  clause  look  ludicrous.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  thrown  no  light  on  the 
subject  at  all.  What  they  desired  was 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  have  it 
in  his  discretion  for  all  time  to  come  to 
retain  the  Constabulary  if  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  composition  or  relia- 
bility of  the  local  force.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant,  for  instance,  might  be  of 
opinion  that,  as  the  local  force  would  be 
composed  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  Nationalist  interest,  they  would 
not  be  reliable  for  Imperial  purposes. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  an 
Imperial  officer,  and  he  might  feel 
himself  called  upon  to  retain  the  Con- 
stabulary in  the  Imperial  interest. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  said,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  intention  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  have  a  number  of  men  as  a  force  at 
headquarters,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
insert  the  word  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  when  he 
referred  to  headquarters,  he  did  not  mean 
Dublin.  He  meant  headquarters  in 
different  parts  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said,  he  quite  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  mean  that.  It  was  clear, 
however,  that  there  would  be  no  power, 
as  the  matter  stood,  to  retain  men  who 
had  been  withdrawn  from  the  stations, 
say,  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  They  could 
not  keep  such  men  elsewhere — in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  for  instance.  But  they 
would  be  able  to  do  that  if  they  inserted 
the  word  "  may." 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
the  difficulty  in  which  the  Committee 
were  placed  was  due  entu^ly  to  the 
change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Within  only  the  last  few 
days  a  practically  new  Schedule  had  been 
substituted  for  the  one  first  presented 
with  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  it  was 
alike  unfair  and  inconvenient  that,  with 
a  measure  of  this  magnitude  and  com- 
plexity of  detail,  the  Government  should 
at  the  last  minute  introduce  important 
changes  in  the  Schedule  relating  to  the 
Irish  Police.  In  the  circumstances,  the 
Committee  hardly  knew  where  they 
were,  and  there  was  not  sufficient  time 

Mr,  Rentoul 


for  adequate  discussion  to  make  the 
matter  clear.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Chairman  whether  the  Committee  could 
act  on  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister — that  if  the  word  "  shall  "  was 
left  in  it  would  be  competent  to  move  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  until  the  expira- 
tion of  six  years  from  the  appointed 
day  ?  "  It  seemed  '  to  him  that  if  the 
one  word  was  retained  the  others  must 
be  retained  also,  otherwise  the  clause 
would  be  rendered  contradictory. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  word 
"  shall "  be  left  in,  I  see  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  competent  to  move  to 
leave  out  the  words  referred  to. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  in  that  case 
they  could  provide  that,  notwithstanding 
anything  in  this  Act,  it  would  be  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant^s  power  to  retain  the 
Constabulary  Force.  That  being  so,  he 
should  reserve  the  remarks  he  had  to 
make  until  the  opportunity  offered  for 
moving  in  that  direction. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham, 
E.)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken  has  shown  how  the  word 
^^  shall "  came  into  the  clause.  As  the 
Government  originally  drew  the  Schedule 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  bound  to  reduce 
the  numbers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary on  local  police  forces  being 
established.  The  Government  have  now 
altered  their  Schedule,  and  intend  to  leave 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  discretionary  power. 
That  being  so,  the  word  ''shall  '*  becomes 
totally  inapplicable  to  the  clause.  The 
clause  contains  two  provisions — one  for 
a  gradual  reduction,  and  the  other  for 
the  ultimate  cessation  of  the  existence  of 
the  Police  Force.  The  clause  gives  dis- 
cretion as  to  the  ultimate  cessation,  but 
gives  no  discretion  as  to  the  gradual  re- 
duction. This  construction  of  the  clause 
is  emphasised  and  made  inevitable  if  you 
keep  in  the  word  "shall." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  mis-states  the 
case.  The  clause  provides  that  as  the 
gradual  organisation  of  the  local  police 
forces  goes  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with 
the  qualification  of  the  Proviso  respecting 
the  cessation  of  the  Constabulary,  shall 
order  the  reduction  of  the  Force. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  stated  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  be  that  the  gradual  re- 
duction shall  not  be  compulsory  on  the 
Lord  Lieutenant. 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  I  said  was 
diat  jou  are  not  to  suppose  that  each 
particuUr  withdrawal  is  to  be  necessarily 
within  six  months  accompanied  bj  a  cor- 
responding reduction. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  quite  agree. 
That  is  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
said.  The  reduction  is  not  to  be 
compulsory  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  consequence  of  the  withdrawal, 
but  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  to  act 
as  the  requirements  of  the  Force  in 
other  parts  of  Ireland  make  it  proper  for 
him  to  act.  The  Sixth  Schedule  more  or 
less  roughly  indicates  that  view  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  word  '^  shall  **  becomes 
totally  inappropriate. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  We 
do  not  impose  upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
4he  necessity  of  reduction. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  If  you  do  not 
mean  to  lay  an  obligation  on  him,  why 
do  you  say  he  "  shall "  reduce  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  278  ; 
Noes  246.— (Division  List,  No.  229.) 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) moved  to  leave  out  from 
^  shall,**  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  and 
to  insert — 

**  Cease  to  exist  three  months  from  the  daj 
vhen  this  Act  comes  into  force,  and  every 
officer  and  constable  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
sach  sum  as  he  woald  have  earned  as  gratuity 
m  pension  if  ten  years  had  been  added  to  his 
actual  service,  and  such  further  sum  as  may  be 
considered  equitable  for  loss  of  pay  and  allow- 
ances, and  prospects  of  promotion  and  higher 
pension. 

**  All  pensions  of,  and  gratuities  to,  persons 
retired  imder  this  section  shall  be  paid  by  the 
Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  the 
extra  compensation  granted  for  compulsory  re- 
tirement and  loss  of  prospects  shall  be  recovered 
from  the  Irish  Exchequer.  In  the  event  of  any 
di&rence  of  opinion  as  to  the  compensation 
awarded,  it  shall  be  settled  by  a  Judge  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  England." 

He  said  it  was  well-known  that  the 
Royal  Lrish  Constabulary  had  been  en- 
gaged on  many  occasions  in  trying  to 
put  a  stop  to  a  state  of  disorder  due  to 
the  operations  of  the  National  League 
and  the  Flan  of  Campaign.  It  had  been 
said  that  Unionists  acted  as  though  they 
thought  the  Irish  Legislature  would  be 
composed  of  lunatics.  He  had  not  gone 
on  that  assumption  at  all,  but  he  thought 
it  very  likely  that  a  large  number  of  the 
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Members  of  the  Executive  would  be  men 
who  were  members  of  the  National 
League,  or  who  had  had  to  do  with 
illegal  combinations  in  Ireland.  That 
being  so,  the  Constabulary  would  be 
under  the  orders  of  those  with 
whom  it  had  been  brought  into 
collision  in  the  past.  The  officers 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
had  asked  the  Government  to  be  allowed 
to  resign  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  becoming 
law,  and  they  were  willing  to  sacrifice 
something  Jn  order  to  have  the  option  of 
retiring.  All  he  desired  was  that  both 
officers  and  constables  should  have  the 
option  of  leaving  the  Force.  It  was  well- 
known  that  the  Irish  Constabulary  was  one 
of  the  finest  bodies  in  the  whole  world.  No 
doubt  some  of  them  might  be  willing  to 
serve  under  an  Irish  Grovernment,  and 
the  Irish  Government  might  be  willing 
to  retain  their  services.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who,  whilst  he 
treated  his  opponents  in  the  House  very 
fairly,  naturally  looked  at  the  question 
from  a  different  point  of  view,  thought 
that  as  soon  as  the  Bill  came  into  force 
Ireland  would  be  a  heaven.  He  (Gene- 
ral Goldsworthy)  did  not  think  that 
would  be  the  case.  The  members  of 
the  Constabulary  did  not  think  so  either; 
and  as  many  of  them  would  not  feel 
themselves  in  a  position  to  serve  under 
the  Irish  Government,  he  contended  that 
they  ought  to  be  liberally  dealt  with. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature would  be  above  the  average  of 
human  nature  ;  and,  that  being  so, 
some  of  the  members  of  the  Force  might 
undoubtedly  find  their  lives  unbearable 
if  they  remained  in  it  after  the  Irish 
Government  was  constituted.  They 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  able  to  retire  on 
terms  which  would  be  sufficient  to  com- 
pensate them  for  having  their  whole 
prospects  in  life  destroyed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Page  16,  line  24,  leave  out  from  '<  shall,"  to 
end  of  Clause,  and  insert  "cease  to  exist 
three  months  from  the  day  when  this  Act  comes 
into  force,  and  every  officer  and  constable  shall 
be  entitled  to  receive  such  sum  as  he  would 
have  earned  as  gratuity  or  pension  if  ten  years 
had  been  added  to  his  actual  service,  and  such 
further  sum  as  may  be  considered  equitable  for 
loss  of  pay  and  allowances,  and  prospects  of  pro- 
motion and  higher  pension. 

**  All  pensions  of,  and  gratuities  to,  persons 
retired  under  this  section  shall  be  paid  by  the 
Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  the 
extra  compensation   granted   for  compulsory 
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retirement  and  loss  of  prospects  shall  be  re- 
covered from  the  Irish  Exchequer.  In  the  event 
of  any  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  compen- 
sation awarded,  it  shall  be  settled  by  a  Judge 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  England." — 
(^Gent-ral  Uoldtworthy.) 

QuestioD  proposed,  "That  tbe  words 
'  when  and  as '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Tbe  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  made  a  very 
•traightforward  speech,  as  he  always 
does,  and  I  think  he  always  acts  in  good 
faith  in  these  matters.  I  think,  however, 
his  Amendment  is  one  which  he  can 
hardly  expect  the  Committee  to  accept. 
Its  effect,  if  it  were  adopted,  would  be 
that  at  the  end  of  three  months  the 
whole  of  Ireland  might  be  left  completely 
without  police.  I  have  a  very  good 
opinion  of  the  Irish  Police,  and  a  very 


and  gallant  Gentleman^s  proposal  is  that 
he  should  have  all  rights  to  a  pension 
even  if  he  retired,  and,  by  so  doing, 
placed  the  Government  in  a  most  serious 
position.  He  says  that  apparently  we 
want  to  get  rid  of  the  Hoyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  but  that  is  not  our 
desire 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  :  I  did 
not  say  that. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  we  hope 
and  expect — ^what  I,  for  my  part,  confi- 
dently expect — is  that  by  far  the  greater 
number  of  this  splendid  Force  will  be 
perfectly  ready  to  serve  in  the  local  forces. 
I  have  heard  a  great  deal,  directly  and 
indirectly,  of  the  tone  that  has  prevailed 
amongst  the  Constabulary  during  this 
very  trying  time  ;  but,  so  far  as  I  can 
gather,  there  is  no  general  disposition  on 


hopeful  opinion   of  Ireland.     The  hon.    the  part  of  the  men  to  leave  Ireland  or 


and  gallant  Gentleman  says  I  have 
stated  that  if  the  Bill  passes  Ireland  will 
become  a  perfect  heaven.  I  have  never 
taken  such  a  hopeful  view  as  that,  and 
still  less  should  I  say  that  Ireland  should 
be  the  first  country  in  the  world  which 
should  try  to  do  entirely  without  police. 
The  scale  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  proposes  is  too  vague  for 
us  to  act  upon ;  and  if  we  were  to  take 
so  large  and  liberal  a  view  of  the  claims 
of  the  memliers  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  we  should  land  the  Irish 
Grovemment  in  a  most  formidable  finan- 
cial difficulty.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  says  we  ought  at  least  to  give 
the  officers  and  men  of  the  Consta- 
bulary a  right  to  resign.  That  is  all 
very  well.  No  doubt  we  have  given 
Buoh  a  right  to  the  Civil  servants ;  but 
surely  everybody  must  see  the  enormous 
difference  between  a  semi-military  Force 
of  this  kind,  to  which  the  State  looks 
for  the  performance  of  important  duties 
indispensable  to  the  maintenance  of 
order,  and  the  members  of  the  Civil  Service. 
I  have  not  heard  that  there  is  likely  to 
be  any  serious  desire  in  the  minds  of  the 
members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
to  retire.  Certain  representations  have 
been  made,  and  I  have  had  the  advantage 
of  hearing  representatives  of  the  officers 
and  men,  and,  from  the  information 
which  has  been  put  before  me,  I  do  not 
think  that  in  any  large  numbers  they 
would  use  the  right  to  retire*  No  doubt 
a  constable  may  resign,  but  that  would 
affect  his  right  to  a  pension.     The  hon. 


the  Public  Service.  No  doubt  some  of 
them  will  not  choose  to  be  transferred, 
and  they  will  probably  come  over  to 
England  or  Scotland  and  be  absorbed  into 
the  English  or  Scotch  Forces.  It  would 
be  a  hardship  to  them  if  there  was  no 
pension ;  but  it  cannot  be  said  that  their 
services  would  not  be  availed  of,  and 
would  not  bo  at  a  premium,  in  any 
English-speaking  country.  As  to  all 
that  has  been  said  about  the  splendid 
services  of  these  men — their  loyalty  and 
steadiness — any  compliment  of  that  sort 
from  me  would  be  common-place.  I  do 
not  think  the  Committee  will  expect  me  to 
say  more  than  that  I  cordially  agree  with 
every  word  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber has  said  as  to  the  character  of  these 
men. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  would  bo 
impossible  to  listen  to  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  without  sympathising 
with  the  motive  which  has  animated 
him  in  moving  his  Amendment.  I  go 
further,  and  say  that  if  this  Amendment 
were  in  the  proper  or  most  convenient 
place,  I  should  feel  disposed  to  vote  for 
his  proposal,  or  some  modification  of  it. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  the  Government  is  a  very 
one-sided  one.  Though,  no  doubt,  some 
precautions  should  be  taken  against  the 
catastrophe  to  society  which  would  be 
involved  in  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man called  '^a  general  strike"  of  the 
police,  but  which  I  should  prefer  to  oall 
a  general  resignation,  still  I  think  that 
the    Schedule    which   leaves  it   in  tbe 
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power  of  the  Government,  and  the  Go- 
remment  alone,  to  determine  whether 
these  men  should  be  required  to  continue 
service  under  totally  new  masters  is  a 
very  one-sided  arrangement.  It  ought 
to  be  discussed,  but  I  think  the  proper 
place  to  discuss  it  is  on  the  Schedule. 

Ad.  hon.  Member  :  You  will  not  have 
an  opportunity. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  looking 
at  the  matter  from  the  point  of  view  of 
general  order,  and  not  of  the  peculiar 
circumstances  under  which  we  endeavour 
to  carry  on  our  Debates.  But  the  reason 
I  would  press  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
not  to  press  his  Amendment  is  drawn 
from  the  duty  we  owe  not  merely  to 
Irishmen  and  Irish  society,  but  principally 
to  the  loyctl  minority.  If  on  a  given  day 
lU  the  loyal  minority  in  the  whole  South 
West  of  Ireland  are  left  without  any 
fonn  of  protection  I  do  not  think  the 
hoo.  and  gallant  Member  would  contem- 
plate with  equanimity  what  the  results 
would  be. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  should  like  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment, though  it  was  possible  that  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would,  in  defer- 
ence to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  see 
fit  to  withdraw  it.  He  had  great  ex- 
perience of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
Iwy — extending  over  a  number  of  years 
—and  he  was,  therefore,  acquainted  with 
the  physique,  morale^  and  discipline  of 
the  men.  As  to  the  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police,  they  were  some  of  the 
finest  men  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
Ukj  one  of  them  would  cut  up  into 
two  Guardsmen  such  as  they  saw  about 
the  streets  of  London.  His  object  in 
npporting  the  Amendment  was  to  pro- 
test against  the  disastrous  policy  of 
loping  the  Force  in  a  state  of  suspended 
Animation  for  six  years.  If  the  Govern- 
iQent  wanted  to  disband  them,  why  did 
they  not  do  it  at  once  by  a  guillotining 
process  such  as  they  had  applied  to  the 
diuses  of  the  Bill  ?  The  men  would 
then  know  what  was  before  them. 

General  GOLDS  WORTHY  ap- 
pealed to  the  Prime  Minister  to  see  whe- 
ther some  means  could  not  be  found  to 
pwmde  for  special  cases,  both  of  officers 
•odmen. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  special  cases  would 


be  favourably  considered  by  the  Viceroy 
when  they  arose. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  thought 
that  unless  pensions  were  made  for  the 
men  who  might  wish  to  retire  great  hard- 
ship would  be  inflicted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name — 
namely,  in  line  24,  after  "  as,"  to  leave 
out  "  local,"  and  I  have  to  submit  in 
connection  with  it  some  considerations 
which,  I  think,  will  be  found  closely 
pertinent  to  the  practical  working  of  the 
scheme.  I  say  I  propose  to  leave  the 
word  *' local"  out  of  the  second  line  of 
the  clause.  May  I  ask  the  Committee 
to  attend  to  the  first  sentence  of  the 
clause  ?     It  runs — 

"(1.)  The  forces  of  the  Royal  Irish  CJon 
stabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  shall, 
when  and  as  local  police  forces  are  from  time  to 
time  established  iu  Ireland  in  accordance  with 
the  Sixth  Schedule  to  this  Act,  be  gradually 
reduced  and  ultimately  cease  to  exist  as  men- 
tioned in  that  Schedule/* 

In  these  few  words  we  are  twice  referred 
to  the  Schedule,  and  when  we  turn  to 
the  Schedule  we  find  in  the  first  article — 

**  Such  local  police  forces  shall  be  established 
under  such  Local  Authorities  and  for  such 
oounties,  municipal  boroughs,  or  other  larger 
areas  as  may  be  provided  by  Irish  Act." 

Now,  although  this  clause  refers  only 
incidentally  to  the  establishment  of  new 
police  forces — because  the  real  object  of 
this  part  of  the  clause  is  to  provide  for 
the  reduction  and  disbandment  of  the 
present  forces — yet  I  apprehend  that  the 
clause  and  the  article  in  the  Schedule 
taken  together  may  be  considered  to 
exhaust  the  authority  on  this  subject^ 
and  to  provide  that  there  shall  be  no 
police  forces  established  in  Ireland  under 
any  circumstances,  except  the  local  police 
forces  referred  to  in  the  clause  and 
described  in  the  Schedule — that  there 
shall,  in  the  first  place,  be  no  police 
force,  except  a  local  police  force ;  and 
that,  in  the  second  place,  that  local  police 
force  shall  be  under  local  authority* 
I  shall  submit  to  the  Committee  that  it 
is  doubtful  whether  such  a  provisioni 
properly  construed,  would  be  adequate  to 
the  effectual  government  of  the  country  ; 
and,  first,  we  have  to  consider  that  Uie 
language  of  this  Act  will  hereafter  have 
to  be  borne  in  mind  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant  when  an  Irish  Bill  comes  before 
him  in  connection  with  the  question  of 
veto.  The  language  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered afterwards  bj  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  ques- 
tion of  ultra  viresy  and  it  is  essential 
that  there  shall  be  no  dispute  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  language  used,  or,  at  any 
rate,  as  far  as  provision  can  secure  it, 
that  there  shall  be  no  language  in  the 
Act  which  will  cause  confusion  hereafter. 
The  Committee  is  aware  of  the  general 
outline  of  the  scheme  for  bringing  about 
the  change  in  the  police  in  Ireland. 
It  consists,  firstly,  in  the  establishment 
of  police  in  Ireland  by  the  Executive 
Government  there,  and  then  on  the  with- 
drawal and  reduction  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  in  a  proportionate  degree,  and  it  is 
•hoped,  no  doubt,  that  the  transfer  of  men 
to  the  local  Civil  police  will  help  to 
flmooth  the  accomplishment  of  this  new 
.and  very  important  proposition.  I  may 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  provision 
in  the  Bill  in  1886  was  not  quite  identical 
with  this  Bill,  because  whilst  the  Bill  of 
1886  provided  that  the  Constabulary  as  it 
existed  should  be  an  Imperial  Force, 
there  was  a  provision  that  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police,  after  two  years, 
should  be  taken  over  by^Irbh  Act ;  and 
there  was  also  a  provision  not  only  for 
the  establishment  of  police  forces  in 
counties  and  boroughs  under  Local 
Authorities,  but  also  for  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  police  reserves.  For 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of 
police  reserves  there  is  no  direct  and 
explicit  provision  in  the  present  Bill. 
The  occurrence  of  these  words  in  the 
Bill  of  1886  with  regard  to  the  establish- 
ment of  local  police  forces  led  to 
considerable  discussion,  and  the  idea 
used  to  be  that  it  might  be  prac- 
ticable to  transfer  the  Constabulary  with 
some  modification  of  their  character 
to  the  new  authority.  A  couple  of 
years  ago  we  inquired  of  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  intended  to  insert  a 
provision  in  the  Home  Rule  Bill  pro- 
viding for  a  Constabulary  Force,  and  with 
certain  modifications  in  its  character  and 
numbers  as  might  be  deemed  necessary 
to  be  transferred  to  the  new  Executive, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied 
that  be  had  no  desire  to  exempt  the 
police  of  Ireland  in  its  final  form  from 
th^  ultimate  control  of  an  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body  ;  and,  further,  that  the  com- 
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plete  organisation  of  a  Civil  police  to 
take  the  place  of  the  present  Force  ought 
not  to  take  place  before  a  period  of  five 
years.  Thereferenoe  there  was  to  the  Civil 
Force.  Now,  if  we  come  to  consider  the 
language  of  the  Bill,  I  say  that  the 
language  might  be  held  to  be  open  to 
the  construction  that  under  Clause  30 
the  only  power  which  the  Irish  Parliament 
will  have  will  be  the  power  to  establish 
local  police  forces  and  to  place  them 
under  Local  Authorities.  The  new  police 
forces  in  Ireland  will  have  to  be,  at  least 
to  some  extent,  embodied  before  the  ex- 
isting forces  can  be  reduced.  And  upon 
the  question  of  transfer,  which  is  one  of 
great  importance,  I  have  to  ask  whether 
it  will  not  be  necessary  that  the  transfer 
of  men  from  the  Constabulary  Force  to 
the  Force  which  is  to  succeed  it  must  not 
be  effected  between  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment on  the  one  hand  and  the  Irish 
Executive  on  the  other  ?  I  apprehend 
that  unless  there  is  one  authority  to  act 
for  all  Ireland  on  the  question  of  the 
transfer,  if  the  Imperial  Government 
were  to  be  obliged  to  deal  with  Local 
Bodies,  either  in  the  counties  or  boroughs 
of  Ireland,  that  the  economy  and  efficiency 
under  which  the  arrangement  might 
otherwise  be  conducted  would  be  lost. 
May  I  impress  upon  the  Committee  the 
fact  that  there  are  at  present  in  Ireland 
no  Local  Authorities  to  take  over  these 
important  functions  ?  There  are,  indeed. 
Corporations  in  the  boroughs.  But  with 
regard  to  Dublin,  I  suppose  it  would  not 
be  urged  that  the  police  should  not  be 
otherwise  than  under  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  country,  and  I  ap- 
prehend that  for  some  years  the  police 
in  Dublin  would  remain  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Executive  Government,  and 
I  have  no  reason  to  know  that  the 
citizens  of  Dublin  are  disposed  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  burden  of  main- 
taining a  local  police  force  in  the  city. 
With  regard  to  Belfast,  the  Committee 
has  not  forgotten  that  there  was  a  local 
police  force  there  up  to  30  years  ago ; 
and  in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
local  police  force  in  the  riots,  and  in 
consequence  of  the  action  of  the  Cor- 
poration in  the  control  of  that  force, 
upon  a  Report  of  a  Royal  Conmiission, 
the  local  force  was  disbanded  and  dis- 
solved, and  a  force  under  the  control  of  the 
Executive  Government  substituted.  That 
having  happened  in  the  present  generation 
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and  under  circumstances  of  comparative 
political  tranquillity,  it  will  not  now  be 
suggested  that  the  police  of  Belfast 
should  be  placed  under  the  control  of  a 
Local  Authority  there,  because,  looking 
at  the  part  taken  by  the  Local  Authority 
in  connection  with  recent  political  pro- 
ceedings, I  should  suppose  that  if  they 
had  the  control  of  such  a  body  it  would 
be  used  against  them  mstead  of  in  support 
of  them.  In  the  City  of  Derry,  where 
there  is  a  restricted  franchise,  owing 
partly  to  religious  reasons,  more  than 
half  of  the  people  are  shut  out  from 
representation  on  the  Council.  The 
force  cannot  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  Corporation.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  counties,  there  are  no  Local 
Authorities  in  existence.  I  suppose  it  is 
not  suggested  that  the  Grand  Juries 
should  have  control  of  the  police.  I 
suppose  no  one  would  say  that  it  would 
tend  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  to  give  the 
control  of  the  police  into  the  hands  of 
the  landlords.  Grand  Juries  are  not 
continuing  Bodies.  They  meet  fof  the 
discharge  of  fiscal  and  criminal  functions 
twice  a  year,  and  are  then  discharged.  It 
is  obvious,  then,  that  you  cannot  establish 
local  police  forces  under  Local  Au- 
thorities until  the  Local  Authorities  are 
established.  A  Bill  to  establish  Local 
Authorities  upon  a  democratic  basis, 
passed  by  the  Irish  Assembly,  would 
probably  be  vetoed  by  the  Second 
Chamber  elected  on  a  £20  franchise,  or 
hung  up  under  the  suspensory  arrange- 
ment for  four  years.  After  that  time 
we  might  proceed  with  the  Bill,  but 
it  might  take  four  more  years  to  pass, 
so  that  it  might  not  be  until  eight  years 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  that  we 
would  be  able  to  begin  the  process  of 
placing  the  police  under  the  Local 
Authorities.  The  intention  is  that  this 
process  should  continue  during  the  next 
six  years.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  once  the  Irish  Government 
gets  into  office  it  should  begin  to  form 
local  police  forces;  and  that,  as  that 
force  is  established,  the  Constabulary 
should  be  withdrawn  and  reduced.  I 
have  shown  you,  I  think  conclusively, 
that  there  are  no  means  of  entering  upon 
this  process;  that  there  is  no  Local 
Body  to  take  up  these  functions,  and  that 
half  a  dozen  or  eight  years  may  elapse 
before  Local  Authorities  can  be  estab- 
lished and  arrangements  made  to  put  the 


local  police  forces   under  their  control. 
Therefore,  you   will   subject  yourselves 
and  Ireland  to  heavy  pecuniary  liability, 
because  if  you  do  not  dissolve  the  Con- 
stabulary within  six  years  you  will  have 
to  pay  one-third  of   the  cost ;   and,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  you  refuse  to  allow  us 
a  working  scheme  by  which  we  can  pro- 
ceed to  establish  a  Civil  Force,  Ireland  will 
be  forced  into  the  liability  of  paying  two- 
thirds  of  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  as  long  as  it  remains  in  existence, 
which  will  be  a  heavy  burden  to  us.     I 
say,  therefore,  that  what  you  give  with 
one  hand  you  take  away  with  the  other. 
It  is  no  use  to  say  you  give  to  Ireland 
the   power  of   establishing   local   police 
forces  if  you  attach  to  it  the  condition 
that   it   is   to   be    governed    by    Local 
Authority,   for    certainly   a   number    of 
years  must  elapse  before  the  machinery 
of  Local  Government  in  Ireland  can  be 
perfected.    Now,  what  about  the  question 
of  pay  and  control  ?    The  Civil  Forces  in 
Ireland  are  to  be  paid  from  the  Public 
Revenue  by  money  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose. Is  it  really  intended  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  shall  pay  the  police  and 
shall  not  control  the  police,  and  that  the 
Local  Authorities  in  Ireland  shall  control 
them  though  they  do  not  pay  them  ?   Pay^ 
and  control  must  go  together.     The  Irish 
Police,  since   they  were   established  60 
years  ago,  have  always  been  paid  out  of 
Public  Revenue,  and  not  out  of  any  local 
rate,  and  I  think  it  will  take  some  con- 
siderable time  to  reconcile  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  paying  the  police  out  of  local 
rates,  especially  whilst  there  is  a  National 
Revenue  for  the  purpose.      You  intend 
to  oblige  the  Irish  Government  putting 
the  police  under  Local  Authorities  from 
the   first.      I  have  shown  that   that   is^ 
impossible.     You  intend  that  the  Irish 
Government'  should  pay  and  not  control 
the   police,   and  that  the   Local   Bodies 
should  control  and  not  pay.     I  ask  any 
hon.  Member  whether  any  such  system 
of  division  between  paymaster  and  con- 
troller   would     be     likely    to    produce 
economy  or  efficiency  in  the  Service  ?    I 
submit  thlit  it  ought  to  be  clearly  ex-« 
pressed  in  the  Act  that  the  Irish  Govern 
ment  should  have,  in  the  first  instance^ 
power  to  establish  a  police  force  without 
laying  upon  them  the  necessity  of  putting 
them    under    Local    Authorities.      But 
even  if  the  machinery  were  perfect ;  if 
there  were  no  National  Revenue  for  the 
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pajineut  of  the  police  the  day  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  I  saj  that  as  the  Act 
coufides  to  the  Irish  Legislature  the 
power  of  making  laws  for  the  p^ace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland, 
the  Irish  Execucive  will  be  responsible 
for  that  peace,  order,  and  good  govern- 
ment. I  think  it  would  be  forgetting 
the  facts  of  historj  and  ignoring  the 
facts  of  the  present  time  if  we  were  to 
take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive the  function  of  preserving  peace, 
order,  and  good  government,  and  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  Local  Authorities  who 
maj  be  either  unwilling  or  incompetent 
to  discharge  it.  Do  jou  know  what  has 
happened  in  Ulster  ?  The  Local 
Authorities  there,  constituted  as  they 
have  been  for  some  time,  will  not  be 
well-affected  towards  the  Government. 
Political  tranquillity  may  not  follow  from 
the  adoption  of  Home  Rule. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Hear,  hear  I 

Mr.    SEXTON:    Yes;    there    may 
be    times    of    distuibance,   and    I    say 
that     the     power     to     keep    order    in 
Ireland  should   be  given  to  those  upon 
whom  the  responsibility   is   placed.     If 
you  give  them   the  power  I  think  they 
will    acquit  themselves  of  the  responsi- 
bility.   Pending  the   final  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question  there  may  be  disorder 
in  Ireland  ;  there  may  be  agrarian  trouble 
in  one  county  or  another,  and  it  may  not 
be   expedient   for   some  years  to   place 
upon  the  Local  Authorities  the  responsi- 
bility of  preserving  order.     The    Irish 
Legislature,   which  will  be  composed  of 
representative  men,    will    be  the  place 
where  the  functions  of  preserving  order 
will  be  exercised,  and  I  should  hope  that 
aU   questions  of  that  kind  will  be  dealt 
with  in  an  unprejudiced  manner.     For 
these   reasons    I   hope   it  will  be  made 
clear  that,  whilst  the  local  forces  should 
be     established    eventually,     the    Irish 
Government  will   not  be  debarred  from 
having  a  local  police  force,  like  any  Go- 
vernment  in  the  world,   for  preserving 
order,   and  that  the  question  when  and 
to  what  extent  the  local  force  should  be 
placed   under  the  Local  Authorities  is  a 
question  proper  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Irish     Legislature — indeed,    a    question 
which  only  the   discretion  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  could    adequately  and  with 
due  knowledge  deal. 

Mr.  Sexton 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
24,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  local." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
^  local '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  with 
characteristic  lucidity  and  knowledge, 
had  blown  the  scheme  of  the  Government 
out  of  the  water.  The  hon.  Member  had 
proved,  in  the  first  place,  that  there  were 
no  Local  Authorities  to  institute  local 
police,  and  that,  therefore,  the  machinery 
provided  by  the  Bill  was  unworkable. 
The  hon.  Member  had  proved,  in  the 
second  place,  that  where  there  were  Local 
Authorities,  they  were  absolutely  un- 
suited  for  the  functions  the  Government 
proposed  to  give  them  to  discharge  ;  or, 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  put  it,  there 
were  places  in  Ireland  where  the  Local 
Authorities  might  be  unwilling  or  in- 
competent to  preserve  order.  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  policy  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  was  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  the  principles  which  the 
Government  had  all  along  laid  down  as 
those  which  should  guide  them  in  the 
institution  of  a  Police  Force  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  proposed  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  local "  before  "  police  force  " 
in  the  sub-section.  But  he  found  that 
when  this  question  was  discussed  on  the 
1st  of  June  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  said — 

"  By  using  the  words  *  local  police  force  *  it 
is  made  impossible  to  create  an  armed  force." 

Therefore,  on  that  word  "local,"  the 
Government  had  relied  to  obviate  a 
danger  which  was  feared  by  the  minority 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  said  nothing  about 
an  armed  force. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  the  hon. 
Member  wished  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
have  the  power  to  create  any  force  they 
might  think  necessary  in  order  to  pre- 
serve peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  an  Amendment  ou 
the  Paper  that  no  Police  Force  organised 
and  armed  as  the  Constabulary  was  to  be 
instituted  in  Ireland ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry,  dissatisfied  with  that  pro- 
posal, had  given  notice  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  that  power  should  be  left  to 
the  Irish  Government  to  establish  such 
police  arrangements  as  they  thought 
necessary. 
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Mr.  SEXTON:  To  meet  emer- 
gencies. 

Mr.  WrNDHAM  said,  that  emer- 
gencies might  arise  in  aoj  country,  but 
there  was  no  country  in  which  they  were 
more  likely  to  arise  than  Ireland.  The 
plan  of  the  hon.  Member  in  having  a 
force  which  could  be  so  disposed  as  to 

perform  the  functions  of  a  Central  Force 
was  in  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the 
Government  policy.  The  result  was 
that  there  were  two  distinct  policies 
before  the  Committee.  The  policy  of 
the  Grovernment,  though  it  showed  some- 
scruples  and  provided  some  safeguards, 
was,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
had  shown,  wholly  unworkable,  and  was 
not  calculated  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
the  social  position  in  Ireland.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry,  on  the  other  hand,  though 
it  provided  a  workable  and  practical 
policy,  contained  the  seeds  of  great  in- 
justice and  oppression.  The  Prime 
Minister  on  the  First  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  on  February  1 3,  said — ^ 

**  We  propose  and  contemplate  that  upon  the 
graiiuiil  establishment  by  the  Irish  Authority 
in  local  areas  of  a  new  police  force,  the  Con- 
stabulary will  be  withdrawn  piecemeal  from 
those  local  areas  one  after  another." 

The  Government  had  set  up  a  plan  for 
policing  Ireland  embodying  theoretical 
injustice  towards  the  loyal  minority,  and, 
finding  at  the  last  moment  that  it  would 
not  work,  they  would  probably  catch  at 
any  straw  flung  to  them  by  hon.  Grentle- 
men  from  Ireland.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
extinguish  the  two  forces  which — the 
Jftoyal  Irish  Constabulary  and  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police — between  them  dis- 
charged the  functions  of  a  Central  Force 
which  could  be  removed  from  one  part 
of  Ireland  to  another  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency, or  during  those  agrarian 
difficulties  which  frequently  prevailed  in 
the  wilder  parts  of  the  country,  and  it 
was  proposed  to  substitute  for  them  local 
police  forces.  The  Prime  Minister, 
speaking  on  June  1,  said — 

"  Take  the  case  of  Belfast,  which  furnishes 
the  best  example  that  I  think  the  whole  case 
oi  Ireland,  as  far  as  recent  experience  goes, 
present:).  Should  we  force  the  Irish  Legislature 
to  fix  the  police  force  at  Belfast  at  its  maximum 
wants  ?  No  ;  certainly  not.  Surely  it  would  be 
much  better  that,  instead  of  having  in  every 
police  district  arrangements  a^iequate  to  meet 
exigencies,  which  occur  once  in  15,  or  20,  or  60 


years,  you  should  have  a  Central  Force,  which 
would  be  adequate  to  meet  the  whole  of  such 
exigencies." 

So  that  on  that  occasion  the  Prime 
Minister  went  a  little  way  to  meet  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  in  this 
matter  of  the  police.  The  fact  was  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
wavering  and  inconsistent,  for  in  the 
very  same  speech  the  Prime  Minister 
also  said — 

".  ...  I  am  for  localising  to  the  utmost 
degree.  Even  if  th/e  Irish  Legislature  chose  to 
avoid  having  any  Central  Police  Force,  which  I 
rather  hope  it  would,  they  would  be  obliged  to 
have  somewhere  an  available  and  disposable 
extra  police  force  over  and  above  the  wants  of 
some  special  locality." 

Therefore,  the  Committee  approached  the 

consideration  of  the  question,  within  a 

few  hours  of  the  Closure  being  moved, 

with  no  definite  knowledge  of  the  policy 

of  the  Government  regarding  it.     It  was 
a  policy  which  wavered  between  the  in- 
stitution of  a  purely  local  force  and  some 
Central  Force  not   specified,  between   a 
vague  transference  of  powers  on  the  one 
hand,  and  a  definite  policy  announced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  on  the 
other.     He  thought  he  knew  the  solution 
of  the  difficulty  which  the  Government 
would  arrive   at.     They  would  say,  as 
they  had  said  in  other  difficulties,  that 
their  plan  could  not  work,  and  that  their 
only  chance  was  to  accept  the  proposal 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  was  vague 
and  indecisive,  and  did    not   meet    the 
necessities  of  the  case  in  Ireland.     They 
laid  it  down  that  the  forces  at  present 
existing  should  "be  gradually  reduced 
and  ultimately  cease  to  exist  as  men- 
tioned in  the  Schedule."     According  to 
his    reading   of  the    Schedule,   it    was 
obligatory   on    the  Lord   Lieutenant  to 
withdraw  the  Constabulary  from  any  area 
in  which  a  local  force  was  raised  by  the 
Local  Authority,  the  only  qualification  on 
that  obligation  being  that  there  should 
be  "nothing   to  cause    either  of   those 
forces  to  cease  to  exist."     The  option 
would,  therefore,  lay  on  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway,  as  Members  of  the 
Irish  Government,  to  say  where  the  Con- 
stabulary should  continue  to  exist  and 
where  it  should  not  continue  to  exist.     In 
fact,  the  whole  of  the  Constabulary  might 
be  withdrawn  from  Ulster  and  left  in  the 
South  of   Ireland;    or  withdrawn  from 
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the  South  of  Ireland  and  left  in  Ulster  ; 
or  it  might  be  withdrawn  from  Clare  and 
other  disturbed  areas  where  there  were 
eviction  campaigns.  That  was  an  in- 
teresting and  most  important  fact,  which 
had  not  hitherto  come  out  in  the  Debates. 
The  objection  to  this  policy  was  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  no  local  discre- 
tion. He  could  not  keep  the  Constabu- 
lary in  Belfast,  even  if  there  was  the 
danger  of  a  religious  social  war  there,  or 
keep  them  in  the  disturbed  areas  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  And  while  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  not  this  local  discretion, 
neither  had  the  Irish  Legislature  any 
discretion  to  create  a  Central  Force.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  had  said 
that  the  Bill  pointed  to  thaf  conclusion, 
and  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  the  Bill  rightly.  In  the  Debate  on 
the  1st  June,  the  Chief  Secretary  said, 
in  reply  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion— 

**  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  overlooked  a 
couple  of  facts.  The  first  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  contemplate  the  placing  of  this 
Police  Force  under  the  Central  Authority." 

Therefore,  it  was  plain  that  the  central 
authority  would  have  no  discretion  in  the 
matter  of  forming  a  Central  Police  Force. 
He  thought  he  had  shown  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  was  an  imperfect 
policy,  and  that  it  could  not  cope  with 
the  difficulties  in  Ireland.  It  provided 
for  the  extinction  of  the  present  Central 
Force,  which  was  adapted  to  meet  emer- 
gencies, but  did  not  provide  any  substi- 
tute in  its  place.  There  were,  therefore, 
only  two  courses  open  to  the  Government, 
except  they  wished  the  Bill,  in  the 
matter  of  the  police,  to  be  as  ridi- 
culous and  unworkable  as  it  had  proved 
to  be  in  several  other  instances.  They 
could  either  accept  the  solution  offered  to 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry,  which,  though  a  logical  one,  would 
run  counter  to  everything  that  they  had 
said  ;  would  be  a  breach  of  the  pledges 
given  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  would 
rouse  the  fears  of  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland  ;  or,  instead  of  adopting  that 
course,  the  Government  should  alter  their 
Bill,  accepting  the  principle  of  gradual 
reduction  of  the  Constabulary  to  2,000 
men  instead  of  total  extinction,  and  en- 
large the  discretion  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, so  that  he  might  maintain,  if 
necessary,  an  adequate  force  in  disturbed 
localities.     The  Government,  during  the 

Mr.  Wyndham 


discussions  on  this  subject,  had  laid  down 
three  propositions.  First,  that  the  local 
forces  should  be  unarmed  and  civil 
forces  ;  secondly,  that  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature should  not  create  any  force 
analogous  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, and  while  making  these  two 
declarations,  they  had  admitted,  in  the 
third  place,  that  the  necessity  for  & 
Central  Force  would  occasionally  arise.  If,. 
in  obedience  to  the  third  admission,  the 
Government  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  they 
would  reject  their  two  other  propositions,, 
that  the  forces  must  be  local  and  must 
be  civil.  Admitting  the  necessity  for  a 
Central  Force,  would  it  not,  he  asked,  be 
better,  while  persevering  with  the  first 
and  second  propositions,  to  effect  the  third 
by  leaving  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
organisation  and  manipulation  of  a  small 
force  adequate  to  meet  those  special 
emergencies  arising  out  of  agrarian 
troubles  and  political  and  religious  con- 
flicts in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  We  are 
now  on  the  question  whether  under  this 
Bill  the  police  in  Ireland  should  be 
locally  organised  or  not.  That  is  the 
only  question  before  us,  and  therefore  I 
do  not  discuss  the  question  whether  any 
Central  Police  Force  is  likely  to  be 
necessary  or  is  permissible  in  Ireland. 
But  on  that  point  I  make  these  twe 
observations.  In  the  first  place,  under 
the  Bill  as  it  actually  stands,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  anything,  and  I  am 
advised  that  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
the  Irish  Government  from  creating,  if  it 
thinks  fit,  police  reserves,  or  some 
Central  Body  available  for  local  action. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  say  that  in  this 
country,  with  its  dense  population,  no 
necessity  has  been  found  for  any  Central 
Police  Force,  the  arrangements  between 
the  Local  Authorities  being  quite  equal 
to  meet  all  special  exigencies.  But  that 
is  not  the  question  before  us.  The 
question  before  us  is  simply  whether  we 
are  to  lay  down  the  principle  that 
Ireland  is  to  be  divided  into  areas,  and 
tbat  these  areas  are  to  have  allotted  to 
them  a  police  force  which  shall  be  local. 
No  one  can  go  further  on  the  merits 
than  I  do  in  urging  the  principle  of  local 
police.  I  consider  that  no  local  govern- 
ment approaches  to  perfection  unless  it 
has  the  control  of  the  police,  and  that 
attribute  must  be  recognised  as  belonging 
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to  the  very  nature  of  local  government, 
if  it  is  to  perform  its  main -purpose  of 
creating  an  habitual  feeling  of  responsi- 
bility in  the  people  of  a  country  for  the 
preservation  of  life  and  property.  It  is 
truly  unfortunate  that,  owing  to  the  un- 
happy history  of  Ireland,  when  we  talk 
of  police,  we  seem  to  be  incapable  of 
recognising  that  police  has  anything  to 
do  with  the  ordinary  maintenance  of  life 
and  property.  We  assume  that  it  is  an 
engine  intended  for  dealing  with  political 
exigencies,  such  as  it  is  in  some  countries 
on  the  Continent,  like  Italy,  and  we 
overlook  the  fact  that  the  ordinary  main- 
tenance of  life  and  property  is  the  main 
business  of  the  police.  For  myself,  I  am 
a  strong  advocate  of  a  local  police.  I 
believe  that  the  police  system  which  we 
have  in  this  country  is  fundamentally  the 
best  system.  But  I  am  not  going  to  say 
that  that  is  a  reason  why  we  should 
import  it  into  this  Bill.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  there  is  great  force  in  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Kerry,  who  says — "Leave  it 
to  the  Irish  Legislature  to  determine  how 
far  the  police  shall  be  local,  or  how  far  it 
may  be  necessary  to  keep  it  central." 
But  the  principle  on  which  we  have  pro- 
ceeded in  this  Bill  is  that  we  have 
apprehended  that  old  and  present 
jealousies  may  reach  a  height,  as  they 
have  in  many  points  reached  a  height, 
which  threatens  to  enfeeble  and  dis- 
courage the  action  of  a  new  and  popular 
Government  in  Ireland.  On  that  account 
we  have  inserted  limitations  in  the  Bill 
on  various  subjects — ^limitations  which 
we  ourselves  do  not  believe  to  be  of  abso- 
lute necessity,  and  which  in  many  cases 
we  should  be  prepared  to  leave  entirely 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
We  have  thus  come  under  engagements 
to  the  Committee  which  it  is  our  duty  to 
redeem,  and  we  intend  to  keep  our 
pledges  in  this  matter.  What  are  our 
pledges  ?  Of  the  jealousies  to  which  I 
have  referred,  a  large  part  are  specially 
concentrated  upon  the  subject  of  the 
police.  The  idea  of  giving  the  police 
without  restraint  into  the  hands  of  the 
new  Legislature  especially  terrifies  many 
minds.  First,  there  is  the  fear  of  a 
centralised  police,  and,  secondly,  the  fear 
of  an  armed  police.  We  do  not  think 
there  is  any  ground  for  these  apprehen- 
sions, but  we  do  not  think  them 
altogether  so    unreasonable    as    several 


other  fears  which  we  have  heard  expressed 
in  the  course  of  the  Debate.  We  have 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  apprehensions 
of  an  armed  police  by  providing  that  no 
police  shall  be  created  in  Ireland  after 
the  present  Constabulary  ceases  to  exists 
nor  shall  any  police  be  armed  except  in 
the  manner  and  within  the  limits  of  the 
ordinary  Civil  police.  In  the  same  way 
we  believe  the  Committee  may  be 
wisely  called  upon  to  provide,  as  I  intend 
to  propose  by  a  subsequent  Amendment, 
that  the  basis  of  the  police  shall  be 
local.  I  admit  that  this  course  involves 
a  narrowing  of  privileges  which,  under 
happier  circumstances,  might  probably  be 
left  unimpaired.  But  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  principle  of  a  local  police  will 
cause  any  practical  inconvenience ;  and  I 
do  not  see  why,  for  general  purposes,  a 
police  system  which  has  been  found 
quite  sufficient  for  England  and  Scotland 
should  not  meet  the  wants  of  Ireland » 
That  system  has  worked  admirably  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  there  are 
few  things  on  which  we  have  greater 
reason  to  consider  that  the  functions  of 
Government  have  been  satisfactorily 
discharged  than  the  manner  in  which 
both  each  separate  locality,  and  also  the 
different  localities  considered  as  an 
assemblage  of  localities,  have  provided  for 
the  general  exigencies  of  the  country  in 
respect  to  the  police.  Those  are  the 
grounds  on  which  we  are  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  will  do  well  to  accept  the 
word  "  local."  It  is  a  provision  which, 
in  the  circumstances,  it  is  prudent  to 
adopt,  and  one  which  will  not  entail  any 
inconvenient  interference  either  with  the 
just  necessities  or  with  the  proper 
responsibilities  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
I  have  listened  most  attentively  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  he  must  allow  me  to 
say  with  regret  that  I  do  not  think  he  has 
overthrown  the  case  that  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Kerry.  The  case  the  hon. 
Member  made  was  shortly  this — that  the 
first  sub-section  of  this  clause  and  the 
Schedule  read  together,  as  they  must 
necessarily  be  read  together,  provide 
that  at  the  end  of  six  years  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  shall  cease  to  exist, 
and  that  their  place  shall  be  taken  by 
local  police  forces  under  Local  Authori- 
ties.      The    hon.    Member    for    North 
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Kerry  pointed  out  conclusirely  that  for  a 
considerable  time  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act  there  would  be  no  Local  Body  in 
Ireland  to  whom  the  control  of  this  local 
police  force  could  be  given,  and  it  is  quite 
possible  that  at  the  end  of  six  years  it 
would  be  out  of  tbe  power  of  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  replace  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  by  a  system  of  local  force 
under  local  control.  That  is  a  position 
which  has  not  been  upset  by  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  I  read 
the  section  and  the  ISchedule,  and  as  they 
were  read  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry,  there  will  be  no  power  whatever 
to  create  or  to  continue  in  existence  any 
Central  Police  Force  whatever.  We  have 
heard  of  police  reserves.  For  my  part, 
I  do  not  exactly  understand  what  the 
functions,  and  powers,  and  duties  of 
police  reserves  would  be  ;  but  it  is  clear, 
so  far  as  I  read  the  Bill,  that  the  proper 
construction  of  it  would  be  that  it  would 
be  out  of  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  create  a  Central  Police  Force.  I 
desire  most  emphatically  to  express  my 
opinion,  at  any  rate,  that  pome  such 
Central  PoliceForce  is  absolutely  essential . 
I  regret  very  much  that  when  on  the 
1st  of  June  this  matter  was  under  dis- 
cussion, owing  to  unforeseen  circum- 
stances, it  was  impossible  for  me  to  be  in 
my  place  and  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  reminds  me  that  he  was  prevented 
by  other  reasons  from  taking  part  in  that 
discussion. 

Mr.  S£XT0N  :  The  reason  was  that 
I  rose  four  or  five  times,  and  did  not  get 
ft  call 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  :  I  think  it 
was  a  most  unfortunate  thing  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  allowed  to  speak 
in  that  Debate,  and,  for  my  part,  I  regret 
that  it  was  not  in  my  power  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion.  But  I  have  read  the 
discussion  most  carefully,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Wyndham)  will 
forgive  me  when  I  say  that  he  did  not 
give  a  perfectly  fair  representation  of  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Government;  and  I  would 
respectfully  say  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
when  he  speaks  of  the  invitation  held  out 
to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  to  break  his  pledges  and  to  go 
back  from  the  position  he  then  took  up, 
that  he  can  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  with  perfect  consistency 

Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond 


with  the  pledges  he  gave  in  the  Debate 
on  the  1st  of  June.  On  the  1st  of  June 
an  Amendment  was  under  discussion  pro- 
viding that  the  Irish  Parliament  should 
be  deprived  of  any  power  of  having  any 
police  force  other  than  a  police 
force  required  for  local  purposes. 
That  Amendment  was  objected  to  by  the 
Government  and  was  defeated,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  it  the  Prime 
Minister  spoke  as  followp  : — 

'*  Even  if  the  Irish  Legislature  chose  to  avoid 
haying  any  Central  Police  Force,  which  I  rather 
hope  it  would,'* 

thereby  contemplating  the  retention  of 
power  by  the  Irish  Legislature  under  the 
Bill  to  have  a  Central  Force— 

"they  would  be  obliged  to  make  provision 
for  havingsomewhereanavailable  and  disposable 
extra  police  force  over  and  above  the  wants  of 
some  special  locality — say  Dublin — which  extra 
force  might  upon  occasion  be  made  use  of  for 
the  different  parts  of  the  country,  just  as  in 
England,  now  detachments  of  police  are  sent 
from  one  district  to  another  to  meet  local  wants. 
I  cannot  conceive  how  this  can  be  disputed.  It 
seems  to  me  that  under  this  Bill  it  mi^t  le  ne- 
cessary to  get  the  Municipality  of  Dublin  to 
send  a  purely  Dublin  force  to  Belfast  to  stop 
disturbances  in  Belfast." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  points  out 
that  it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing  to 
have  an  order  of  Belfast  dependent  upon 
the  will  of  another  locality  in  the 
country.  It  surely  is  obvious  not  that 
you  should  necessarily  introduce  a  Central 
Authority,  but  that  it  would  be  absurd  to 
say  that  the  power  of  provision  for  the 
special  wants  of  any  particular  district 
should  depend  on  the  will  of  the  Local 
Authority  of  some  other  district.  What 
is  the  meaning  of  that  argument  ?  The 
meaning  of  that  argument  is  that  on  the 
1st  of  June  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contemplated  a  power  remaining  under 
this  BUI  to  the  Irish  Legislature  to 
have  in  existence  a  Central  Police 
Force  of  some  kind  or  another. 
The  righti  hon.  Gentleman  to-day  pointa 
to  the  example  of  England,  and  says  in 
England  there  is  no  Central  Police  Force ; 
but  he  took  a  different  line  on  the  Ist  of 
June,  because,  when  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  speaking,  he  used  that 
argument  about  England,  and  said — 

^  The  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech,  appears 
to  contemplate  the  necessity  for  Ireland  and 
■ome  kind  of  Central  Police  Force,  and  he  seems 
to  think  that  some  such  Central  Police  Force 
eziFts  at  the  nreeent  time  in  this  country.  That 
is  a  mistake^** 
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The    Prime    Minister    interrened    and 


^Theze  U  a  large  force  in  the  Metropolis 
under  the  control  of  the  Executive  GoTernment 
which  supplies  all  the  needful  purposes  of  a 
Central  Force." 

So  that  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  it  seems  to  me,  took  the 
proper  view  of  the  position  in  England, 
and  I  am  sorry  he  has  now  adopted  the 
argament  which,  on  the  1st  of  June,  was 
osed  bj  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  this  matter,  but 
I  desire  to  saj  that,  in  mj  opinion — 
and  I  do  not  see  why  I  should  not  speak 
perfectly  candidly  in  this  matter — while 
I  most  earnestly  desire  to  see  the 
establishment  of  local  police  under  local 
authority  in  Ireland  as  soon  as  practi- 
cable, and  while  I  believe  that  the  time 
necessary  for  bringing  that  consummation 
about  will  not  be  very  long,  the  Go- 
remment  of  Ireland  under  an  Irish 
Parliament  and  an  Irish  Executive  will 
necessitate  for  a  considerable  time  the 
existence  of  some  Central  Police  Force 
which  will  be  quite  apart  from  the  local 
lorcee  that  will  be  created  in  the  different 
loealities.  I  take  the  strongest  possible 
view  on  this  question,  and  when  it  comes 
up  in  another  form  on  an  Amendment  by 
the  Prime  Minister  I  will  express  my 
opinion  on  the  other  branch  of  this 
wabj&et  MS  to  whether  this  force  shoold 
not  be  armed  and  drilled  within  certain 
liraita.  These  are  questions  which  it 
waa  impossible,  for  reasons  I  have  men- 
taooed,  to  discoss  on  the  Ist  of  Jane ; 
but  I  hope  that  the  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  to  us  to-night  to  discuss  them. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Elerry  was  clear  as  crystal  and 
eonclnaive,  and  was  not  upset  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  I  do  trust  the  Govern- 
ment will  accept  the  proposal,  and  will 
titmi — ^I  was  going  to  say  make  a  con- 
cession, but  really  in  view  of  the  state- 
ment I  have  quoted  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  it  is  not  a  concession,  but 
that  they  will  take  the  course  which  will 
be  strictly  consistent  with  the  spirit  of 
the  attitude  they  took  up  on  the  1st  of 
June,  and  will  enable  the  Gi)vemment 
of  Ireland  to  start  on  its  new  and  difficult 
eareer  with  some  hope  of  preserving  law 
and  order  in  the  proper  and  best  sense  of 
the  words  in  Ireland,  and  enable  them 
to  look  forward  to  the  future  with  some 
sense  oi  secnrity. 


Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  stated 
that  the  Metropolitan  Police  answers,  in 
a  considerable  degree,  to  the  designation 
of  a  Central  Police  Force.  It  is  a  large 
force ;  its  margin  is  considerable,  and  so 
it  is  able  to  do  more  in  the  way  of  lending 
temporary  assistance  than  an  ordinary 
local  force.  In  lending,  however,  it  is 
exactly  the  same  as  any  other  local  police 
force  in  the  country. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  doubt  it 
is  a  matter  of  considerable  anxiety  to 
Irish  Members  what  course  the  Oppo- 
sition will  take,  because  if  we  vote  for 
the  Amendment  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  will  have  to  find  some  means 
of  abstaining  from  supporting  their  own 
proposal.  ^Nationalist  cries  q/* "  No  I  '*] 
I,  therefore,  desire  to  relieve  any  undue 
anxiety  on  the  subject  by  saying  that  we 
intend  to  vote  with  the  Government 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  can, 
therefore,  go  to  a  Division  with  the 
absolute  certainty  that  the  Crovernroent 
will  not  be  defeated.  I  do  not  desire  to 
dispute  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  what  are  the  fundamental  principles 
upon  which  police  forceft  should  be  con- 
stituted; but  it  must  be,  I  think,  admitted 
that  the  country  which  is  not  fit  to  have 
a  local  police  force  is  not  fit  to  have 
local  government,  and  is  not  fit  for  Home 
Rule. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  might  take  eight 
years  to  establish. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  coming 
to  that  point.  My  argument  is  that  if 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland  is  what  it 
is  represented  to  be,  then  Ireland  is  not 
fit  to  have  the  privilege  which  is  being 
claimed  for  it.  That  is  what  we  have 
always  contended,  and  in  favour  of  that 
argument  I  will  claim  henceforth  among 
its  strongest  supporters^  the  two  Leaders 
of  the  Nationalist  Parties,  who  have 
addressed  the  Committee  this  evening. 
The  next  important  point  to  be  noticed 
is  the  interesting  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford.  His  claim  is  not 
merely  that  Ireland  shall  be  blessed  with 
a  Central  Police  Force,  hut  that  that  force 
shall  be  drilled  and  armed.  Does  such  a 
statement  as  that  point  to  Ireland  being 
pacified  by  a  Home  Rule  Bill  ?  The 
Member  for  Waterford  knows  something 
about  Ireland — he  knows  more  than  the 
Prime  Minister — and  he  is  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  conditions  of  society  in 
that  country  are  such  as  to  cause  the 
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gravest  anxiety,  unless  there  is  placed  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government  responsible 
for  the  preservation  of  law  and  order,  not 
merely  a  Central  Police  Force,  but  a  force 
equipped  in  a  manner  which  is  happily 
not  necessary  in  this  more  fortunate 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  has  also  laid  it  down  that  one  reason 
why  it  is  not  an  unfair  demand  to  make 
on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Parliament  that  it 
should  have  a  Central  Police  Force, 
is  that  Local  Authorities  in  Ireland 
cannot  be  constituted  within  eight  years. 
It  is  to  take  eight  years  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  pass  a  Local  Government 
Act  for  Ireland,  and  yet  we  are  expected 
to  pass  a  Home  Rule  Bill  for  Ireland  in 
a  single  Session.  I  do  not  know  that 
the  anticipation  of  those  who  are  to  take 
so  leading  a  part  in  the  management  of 
the  Irish  Legislature  is  that  the  arts  of 
obstruction  will  flourish  unchecked  in 
that  Legislative  Assembly.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  will  only  say  that  I  deeply  regret 
that  the  Committee  have  not  been 
favoured  with  more  speeches  on  Home 
Rule  from  the  two  Leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party,  because  those  to  which  we  have 
listened  to-night  have  been  most  in- 
structive as  to  those  hon.  Members' 
views  of  the  methods  they  intend  to 
adopt  in  the  Irish  Legislature  for  pre- 
serving law  and  order.  We  should 
before  now  have  learned  the  admirable 
lesson  which  they  have  taught  us  to- 
night, and  which  we  should  not  easily 
forget. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  no  more  important  speech  on 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  had  been  delivered 
than  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  had  made  to-night.  That 
speech  went  directly  to  the  root  of  the 
whole  question  whether  Ireland  ought  to 
have  Home  Rule  or  not.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that,  although  he  had 
risen  five  or  six  times  on  the  1st  of 
June,  he  had  not  been  called  upon  ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  was  mistaken,  because 
he  had  not  only  been  called  upon,  but  he 
had  made  a  speech  that  was  reported  in 
Hansard^  in  which  he  said — 

*'  The  whole  question  of  police  was  dealt  with 
in  Clause  30  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Schedule  de- 
pendent upon  it,  and  it  would  be  extremely 
inconvenient  to  have  anything  bearing  upon 
that  subject  elsewhere  than  in  that  clause.*' 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  what  the 
hon.  Member  called   a    speech  was  an 
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observation  on  a  point  of  Order  made  by 
him  before  the  Debate  began  ;  and 
during  the  course  of  the  Debate,  although 
he  rose  several  times,  he  was  not  called 
on. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  it  was  no 
declaration  on  a  point  of  Order,  because 
the  hon.  Member  had  risen  in  the  Debate 
upon  the  Amendment,  and  had  declined 
to  discuss  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Police  until  the  clause  now  before  the 
Committee  came  on  for  discussion.  To 
pass  from  that  matter,  he  wished  to  say 
that  he  had  been  found  fault  with  for 
expressing  distrust  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  was  now  showing  his  dis- 
trust of  the  people  of  Ulster  by  demand- 
ing that  the  Irish  Executive  should  have 
a  Central  Police  under  their  control  for 
the  purpose  of  coercing  the  people  of 
Ulster.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  could  not  trust  the  quarter  of  a 
million  inhabitants  of  Belfast,  nor  the 
Corporation  who  were  elected  by  them, 
to  manage  their  own  police.  The  hon. 
Member  distrusted  the  people  of  the 
North  of  Ireland,  who  had  not  half  as 
bad  a  record  as  that  of  the  people  of  the 
South  and  West.  The  only  object  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  had 
in  view  in  demanding  this  Central  Police 
Force  was.  to  enable  him  and  his  Col- 
leagues to  coerce  the  Province  of  Ulster. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  perfectly  well 
that  if  ever  this  Bill  became  law  the 
Ulster  people  would  not  submit  easily 
to  the  new  form  of  Government  that 
was  being  forced  upon  them  against  the 
votes  of  the  freely-chosen  Representa- 
tives of  that  Province.  \_Crie8  of 
"  Oh  I  "]  He  knew  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  did  not  like  to  hear  the  fact 
stated,  but  the  fact  that  they  did  not 
like  to  hear  it  was  all  the  greater  reason 
why  he  should  say  it.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  stand  firm  to  the  end. 
They  had  no  proof  of  that,  but  he  had 
thought  it  well  at  all  events,  as  a  Mem- 
ber for  that  Province,  to  let  the  Committee 
know  what  was  meant  by  a  Central 
Police  Force. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
desired  to  say,  before  they  proceeded  to  a 
Division,  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  a  Central  Police  Force,  and  he 
believed  that,  in  saying  that,  he  spoke 
the  sentiments  of  all  his  Colleagues,  and 
also  the  Colleagues  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  WaterfmtL  The  hon.  Members  for 
North  Kerry  and  Waterford  had  made 
this  claim,  not  because  thej  liked  the 
principle  of  a  Central  Police  Force,  but 
because  they  recognised,  with  perfect 
truth,  that  it  was  not  possible  to  pass 
instantly,  and  by  a  jump,  from  the  evil 
system  which  England  had  forced  upon 
Ireland,  to  the  better  system  which  it  had 
been  the  happiness  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Great  Britain  to  live  under.  In  England 
and  Scotland  they  were  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  free  institutions,  and  he  believed 
that  Ireland  would  arrive  with  perfect 
success  after  a  few  years  of  Home  Rule 
Government  at  the  same  position.  An 
argument  had  been  used  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  which  was  one  of  the 
most  unfair  and  cruel  he  had  ever  heard. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  claim 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  North  Kerry 
and  Waterford  for  the  right  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Executive  to  retain  a  much 
smaller  Central  Police  Force  than  that  now 
deemed  to  be  reasonable  in  Ireland  was  a 
proof  that  Ireland  was  not  qualified  for 
Home  Rule.  If  that  be  true,  what  about 
the  present  condition  of  the  country  ? 
They  required  1 4,000  armed  and  drilled 
men  to  govern  Ireland,  and  he  asked  was 
not  that  a  condemnation  of  the  present 
system  of  Government  ?  He  and  his 
friends  held  that  after  a  few  years  no 
Central  Police  Force  would  be  necessary, 
but  they  thought  that  during  that  period 
it  must  be  necessary  for  the  Executive  to 
have  control  over  the  local  police,  until 
the  proper  Local  Authorities  were  con- 
stituted in  that  country,  and  until  the 
new  Government  had  got  into  proper 
working  order.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  said  that  that  proved 
that  they  were  not  fit  for  self-govern- 
ment ;  whereas  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  only  thing  it  proved  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  Government,  and 
that  of  his  predecessors  in  Office,  had 
been  exceedingly  bad  Grovemments.  It 
was  that  bad  Government  which  they 
were  now  seeking  to  remove,  and  which 
had  created  die  necessity  for  this  Central 
Polioe  Force  in  Ireland,  a  necessity  which, 
he  was  convinced,  would  rapidly  disappear 
under  Home  Rule. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  only  wished 
to  say  that  the  speeches  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Soi^  Tyrone  had  been  extremely 
aadactouB,  seeang  that  they  were  Mem- 


bers of  the  Party  which  had  occupied 
itself,  from  the  late  Prime  Minister  down- 
wards, in  exciting  disaffection  and  dis- 
order in  Ulster.  They  now  claimed 
that  the  vindication  of  the  law  against 
future  disaffection  should  be  >left  to  the 
government  of  the  counties.  For  several 
years  to  come,  after  the  adoption  of  Home 
Rule,  there  would  be  none  of  these  Local 
Authorities  in  existence.  It  was  sought 
to  place  upon  the  Irish  Executive  re- 
sponsibility for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  the  disposal  of  a  single  con- 
stable or  policeman  was  denied  to  them. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  wished  simply 
to  say  that  he  owed  no  allegiance  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  would  pay  them 
none. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  the  Prime  Minister  appeared  to 
imagine  that  the  Ulster  Members  would 
be  perfectly  satisfied  with  a  local  police. 
They  would  be  satisfied  with  no  such 
thing.  They  believed  that  a  local  police 
force  under  the  influence  of  hon.  Gr^ntle- 
men  below  the  Gangway  would  be  ab- 
solutely destructive  to  the  liberties  of 
Irishmen  outside  Ulster.  What  would 
the  Prime  Minister  say  if  an  English, 
Scotch,  or  Welsh  Member  got  up  in  the 
House  and  said  it  was  his  intention  when 
opportunity  served  to  disorganise  the 
British  Polioe  ?  Yet  these  were  the  very 
words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
in  America  in  1880  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Constabulary.  {^Ministerial  laugh- 
terJ]  He  knew  he  would  bring 
a  smile  to  the  face  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  objected 
so  much  to  ancient  history.  But  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  deeply  over  the 
subject  for  11  years.  In  1891  he  used 
the  very  same  words  during  examination 
in  a  trial  at  Cork.     He  was  asked — 

^  Did  yoa  say  in  a  speech  it  will  be  our  dnty 
to  disorganise  and  break  up  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  ?  Mr.  Dillon  :  Yes,  and  I  tmat  to 
do  it  yet. — ^Toa  would  break  up  and  disorganise 
the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  7  No.  I  have 
not  the  power  yet,  but  when  I  have  the  power 
I  trust  to  do  it** 

Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  did 
not  object  to  the  Constabulary  because 
they  were  unworthy  of  trust,  but  because 
they  had  always  fearlessly  and  courage- 
ously maintained  the  law  and  done  their 
duty.  The  only  police  they  would  ever 
approve  were  the  police  who  acted  in 
conformity  with  the  will  of  the  people. 
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He  maintained  that  tbe  action  of  the 
police  ought  not  to  depend  upon  what 
the  people  wanted.  They  ought  to  do 
their  duty  whether  the  people  liked  it  or 
not,  and  an  Irish  police  at  the  heck  and 
call  of  the  Irish  Government,  paid  hy 
them,  acting  in  conformity  to  their  will, 
and  carrying  out  legislation  founded  upon 
the  principles  of  the  Land  League, 
might  be  a  police  in  which  hon.  Grentle- 
men  below  the  Gangway  had  confidence, 
but  it  would  be  a  police  Ulstermen  would 
absolutely  despise  and  refuse  to  obey  for 
a  moment. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
closed  his  speech  by  saying  that  under 
certain  circumstances  he  and  the  Party 
with  whom  he  acted  would  disregard 
the  law  and  set  at  defiance  the  police. 
He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  to  take  notice 
of  that  declaration,  because  it  was  a 
declaration  which  was  perfectly  charac- 
teristic of  the  general  attitude  and 
particularly  of  the  loyalty  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  and  his  friends. 
They  were  quite  prepared  to  support  law 
and  order  and  the  Police  Force  in  Ire- 
land, but  only  on  condition  that  the 
Police  Force  did  its  work.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  were  con- 
tinually going  about  the  country  making 
speeches  and  saying  that  when  this  Bill 
became  law  they  would  undergo  some 
terrible  suffering  and  terrible  persecution. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  was,  nobody 
would  be  bothered  with  persecuting  them  ; 
and  he  undertook  to  say  that  when  this 
Bill  had  become  law,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would,  if  he  liked  to 
come  to  the  Irish  Parliament,  be  at 
perfect  liberty  to  make  the  class  of 
speech  which  he  made  in  that  House, 
and  they  would  be  very  glad  and  amused 
to  hear  him.  As  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sooth  Tyrone,  he  would  be  quite  at 
liberty  to  speak  in  their  Parliament  until 
he  was  black  in  the  face,  and  nobody 
would  ever  attempt,  for  a  single  moment, 
to  interfere  with  him.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  was  that  some  people  having 
practised  coercion  themselves  for  a  long 
time  appeared  to  be  of  opinion  that 
coercion  must  be  practised  against  them- 
selves. But  there  was  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  interfering  with  them.  Hon. 
Members  objected  to  a  responsible  Irish 
6t>vernment  having  a  force  at  its  dis- 
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posal  to  enforce  law  and  order,  but  they 
had  not  the  slightest  objection  in  the 
world  to  try  to  organise  armed  forces  in 
the  Province  of  Ulster.  He  did  not 
believe  there  would  be  the  slightest 
necessity  for  any  armed  forces  to  cope 
with  them.  All  this  talk  about  civil  war 
in  Ulster  was  an  absurdity. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  237  ; 
Noes  1 10.— (Division  List,  No.  230.) 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  rose  to 
move  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  re- 
duced ^^  to  the  end  of  the  1st  sub-section. 
He  did  not  understand  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  object  to  this  and  other  Amend- 
ments standing  in  his  name.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  adopt  an  attitude 
of  entire  approval,  but  he  did  not  dis- 
courage him  in  respect  of  them.  The 
Ist  sub-section  provided  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
and  the  cessation,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  of  all  admission  to  that  corps. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was 
merely  to  provide  for  the  reduction  of 
the  Force.  He  had  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Sixth  Scheilule  to  the  effect 
that  the  Force  should  be  reduced  to 
2,000 ;  but  if  the  Chief  Secretary  thought 
it  more  convenient,  he  would  add  these 
words  to  the  Amendment  now. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  assented. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  very  well ;  he 
would  add  that  to  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment  in  order  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion. Well,  now,  his  object  was  clear. 
The  Government  might  claim  that  the 
policy  embodied  in  this  Bill  was  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  have  power  to 
create  local  forces  such  as  those  to  which 
they  were  accustomed  in  this  country. 
But  from  all  quarters  of  the  House  there 
had  been  a  more  or  less  emphatic  declara- 
tion that  some  Central  Force  was  necessary 
in  Ireland  on  account  of  the  peculiar 
conditions  and  difficulties  of  that  country. 
There  was  a  general  opinion  that  without 
a  Central  Force  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  be  responsible  for  the 
security  of  the  life,  liberty,  and  property 
of  the  inhabitants  of  that  country.  He 
was  dure  that  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
would  feel  embarrassed  without  some 
body,  analogous  to  the  Royal  Irish  Con^ 
stabulary,  which  could  be  used  on  special 
emergencies.     That  was  an  opinion  that 
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for  Waterford.  The  hon.  Members  for 
North  Kerry  and  Waterford  had  made 
this  claim,  not  because  thej  liked  the 
principle  of  a  Central  Police  Force,  but 
because  thej  recognised,  with  perfect 
truth,  that  it  was  not  possible  to  pass 
instantly,  and  by  a  jump,  from  the  evil 
system  which  England  had  forced  upon 
Ireland,  to  the  better  system  which  it  had 
been  the  happiness  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Great  Britain  to  live  under.  In  England 
and  Scotland  they  were  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  free  institutions,  and  he  believed 
that  Ireland  would  arrive  with  perfect 
success  after  a  few  years  of  Home  Rule 
Government  at  the  same  position.  An 
argument  had  been  used  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  which  was  one  of  the 
most  unfair  and  cruel  he  had  ever  heard. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  claim 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  North  Kerry 
and  Waterford  for  the  right  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Executive  to  retain  a  much 
smaller  Central  Police  Force  than  that  now 
deemed  to  be  reasonable  in  Ireland  was  a 
proof  that  Ireland  was  not  qualified  for 
Home  Rule.  If  that  be  true,  what  about 
the  present  condition  of  the  country  ? 
They  required  14,000  armed  and  drilled 
men  to  govern  Ireland,  and  he  asked  was 
not  that  a  condemnation  of  the  present 
system  of  Government  ?  He  and  his 
friends  held  that  after  a  few  years  no 
Central  Police  Force  would  be  necessary, 
but  they  thought  that  during  that  period 
it  must  be  necessary  for  the  Executive  to 
have  control  over  the  local  police,  until 
the  proper  Local  Authorities  were  con- 
stituted in  that  country,  and  until  the 
new  Government  had  got  into  proper 
working  order.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  said  that  that  proved 
that  they  were  not  fit  for  self-govern- 
ment ;  whereas  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  only  thing  it  proved  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Government,  and 
that  of  his  predecessors  in  Office,  had 
been  exceedingly  bad  Governments.  It 
was  that  bad  Government  which  they 
were  now  seeking  to  remove,  and  which 
had  created  the  necessity  for  this  Central 
Police  Force  in  Ireland,  a  necessity  which, 
he  was  convinced,  would  rapidly  disappear 
under  Home  Rule. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  only  wished 
to  say  that  the  speeches  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  been  extremely 
audacious,  seeing  that  they  were  Mem- 


bers of  the  Party  which  had  occupied 
itself,  from  the  late  Prime  Minister  down- 
wards, in  exciting  disaffection  and  dis* 
order  in  Ulster.  They  now  claimed 
that  the  vindication  of  the  law  against 
future  disaffection  should  be  'left  to  the 
government  of  the  counties.  For  several 
years  to  come,  after  the  adoption  of  Home 
Rule,  there  would  be  none  of  these  Local 
Authorities  in  existence.  It  was  sought 
to  place  upon  the  Irish  Executive  re- 
sponsibility for  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  Ireland,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  the  disposal  of  a  single  con- 
stable or  policeman  was  denied  to  them. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  wished  simply 
to  say  that  he  owed  no  allegiance  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  would  pay  them 
none. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  the  Prime  Minister  appeared  to 
imagine  that  the  Ulster  Members  would 
be  perfectly  satisfied  with  a  local  police. 
They  would  be  satisfied  with  no  such 
thing.  They  believed  that  a  local  police 
force  under  the  influence  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  would  be  ab- 
solutely destructive  to  the  liberties  of 
Irishmen  outside  Ulster.  What  would 
the  Prime  Minister  say  if  an  English, 
Scotch,  or  Welsh  Member  got  up  in  the 
House  and  said  it  was  his  intention  when 
opportunity  served  to  disorganise  the 
British  Police  ?  Yet  these  were  the  very 
words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
in  America  in  1880  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Constabulary.  [^Ministerial  laugh- 
terJ]  He  knew  he  would  bring 
a  smile  to  the  face  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  objected 
so  much  to  ancient  history.  But  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  deeply  over  the 
subject  jfor  1 1  years.  In  1891  he  used 
the  very  same  words  during  examination 
in  a  trial  at  Cork.     He  was  asked-^ 

*'  Did  you  say  in  a  speech  it  will  be  our  duty 
to  disorganise  and  break  up  the  Bo^wl  Irish 
Constabulary  7  Mr.  Dillon  :  Tes,  and  I  trust  to 
do  it  yet. — ^Tou  would  break  up  and  disorganise 
the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  7  No.  I  hare 
not  the  power  yet,  but  when  I  have  the  power 
I  trust  to  do  it** 

Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  did 
not  object  to  the  Constabulary  because 
they  were  unworthy  of  trust,  but  because 
they  had  always  fearlessly  and  courage- 
ously maintained  the  law  and  done  their 
duty.  The  only  police  they  would  ever 
approve  were  the  police  who  acted  in 
conformity  with  the  will  of  the  people. 
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regarded  the  Amendment  as  an  extra- 
ordinary departure  from  the  position 
which  the  combined  Opposition  had 
hitherto  taken  up  on  this  subject.  If 
the  Government  had  proposed  in  the 
Bill  that  there  should  be  a  ''  nucleus  *^ 
left  of  2,000  armed  men  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  it  was  perfectly 
certain  the  Opposition  would  have  pro- 
tested that  it  would  be  the  nucleus  of  a 
future  Irish  Army.  They  remembered 
quite  well  the  arguments  which  had  been 
used  against  there  being  an  armed  Force 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  saw  all 
the  difference  in  the  world  between  such 
a  Force  under  the  Irish  Legislature  and 
the  maintenance  of  a  portion  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  controlled  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  the  Representative 
of  Her  Majesty.  That  was  what  he  had 
to  say,  and  what  he  had  argued  on  the  1st 
of  June. 

Me.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  suggested  that  2,000  armed 
men  should  remain  under  the  control  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  he  had  not 
told  them  on  what  terms  and  conditions 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to  move  about 
and  direct  and  control  this  so-called 
nucleus.  He  could  imagine  circum- 
stances in  which  it  might  be  desirable  to 
have  a  Central  Force ;  but  if  on  any 
occasion  the  Lord  Lieutenant  thought 
such  a  Force  should  be  used  or  not  used 
in  a  particular  district  and  the  Irish 
Government  thought  it  ought  not  to  be 
so  used  or  not  used,  friction  would  at  once 
arise  which  it  was  most  important  to 
avoid.  He  wondered  whether  the  hon. 
Member,  in  taking  the  line  he  was 
adopting  to-night,  was  aware  of  the  pro- 
vision made  in  England  for  dealing  with 
emergencies  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
contemplated  ?  Was  the  hon.  Member 
aware  of  the  25th  section  of  the  Police 
Act  of  1890  passed  by  a  Grovemment 
with  which  he  had  had  some  connection  ? 
This  section  said  that  where  the  police 
authorities  thought  it  expedient  in  any 
special  emergency  or  under  any  special 
circumstances  to  strengthen  its  Police 
Force  by  constables  belonging  to  another 
Police  Force  such  number  of  constables 
belonging  to  the  latter  Force  might  be 
added  under  such  superiors  as  might  be 
agreed  on  by  the  authorities.  Such 
agreement  might  be  made  for  a  particular 
occasion  or  as  a  standing  agreement  and 
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in  reference  to  unforeseen  events.  The 
important  thing  was  that  those  who  were 
responsible  for  order  in  Ireland  should  be 
able  to  have  under  their  control  and  at 
their  orders  a  sufficient  Force.  The  Force 
in  a  locality — after  the  extinction  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — might  not  be 
sufficient  to  deal  with  an  ebullition  of 
popular  excitement.  But  why  should 
not  the  Irish  Government  be  able  to 
send  into  a  disturbed  city,  whether  in  the 
North  or  in  the  South,  police  from  a 
tranquil  quarter  from  which  men  could 
be  spared  ?  That  was  the  course  adopted 
in  this  country. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness) :  The  Government  cannot 
do  that. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby): 
That  can  only  be  done  by  arrangement. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  lunatic 
theory  then  came  in.  In  England  they 
assumed  that  the  authorities  were  men  of 
common  sense,  and  would  make  sensible 
arrangements.  And  so  they  would  in 
Ireland.  That  being  so,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  a  nucleus  of  2,000  armed 
men.  Whatever  strengthening  the  police 
force  of  a  particular  district  might 
require  could  be  secured  by  fusing  with 
it  the  police  of  some  other  district  which 
was  in  a  state  of  peace  and  quietude. 
Moreover,  the  transitional  period  of  six 
years  would  afford  plenty  of  time  for 
Local  Authorities,  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  the  Irish  Executive  to  see  how 
things  were  going.  Meanwhile,  there 
was  no  compulsion  on  either  the  Irish 
Government  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
deprive  the  Irish  Executive  of  such 
armed  Force  as  they  might  think  necessary 
to  meet  any  particular  emergency.  The 
hon.  Member  assumed,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hanmiersmith,  that  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  was  to  be  dis- 
banded at  once — on  the  appointed  day  ; 
but  that  was  not  the  case.  The  six 
years*  interval  would  afford  ample  time 
for  considering  what  arrangements  should 
be  made  for  meeting  emergencies.  The 
experience  of  six  years  which  the  Irish 
Government,  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
the  Irish  Local  Authorities  would  have 
before  the  extinction  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  would  probably  lead  to  the 
adoption  in  Ireland  of  arrangements 
similar  to  those  which  worked  well  in 
England,  and  if  that  hope  were  realised 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  fnaintAin 
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that  nucleus  of    a  Central  Force  which 
some  bon.  Members  desired  to  have. 
•Viscount   WOLMER   said,   he  bad 
pat  down  another  Amendment  not  differ- 
ing very  much  from  the  present  Amend- 
ment, but  he  would  prefer  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  on  this  proposal. 
His  proposal  differed  from  tliat  of  the 
hoD.  Member  in  that,  while  it  would  pro- 
fide  for  the  total  extinction  of  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police,  it  would  allow  the 
fiojal  Irish  Constabulary  to  be  reduced 
to  some  point  that  might  seem  desirable 
to  the   Lord    Lieutenant.     He  thought 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  his  Imperial 
capacity,  ought  to  have  some  force  at  his 
disposal.     Many  hon.  Members  sitting  in 
different  parts   of    the  House  were   of 
opinion  that  a  Central  Police  Force  or  a 
police     reserve     of     some     kind     was 
required      in      Ireland.        He      would 
only    add     to    what     they     had    said 
that,  whereas  they  had  declared  that  this 
Central  Force  would  be  required  for  Irish 
purposes,  he  considered  such  a  force  to  be 
jdso  necessary  to  enable  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  fulfil  those  important  functions 
which  were  committed  to  his  safeguarding, 
quite  independently  of  the  Irish  Executive. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicated  that 
in  framing  the  Bill  the  Grovernment  had 
relied  on  the  same  course  of  procedure 
being  followed  in  Ireland  to  that  which 
had  been  adopted  in  England. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  due  time. 
•Viscount  WOLMER :  That  was  to 
say,  they  relied  upon  one  district  in  Ire- 
land borrowing  police  from  another  dis- 
4rict  when  an  emergency  arose.  Doubtless 
that  was  a  useful  arrangement  in  England; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  even  in  England 
the  system  went  far  enough.  It  would 
be  better  here  if.  there  were  some 
Central  Force  available  for  local  emer- 
gencies. There  was  no  country  on  the 
Continent  in  which  such  a  Central  Force 
did  not  exist  in  some  form  or  otiier  ;  and 
the  absence  of  such  a  force  in  the  United 
Stat^  had  led  to  the  scandal  involved 
ia  the  employment  of  Pinkerton's  detec- 
tives. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary .  had 
b^un  by  saying  that,. after  all  that  had 
been  said  against  an  armed  force  in 
Ireland,  it  was  now  .proposed  that  such 
a  force  should  be  created.  But  the  posi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  was 
perfectly  logical.  The  Unionist  Mem- 
bers objected  in  the  strongest  manner  to 
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an  armed  Police  Force  under  the  control 
of  the  Irish  Executive.  But  the  2,000 
men  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dover  would  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  his  capacity  as  Re- 
presentative of  the  Imperial  Government. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to  have  two 
capacities  :  In  one  he  was  to  be  advised 
by  the  Irish  Grovernment—- and  in  that 
case  he  would  do  many  things  which  the 
Unionists  would  consider  very  wrong — 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  to  be 
advised  by  the  Imperial  Grovernment, 
and  in  that  case  the  Unionists  were  per* 
fectly  willing  to  trust  hun.  They  had  an 
intimation  from  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
this  part  of  the  Bill  was  an  experiments. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  fact,  said^ 
*'  You  can  come  back  to  this  Parliament 
for  further  legislation  if  this  arrangement 
does  not  work — ^you  have  six  years  to 
try  it  in," 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  said  a 
word  about  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  RENTOUL :  I  understood  the 
right  hon. '  Gentleman  to  say  they  had 
six  years  in  which  to  try  this  experi- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  say 
experiment.  I  said  the  Irish  Executive 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Irish 
Local  Authorities  would  have  six  years* 
experience  before  the  extinction  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  that,  supposing 
these  authorities  found  that  they  could 
not  do  without  a  Central  Police  Force, 
where  would  they  get  authority  to 
secure  it  ?  Would  it  not  involve  an 
appeal  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  ?  The 
Unionists  would  rather  have  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  all  at  once — 
they  would  rather  see  the  end  of  the 
whole  story  and  know  how  the  thing 
was  to  be  carried  out.  The  Chief 
Secretary  evidently  did  not  want  them  to 
know  the  whole  story.  He  had  put  his 
Bill  before  them  in  piecemeal,  but  they 
wanted  to  see  how  they  stood.  The 
way  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  disre- 
garded Irish  opinion  was  truly  horrifying. 
Three  prominent  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  spoken — the  Nationalist 
Leaders  themselves  declared  a  Central 
Police  Force  to  be  absolutely  necessary. 
If  it  were,  it  must  be  wanted  to  coerce 
somebody.  Was  it  required  to  coerce  the 
loyal  minority  ?  The  Nationalists  said 
no;  so  it  must  be  wanted  to  coerce 
Nationalists  in  the  South  and  West  of 
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Ireland.     But  according  to  the  Amend- 
ment the  police  would  not  be  under  the 
control  of   the  Irish   Executive.     They 
would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  if  a  representation  were 
made  to  him  that  on  a  certain  emergency 
the  local  police  were  not  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve order  they  could  be  strengthened 
according  to  his  judgment  out  of  the  force 
under  his  control.     The  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  the  Police  Act  of  1890  worked 
perfectly   well   in  England.     Well,  that 
Act  might  work  well  enough  here  where 
all      the     Local     Authorities     worked 
harmoniously      together  ;     but      Local 
Authorities  in  Ireland  were  not  likely  to 
be   in   harmony   one   with   another.     If 
there  were  riots  in  Belfast,  for  instance, 
the  authorities   of  other   towns   in   the 
South  and   West   might  refuse  to  lend 
their  police  and  might  be  likely  to  say, 
^^Let  the    riots    go    on — so  much   the 
abetter."     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief   Secretary,   in  his  most   sanguine 
moments,    could     hardly    imagine   that 
4he  Local   Authorities  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  would  be  likely  to  co- 
operate with  Local   Authorities  in   the 
North  to  help  them  out  of  a  difficulty. 
Therefore,   the   analogy  of  the  English 
Act  did  not  hold  at  all.     The  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  ought  to  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  because  it  was  the 
first   he  had  seen  on  the  Paper  which 
seemed  to  possess  the  sympathies  of  all 
sections  from  Ireland.     It  would  give  a 
Central  Police  Force — which  was  a  thing 
the  Nationalists  demanded — ^although  it 
would  not  be  under  their  own   control, 
and  the  loyal  minority  would  not  fear  it 
because  it  would  ba  directed  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  under  the  advice  of  the  Im- 
perial Government.     Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  heartily  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CLANCT  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  was  not  very  relevant  to 
the  Amendment.  He  had  asked, 
for  instance,  what  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers wanted  a  Central  Police 
Force  for  and  whom  they  were 
going  to  coerce.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  an  answer  they  would  tell  him  that 
this  Central  Police  Force  was  required 
to  coerce  law-breakers  in  Ireland  and  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace,  whether  they  be- 
longed to  the  Unionist  or  the  Nationalist 
Party.  That  was  a  plain  and  sufficient 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
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r  man.     The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  had 
spoken  of  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford.     But  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  ?     It  was  to 
retain  2,000  armed  policemen  under  the 
control   of   what  would  be  regarded  in 
Ireland  under  Home  Rule  as  a  foreign 
authority.     During  the  controversies  of 
the  last  few  years,  the  Nationalists  had 
contended    for  nothing   so  much  as  a 
purely  Irish  force    under  Irish  control; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  he  would  not  condescend  to 
sit  in  an  Irish  Parliament  the  doors  of 
which  were  kept  by  a  foreign  policeman. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  said  it  was 
the  only  alternative  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.   Member's  remedy  would  be  worse 
than  the  disease.     If  it  were  difficult  or 
impossible   to  maintain   law   in    Ireland 
without  a   Central  Police  Force,  he  was 
afraid  that  keeping  in  Dublin  a  body  of 
Janissaries,  2,000  strong,  to  be  controlled 
by  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  once  called  '*  a 
foreign  authority,"  would  act,  not  as  a 
peace-preserving,   but    as    a    disturbing 
element  in  Irish  life ;  and  for  that  reason^ 
if  for  no  other,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
Irish   Nationalists    could    support     the 
proposal. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  not  converted  him  by  his 
observations  to  his  way  of  thinking.  He 
begged  leave,  however,  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  in  order  to  make  way  for 
one  standing  on  the  Paper  of  great  im- 
portance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  the  Prime  Minister  he  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  name.  It  was 
to  the  effect  that  the  Acts  relating  to 
Police  Forces  in  Ireland  should  be  rep^ed, 
and  no  forces  organised  and  armed  as  the 
present  Police  Force,  or  otherwise  than 
according  to  the  accustomed  manner  of  a 
Civil  police,  should  be  created  under  any 
Irish  Act.  This  was  an  Amendment 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  promised, 
and  it  was  to  fulfil  that  pledge  that  he 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  moved  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  16,  line  27,  after  the  word  "  Schedule," 
to  insert  the  words  ^  and  thereupon  the  Acts 
relating  to  such  forces  shall  be  repealed,  and  ao 
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forces  organised  and  armed  in  like  manner,  or 
otherwise  than  according  to  the  accustomed 
manner  of  a  Civil  police,  shall  be  created  under 
any  Irish  Act."— (iTr.  J,  Morley.) 

QuestioD  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  he  had  been  present, 
would  not  have  thought  it  desirable  to 
offer  to  the  Committee  some  words  ex- 
planatory of  the  Amendment.  He  under- 
stood the  words — 

^No    forces   organised  and  armed    in   like 
manner," 

because  he  knew  what  were  the  organi- 
sation and  the  arming  of  the  Constabu- 
lary ;  but  when  he  came  to  the  words — 

"  Or  otherwise  than  according  to  the  accus- 
tomed manner  of  a  Civil  police, 

he  confessed  he  felt  no  certainty  as  to 
the  meaning.     They  had  had  experience 
of  the  ordinary  aspect  and  functions  of 
a    Civil      Force.       The     men     carried 
truncheons  ;    they  did    not    carry   side- 
arms  ;    they    might,     on  occasions,    he 
believed,  have  revolvers,  but  they  never 
carried  rifles.     8o  they  were  to  under- 
stand, he  presumed,  that  under  no  circum- 
stances was  there  to  be  a  force  in  Ireland 
carrying   anything   but    the   truncheon. 
They   had    accepted   the  principle  that 
the  force  in  Ireland  was  to  be  a  Civil 
Force.      They  had  no  desire  that  after 
the  establishment  of   Home  Rule  there 
should  be  any  Military  or  semi-Military 
Force  in  the  service  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment.    But  now  came  the  question  of  a 
contingency   or  emergency.     Supposing 
men  rose  in  arms  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
a^rainst  the  laws  or  against  the  collection 
of  taxes ;    supposing  the  incitements  of 
the  hon«  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  and  his  less  gallant  but  equally 
earnest    confederates    appeared     to.    b^ 
of    some    avail    in    Ireland    after     the 
Boyal     Irish    Constabulary    ceased     to 
exist,    or     supposing     agrarian    trouble 
took     place     and     armed     men     went 
sbout   for    the    purpose    of    committing 
outrage,  what  were    the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  do  ?     Were  the  police  who  had 
to  deal  with  these  law-breakers  to  bear 
only  tmncheons,  or,  at  most,  revolvers  ? 
It  mighi  be  said  that  they  could  summon 
the  military,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
the  military  should  be  made  use  of  except 
in  the  case  of  an  actual  insurrection.  The 
power  of  maintaining  order  and  vindi- 


cating the  law  should  be  exercised  by  a 
Civil  Force,  and,  in  certain  emergencies, 
it  mifi^ht  be  necessary  that  that  force 
should  be  armed.  As  he  understood  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  would  exclude  the 
use  of  arms.  Power  should  be  reserved 
to  the  Irish  Government  to  make  such 
police  arrangements  as  might  be  requisite 
for  the  preservation  of  the  law.  He, 
therefore,  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  to  add  the. 
words — 

"  But  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  the- 
Irish  Government  from  making  such  police 
arrangements  as  they  may  deem  requisite  for- 
the  maintenance  or  restoration  of  order  or  the* 
execution  of  the  law." — (ifr.  SeoBton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those^ 
words  be  added  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  there^ 

was  one  point  upon  which  both  sections 

of  the    Irish    Nationalist    Party    were- 

agreed,  and  that   was  the   necessity  of' 

having  a  Central  Police  Force.     He  did* 

not  altogether  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  that  the  Nationalist  Members 
had  altogether  in  view  the  coercion 
of  Ulster.  He  thought  they  were 
actuated  by  a  more  personal  reason.  At 
the  present  moment  there  were  very  few 
Nationalist  Leaders  who  could  visit  their 
own  constituencies  without  the  assistance 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  There  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien).  When  he  visited  the  city  he 
represented  he  was  surrounded  and 
guarded  by  the  Irish  Constabulary. 

A   Nationalist   Member  :    That  ia 
not  a  fact. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  it 
was  absolutely  a  fact  that,  without  the 
protection  of  the  force  which,  on 
occasions,  the  Nationalist  Members  weve, 
so  fond  of  traducing,  the  hop.  Member *s 
shape  would  be  entirely  altered.  Then 
there  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  (Mr,  T.  M. 
Healy).  There  was  no  town  in  Ireland 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  could 
visit  without  being  protected  by  the  Irish 
Constabulary. 

A  Nationalist  Member  :   That  is 
not  true. 
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Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
truth  of  what  he  said  could  be  tested  by 
a  visit  of  the  hon.  aud  learned  Member 
to  any  town  in  Ireland  without  police 
protection.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  never  returned  to  the  House 
after  such  a  visit,  it  would  be  a  great 
and  sad  loss  ;  but  if  he  did  come  back  it 
would  be  with  a  very  much  changed 
appearance.  In  the  happy  family  that 
existed  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment, 
they  loved  one  another  so  much  that  it 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  vigorous  action 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary  that  these 
gentlemen  were  restrained  from  political 
manifestations  which  would  end  in  their 
mutual  destruction.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  desired  to  have  a 
Central  Force.  Without  drilling  with 
arms,  it  was  quite  possible  to  have  a 
body  of  men  who  would  be  capable  of 
milkary  action  on  very  short  notice. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  of  London  were 
drilled  as  soldiers,  although  they  did  not 
have  rifles,  and  it  would  be  perfectly 
possible  to  transform  them  into  a  power- 
ful military  force  in  a  very  short  time.  As 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  opposed,  in  the 
best  interests  of  Ireland,  the  existence  of 
a  Central  Police  Force  in  Ireland.  Such  a 
force  would  be  under  the  direct  control 
of  a  Government  the  politics  of  whose 
Members  the  Committee  was  perfectly 
acquainted  with.  For  once  in  his  life  he 
agreed  with  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  asked  what  would  happen  if  there 
was  agrarian  trouble.  The  ordinary  idea 
of  agrarian  trouble  was  trouble  arising 
out  of  the  difficulty  of  making  a  certain 
set  of  men  fulfil  their  legal  obligations. 
Agrarian  trouble  in  Ireland  had  invariably 
arisen  from  the  fact  that  a  certain  set  of 
men  called  landlords,  who  required  a 
certain  amount  of  rent  from  their  tenants, 
enforced  claims  which  the  law  admitted 
to  be  just.  It  was  when  those  claims 
were  disallowed  that  there  arose  what 
were  called  agrarian  troubles.  He 
wondered  what  an  agrarian  trouble  would 
mean  under  a  Government  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  and  his  friends  would  be  the 
principal  component  parts  ?  Would  it 
mean  an  eflbrt  on  the  part  of  landlords  to 
secure  rent  ?  If  it  did,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  chance  there  would  ever  be 
of  getting  a  farthing?  Would  it  mean  a 
general  rising  of  the  tenants  of  various 
counties  against  the  payment  of  any  of 


the  rent  they  owed  to  their  landlords  ? 
How,  he  wondered,  would  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  employ  his  Central 
Police  Force  in  that  case  ?  He  wondered 
what  form  the  agrarian  question  would 
assume  in  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Limerick. 
What  would  be  the  position  of  an  Irish 
landlord  in  Clare,  if  there  were  a  local 
police  force  ?  The  component  parts  of 
that  force  would  be  drawn  from  the 
sympathisers  with  the  cause  of  the  hon.  * 
Member  for  North  Kerry  and  his  friends. 
There  would  be  in  that  police  men  who 
carried  out  the  decrees  and  will  of  the 
Land  League.  He  should  say  the  force 
would  be  mainly  composed  of  moonlighters, 
and  he  wondered  how  the  Central  Police 
Force  would  act  in  case  of  agrarian 
trouble  between  the  owners  of  property 
in  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Limerick,  and  the 
local  police,  who  would  naturally 
sympathise  with  the  cause  of  the  tenants 
against  the  landlords  ?  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  decide  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  right  in  refusing  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Government  the 
power  of  having  a  body  of  men  who 
would  be  ready  to  go  on  their  behalf  to 
any  part  of  Ireland,  to  crush  out  the 
very  name  of  freedom,  justice,  and  fair 
play. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  A  few  precious  minutes 
still  remain  to  us  before  the  application 
of  the  shameful  instrument  which  the 
Government  have  adopted.  A  large 
portion  of  the  precious  minutes  allowed 
us  this  evening  have  been  utilised  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  in 
discussing  what  armed  force  shall  be 
placed  at  their  disposal  after  the  passing 
of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  now  we  are 
about  to  witness  the  comical  spectacle 
of  the  closuring  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
own  Amendment,  and,  what  is  still  more 
tragic,  the  closuring  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton)  to  the  Prime  Minister's 
Amendment.  I  hesitated  for  a  moment 
before  rising,  because  I  thought  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J. 
Morley),  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  would  deal  with  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry, 
But  he  sat  still. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  moved  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moved  the  Amendment,  bnt 
in  such  a  manner  that  the  hon.  Member 
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for  North  Kerry  said  thst  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  here  he  thought  he 
would  have  made  a  longer  explanation. 
Sheltering  themselves  b^nd  the  Closure, 
the  Government  have  not  replied  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry.  Being 
anxious  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
cpntinue  to  be  treated  with  that  deference 
which  is  nsiiallj  accorded  to  him  by  the 
Government,  and  seeing  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  now  arrived  in  his  place,  I 
will  give  him  an  opportunity  of  re- 
plying. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  remark- 
able thing  that  the  Prime  Minister  could 
not  even  condescend  to  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  his  own  Leader.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  moved  an 
Amendment  absolutely  complaining  that 
the  Irish  Government  when  it  was 
formed  would  not  be  able  to  establish  a 
Police  Force  able  to  maintain  order,  and 
when  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer absolutely  made  way  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  reply,  it  seemed  a  most 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  nominal  Leader  of  the 
House,  should  not  attempt  to  do  so.  The 
Sohedule  dealing  with  the  police  was 
quite  different  in  many  serious  respects 
tram  that  which  appeared  in  the  Bill  on 
the  Second  Reading. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  is  no 
Schedule  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  But  there  is. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  first  part, 
but  not  the  second  part. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  this  was  another 
of  those  Parliamentary  shuffles  which 
were  not  creditable.  He  was  perfectly 
aware  that  when  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  it  was  in  such  a  discredit- 
able condition  that  half  the  Schedules 
were  in  blank.  Since  the  Second  Read- 
ing most  of  the  Schedules,  the  whole  of 
the  Financial  Clauses,  and  the  whole  of 
the  system  by  which  Ireland  was  to  be 
represented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  altered  ;  in  fact,  the  Bill  had 
been  so  changed  that  its  own  father 
hardly  knew  it.  The  Opposition  had 
been  trying  to  bring  out  the  fact  that 
this  country  was  to  pay  for  the  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland,  but  owing  to  the 
Closure  they  had  been  stopped.  He 
thought  the  country  would  be  astonished 
to  hear  that  the  Government  were 
sheltering  themselves  behind  the  miser- 
able Closure  they  had  created  in  order  to 
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save  themselves  from  explaining  to  the 
public  the  details  of  their  iniquitous 
measure.  The  fact  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  afraid  of  the  public  knowing. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  as  dumb  as  an 
extinct  volcano.  There  never  was,  and 
never  would  be  again,  a  Government  in 
,  power  that  was  so  absolutely  lost  to  all 
sense  of  the  interests  and  traditions  of 
the  House.  Ministers  thought  that  any- 
thing would  do  for  the  House  of  Comr 
mons  if  they  could  simply  force  it 
through  with  the  gag  they  had  invented. 
He  represented  an  English  constituency, 
and  he  said 

It  being  Ten  of  the  clock,  the  Chair- 
mau,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the 
House  of  the  30th  June,  interrupted  the 
Debate  and  put  the  Questions  already 
proposed  from  the  Chair  forthwith  : — 

Question,  "That  those  words  be 
added  to  the  proposed  Amendment,"  put, 
'and  negatived. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  *and  thereupon  the  Acta 
relating  to  such  forces  shall  be  repealed,  and  no 
forces  organised  and  armed  in  like  manner,  or 
otherwise  than  according  to  the  accustomed 
manner  of  a  civil  police,  shall  be  created  under 
any  Irish  Act,' 

be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  537  ; 
Noes  49.— (Division  List,  No.  231.) 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  said 
Order,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  put 
successively  the  Questions  on  Clauses  30 
to  40,  forthwith,  as  followeth  : — 

Question  put,  "That  Clause  30,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  315  ; 
Noes  289.— (Division  List,  No.  232.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  31  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  321  ; 
Noes  287.— (Division  List,  No.  233.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  32  stand 
part  of  the  BiU." 

The  Committee  divided  : —  Ayes  315  ; 
Noes  281.— (Division  List,  No.  234.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  33  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  314  ; 
Noes  279.— (Division  List,  No.  235.) 

Question,  "  That  Clause  34  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Ireland.     But  according  to  the  Amend- 
ment the  police  would  not  be  under  the 
control  of  the  Irish   Executive.     They 
would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  if  a  representation  were 
made  to  him  that  on  a  certain  emergency 
the  local  police  were  not  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve order  they  could  be  strengthened 
according  to  his  judgment  out  of  the  force 
under  his  control.     The  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  the  Police  Act  of  1890  worked 
perfectly   well   in  England.     Well,  that 
Act  might  work  well  enough  here  where 
all      the     Local     Authorities     worked 
harmoniously      together  ;     but      Local 
Authorities  in  Ireland  were  not  likely  to 
be  in   harmony   one   with   another.     If 
there  were  riots  in  Belfast,  for  instance, 
the  authorities   of  other  towns   in   the 
South  and   West   might  refuse  to  lend 
their  police  and  might  be  likely  to  say, 
^'  Let   the    riots    go    on — so  much   the 
^tter."     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief   Secretary,   in  his  most   sanguine 
moments,    could     hardly    imagine    that 
^he  Local   Authorities  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  would  be  likely  to  co- 
operate with   Local   Authorities  in   the 
North  to  help  them  out  of  a  difficulty. 
Therefore,   the   analogy  of  the  English 
Act  did  not  hold  at  all.     The  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  ought  to  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  because  it  was  the 
first   he  had  seen  on  the  Paper  which 
seemed  to  possess  the  sympathies  of  all 
sections  from  Ireland.     It  would  give  a 
Central  Police  Force — which  was  a  thing 
the  Nationalists  demanded — although  it 
would  not  be  under  their  own   control, 
and  the  loyal  minority  would  not  fear  it 
4>ecause  it  would  ba  directed  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  under  the  advice  of  the  Im- 
perial Government.     Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  heartily  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  was  not  very  relevant  to 
the  Amendment.  He  had  asked, 
for  instance,  what  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers wanted  a  Central  Police 
Force  for  and  whom  they  were 
going  to  coerce.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  an  answer  they  would  tell  him  that 
this  Central  Police  Force  was  required 
to  coerce  law-breakers  in  Ireland  and  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace,  whether  they  be- 
longed to  the  Unionist  or  the  Nationalist 
Party.  That  was  a  plain  and  sufficient 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 

Mr,  Rentoul 


r  man.     The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  bad 
spoken  of  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford.     But  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  ?     It  was  to 
retain  2,000  armed  policemen  under  the 
control   of   what  would  be  regarded  in 
Ireland  under  Home  Rule  as  a  foreign 
authority.     Duriug  the  controversies  of 
the  last  few  years,  the  Nationalists  had 
contended    for  nothing   so   much   as  a 
purely  Irish  force    under  Irish  control; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  he  would  not  condescend  to 
sit  in  an  Irish  Parliament  the  doors  of 
which  were  kept  by  a  foreign  policeman. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  said  it  was 
the  only  alternative  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.   Member's  remedy  would  be  worse 
than  the  disease.     If  it  were  difficult  or 
impossible   to  maintain   law   in    Ireland 
without  a  Central  Police  Force,  he  was 
afraid  that  keeping  in  Dublin  a  body  of 
Janissaries,  2,000  strong,  to  be  controlled 
by  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  once  called  "  a 
foreign  authority,"  would  act,  not  as  a 
peace-preserving,   but    as    a    disturbing 
element  in  Irish  life ;  and  for  that  reason, 
if  for  no  other,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
Irish   Nationalists    could    support     the 
proposal. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  not  converted  him  by  his 
observations  to  his  way  of  thinking.  He 
begged  leave,  however,  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  in  order  to  make  way  for 
one  standing  on  the  Paper  of  great  im- 
portance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  the  Prime  Minister  he  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  name.  It  waa 
to  the  effect  that  the  Acts  relating  to 
Police  Forces  in  Ireland  should  be  rep^ed, 
and  no  forces  organised  and  armed  as  the 
present  Police  Force,  or  otherwise  than 
according  to  the  accustomed  manner  of  a 
Civil  police,  should  be  created  under  any 
Irish  Act.  This  was  an  Amendment 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  promised^ 
and  it  was  to  fulfil  that  pledge  that  he 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  moved  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  16,  line  27,  after  the  word  **  Schedule," 
to  insert  the  words  ^  and  thereupon  the  Acta 
relating  to  such  forces  shall  be  repealed,  and  no 
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forces  organised  and  armed  in  like  manner,  or 
otherwise  than  according  to  the  accustomed 
manner  of  a  Civil  police,  shall  be  created  under 
any  Irish  Act/*— (JiTr.  J,  Morley,) 

QuestioD  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  he  had  been  present, 
would  not  have  thought  It  desirable  to 
offer  to  the  Committee  some  words  ex- 
planatory of  the  Amendment.  He  under- 
stood the  words — 

"No   forces   organised  and  armed    in  like 
mann^/' 

because  he  knew  what  were  the  organi- 
sation and  the  arming  of  the  Constabu- 
lary ;  but  when  he  came  to  the  words — 

"  Or  otherwise  than  according  to  the  accus- 
tomed manner  of  a  Civil  police, 

he  confessed  he  felt  no  certainty  as  to 
the  meaning.  They  had  had  experience 
of  the  ordinary  aspect  and  functions  of 
a  Civil  Force.  The  men  carried 
truncheons  ;  they  did  not  carry  side- 
arms;  they  might,  on  occasions,  he 
believed,  have  revolvers,  but  they  never 
carried  rifles.  So  they  were  to  under- 
stand, he  presumed,  that  under  no  circum- 
stances was  there  to  be  a  force  in  Ireland 
carrying  anything  but  the  truncheon. 
They  had  accepted  the  principle  that 
the  force  in  Ireland  was  to  be  a  Civil 
Force.  They  had  no  desire  that  after 
the  establishment  of  Home  Rule  there 
should  be  any  Military  or  semi-Military 
Force  in  the  service  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. But  now  came  the  question  of  a 
contingency  or  emergency.  Supposing 
men  rose  in  arms  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
a^rainst  the  laws  or  against  the  collection 
of  taxes ;  supposing  the  incitements  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  and  his  less  gallant  but  equally 
earnest  confederates  appeared  to.  be 
of  some  avail  in  Ireland  after  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  oeaeed  to 
exist,  or  supposing  agrarian  trouble 
took  place  and  armed  men  went 
about  for  the  purpose  of  committing 
outrage,  what  were  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  do  ?  Were  the  police  who  had 
to  deal  with  these  law-breakers  to  bear 
only  truncheons,  or,  at  most,  revolvers  ? 
It  might  be  said  that  they  could  summon 
the  military,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
the  military  should  be  made  use  of  except 
in  the  case  of  an  actual  insurrection.  The 
power  of  maintaining  order  apd  vindi- 


cating the  law  should  be  exercised  by  a 
Civil  Force,  and,  in  certain  emergencies, 
it  might  be  necessary  that  that  force 
should  be  armed.  As  he  understood  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  would  exclude  the 
use  of  arms.  Power  should  be  reserved 
to  the  Irish  Government  to  make  such 
police  arrangements  as  might  be  requisite 
for  the  preservation  of  the  law.  He, 
therefore,  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  to  add  the. 
words — 

"  But  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  the- 
Irish  Government  from  making  such  police 
arrangements  as  they  may  deem  requisite  for 
the  maintenance  or  restoration  of  order  or  the> 
execution  of  the  law." — (jVr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those^ 
words  be  added  to  the  proposed  Amend-- 
ment." 

Colonel  S  AUNDERSON  said,  there^ 

was  one  point  upon  which  both  sections 

of  the    Irish    Nationalist    Party    were- 

agreed,  and  that   was  the   necessity  of' 

having  a  Central  Police  Force.     He  did* 

not  altogether  agree  with  his  hon.  Friead 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr*  T. 
W.  Russell)  that  the  Nationalist  Members 
had  altogether  in  view  the  coercion 
of  Ulster.  He  thought  they  were 
actuated  by  a  more  personal  reason.  At 
the  present  moment  there  were  very  few 
Nationalist  Leaders  who  could  visit  their 
own  constituencies  without  the  assistance 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  There  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien).  When  he  visited  the  city  he 
represented  he  was  surrounded  and 
guarded  by  the  Irish  Constabulary. 

A  Nationalist  Member  :  That  is 
not  a  fact. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  it 
was  absolutely  a  fact  that,  without  the 
protection  of  the  force  which,  on 
occasions,  the  Nationalist  Members  weve, 
so  fond  of  traducing,  the  how.  Member *is 
shape  would  be  entirely  aliened.  Then 
there  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  (Mr,  T.  M. 
Healy).  There  was  no  town  in  Ireland 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  could 
visit  without  being  protected  by  the  Irish 
Constabulary. 

A  Nationalist  Mekber  :  That  is 
not  true. 
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Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
truth  of  what  he  said  could  be  tested  by 
a  visit  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  any  town  in  Ireland  without  police 
protection.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  never  returned  to  the  House 
after  such  a  visit,  it  would  be  a  great 
and  sad  loss  ;  but  if  he  did  come  back  it 
would  be  with  a  very  much  changed 
appearance.  In  the  happy  family  that 
existed  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment, 
they  loved  one  another  so  much  that  it 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  vigorous  action 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary  that  these 
gentlemen  were  restrained  from  political 
manifestations  which  would  end  in  their 
mutual  destruction.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  desired  to  have  a 
Central  Force.  Without  drilling  with 
arms,  it  was  quite  possible  to  have  a 
body  of  men  who  would  be  capable  of 
milkary  action  on  very  short  notice. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  of  London  were 
drilled  as  soldiers,  although  they  did  not 
have  rifles,  and  it  would  be  perfectly 
poasible  to  transform  them  into  a  power- 
ful military  force  in  a  very  short  time.  As 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  opposed,  in  the 
best  interests  of  Ireland,  the  existence  of 
a  Central  Police  Force  in  Ireland.  Such  a 
force  would  be  under  the  direct  control 
of  a  Government  the  politics  of  whose 
Members  the  Committee  was  perfectly 
acquainted  with.  For  once  in  his  life  he 
agreed  with  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  asked  what  would  happen  if  there 
was  agrarian  trouble.  The  ordinary  idea 
of  agrarian  trouble  was  trouble  arising 
out  of  the  difficulty  of  making  a  certain 
set  of  men  fulfil  their  legal  obligations. 
Agrarian  trouble  in  Ireland  had  invariably 
arisen  from  the  fact  that  a  certain  set  of 
men  called  landlords,  who  required  a 
certain  amount  of  rent  from  their  tenants, 
enforced  claims  which  the  law  admitted 
to  be  just.  It  was  when  those  claims 
were  disallowed  that  there  arose  what 
were  called  agrarian  troubles.  He 
wondered  what  an  agrarian  trouble  would 
mean  under  a  Government  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  and  his  friends  would  be  the 
principal  component  parts  ?  Would  it 
mean  an  effort  on  the  part  of  landlords  to 
secure  rent  ?  If  it  did,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  chance  there  would  ever  be 
of  getting  a  farthing?  Would  it  mean  a 
general  rising  of  the  tenants  of  various 
counties  against  the  payment  of  any  of 


the  rent  they  owed  to  their  landlords  ? 
How,  he  wondered,  would  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  employ  his  Central 
Police  Force  in  that  case  ?  He  wondered 
what  form  the  agrarian  question  would 
assume  in  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Limerick. 
What  would  be  the  position  of  an  Irish 
landlord  in  Clare,  if  there  were  a  local 
police  force  ?  The  component  parts  of 
that  force  would  be  drawn  from  the 
sympathisers  with  the  cause  of  the  hon. ' 
Member  for  North  Kerry  and  his  friends. 
There  would  be  in  that  police  men  who 
carried  out  the  decrees  and  will  of  the 
Land  League.  He  should  say  the  force 
would  bemainly  composed  of  moonlightersi 
and  he  wondered  how  the  Central  Police 
Force  would  act  in  case  of  agrarian 
trouble  between  the  owners  of  property 
in  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Limerick,  and  the 
local  police,  who  would  naturally 
sympathise  with  the  cause  of  the  tenants 
against  the  landlords  ?  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  decide  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  right  in  refusing  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Government  the 
power  of  having  a  body  of  men  who 
would  be  ready  to  go  on  their  behalf  to 
any  part  of  Ireland,  to  crush  out  the 
very  name  of  freedom,  justice,  and  fair 
play. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  A  few  precious  minutes 
still  remain  to  us  before  the  application 
of  the  shameful  instrument  which  the 
Government  have  adopted.  A  large 
portion  of  the  precious  minutes  allowed 
us  this  evening  have  been  utilised  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  in 
discussing  what  armed  force  shall  be 
placed  at  their  disposal  after  the  passing 
of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  now  we  are 
about  to  witness  the  comical  spectacle 
of  the  closuring  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
own  Amendment,  and,  what  is  still  more 
tragic,  the  closuring  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton)  to  the  Prime  Minister's 
Amendment.  I  hesitated  for  a  moment 
before  rising,  because  I  thought  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J, 
Morley),  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  would  deal  with  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Meml>er  for  North  Kerry. 
But  he  sat  still. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY :  I  moved  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moved  the  Amendment,  bat 
in  sach  a.  manner  that  the  hon.  Member 
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for  North  Kerry  said  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  here  he  thought  he 
would  have  made  a  longer  explanation. 
Sheltering  tfaemselyes  behind  the  Closure, 
the  Government  have  not  replied  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry.  Being 
anxious  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
continue  to  be  treated  with  that  deference 
wl^ich  is  usually  accorded  to  him  by  the 
Government,  and  seeing  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  now  arrived  in  his  place,  I 
will  give  him  an  opportunity  of  re- 
plying. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  remark- 
able thing  that  the  Prime  Minister  could 
not  even  condescend  to  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  his  own  Leader.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  moved  an 
Amendment  absolutely  complaining  that 
the  Irish  Government  when  it  was 
formed  would  not  be  able  to  establish  a 
Police  Force  able  to  maintain  order,  and 
when  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer absolutely  made  way  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  reply,  it  seemed  a  most 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  nominal  Leader  of  the 
House,  should  not  attempt  to  do  so.  The 
Schedule  dealing  with  the  police  was 
quite  different  in  many  serious  respects 
from  that  which  appeared  in  the  Bill  on 
the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  is  no 
Schedule  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  But  there  is. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  first  part, 
but  not  the  second  part. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  this  was  another 
of  those  Parliamentary  shuffles  which 
were  not  creditable.  He  was  perfectly 
aware  that  when  the  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  it  was  in  such  a  discredit- 
able condition  that  half  the  Schedules 
were  in  blank.  Since  the  Second  Read- 
ing most  of  the  Schedules,  the  whole  of 
the  Financial  Clauses,  and  the  whole  of 
the  system  by  which  Ireland  was  to  be 
represented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  altered  ;  in  fact,  the  Bill  had 
been  so  changed  that  its  own  father 
hardly  knew  it.  The  Opposition  had 
been  trying  to  bring  out  the  fact  that 
this  country  was  to  pay  for  the  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland,  but  owing  to  the 
Closure  they  had  been  stopped.  He 
thought  the  country  would  be  astonished 
to  hear  that  the  Government  were 
sheltering  themselves  behind  the  miser- 
able Closure  they  had  created  in  order  to 
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save  themselves  from  explaining  to  the 
public  the  details  of  their  iniquitous 
measure.  The  fact  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  afraid  of  the  public  knowing. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  as  dumb  as  an 
extinct  volcano.  There  never  was,  and 
.never  would  be  again,  a  Government  in 
.power  that  was  so  absolutely  lost  to  all 
sense  of  the  interests  and  traditions  of 
the  House.  Ministers  thought  that  any- 
,  thing  would  do  for  the  House  of  Covor 
mens  if  they  could  simply  force  it 
through  with  the  gag  they  had  invented. 
He  represented  an  English  constituency, 
and  he  said 

It  being  Ten  of  the  clock,  the  Chair- 
man, in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the 
House  of  the  30th  June,  interrupted  the 
Debate  and  put  the  Questions  already 
proposed  from  the  Chair  forthwith  : — 

Question,  "That  those  words  be 
added  to  the  proposed  Amendment,"  put, 
'and  negatived. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  *and  thereupon  the  Acts 
relating  to  such  forces  shall  be  repealed,  and  no 
forces  organised  and  armed  in  like  manner,  or 
otherwise  than  according  to  the  accustomed 
manner  of  a  civil  police,  shall  be  created  under 
anj  Irish  Act/ 

be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  537  ; 
Noes  49.— (Division  List,  No.  231.) 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  said 
Order,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  put 
successively  the  Questions  on  Clauses  30 
to  40,  forthwith,  as  foUoweth  : — 

Question  put,  "That  Clause  30,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  315  ; 
Noes  289.— (Division  List,  No.  232.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  31  stand 
part  of  the  BiU." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  321  ; 
Noes  287.— (Division  List,  No.  233.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  32  stand 
part  of  the  BiU." 

The  Committee  divided  : —  Ayes  315  ; 
Noes  281.— (Division  List,  No.  234.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  33  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  314  ; 
Noes  279.— (Division  List,  No.  235.) 

Question,  "  That  Clause  34  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Question  put,  "  That  Clause  36  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  327  ; 
Noes  39.— (Division  List,  No.  236.) 

Question  put,  '^  That  Clause  36  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  302  ; 
Noes  268.— (Division  Lbt,  No.  237.) 

Question,  *'  That  Clause  37  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  '*  That  Clause  38  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  295  ; 
Noes  261.— (Division  List,  No.  238.) 

Question,  ''That  Clause  39  stand  par^ 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question, ''  That  Clause  40  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

And,  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the 
30th  June  having  been  complied  with, 
and,  it  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chair- 
man left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to 
the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  GBDBB  [BIRMINGHAM  CANAL 
NAVIGATION]  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee 
of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  not  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

CANAL  BATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGES 
PBOVISIONAL  OBDEB  [LEEDS  AND 
LIVEBPOOL  CANAL]  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
420.] 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBOVI- 
SIONAL OBDEB  [GBAND  JUNCTION 
CANAL]  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional   Order 


Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
421.] 

CANAL  BATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGES 
PBOVISIONAL  OBDEB  [NAVIGATION 
OF  THE  BIVEBS  AIBE  AND  CALDBB] 
BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates, 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
422.] 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBOVI- 
SIONAL OBDEB  [WABWICK  AND  BIB- 
MINGHAM  CANAL]  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee  of 
Lords  and  Commons  on  Canal  Rates^ 
Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
Bills  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
423.] 

MESSAGE  FBOM  THE  LOBDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — ^Metro- 
politan  Police  Provisional  Order  Bill. 

Water  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  BiU,. 
with  an  Amendment. 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  with 
Amendments. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  8)  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FEUS  AND  LEASES  (SCOTLAND). 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Campbell  be  dis* 
charged  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Feus  and  Leases  (Scotland). 

Ordered,  That  Captain  Hope  be  added 
to  the  Conmdittee.  —  {Mr.  Akers^ 
Douglas.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minatei 

before  One  o'clock* 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  21st  July  1893. 


AMERICAN  CONSTITUTION  AND  HOME 

RULE. 
QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIOXS. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  rose  to  call 
attention  to  certain  Articles  in  the  Con- 
stitution of   the  United  States  ;  and  to 
ask  Her  Majesty^  Government  whether 
in    any    new    measure    for    the    better 
government  of  Ireland  they  will  provide 
for  the   life,   liberty,   and    property    of 
minorities    in   that  part  of   the    United 
Kingdom,  some  security  not  less  definite 
and  express  than  the  security  provided  in 
the  American  Constitution  even  for  the 
emancipated    Negroes  ?      He   said,    the 
House  was  conscious  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  contest  in  which  they  were  all  more 
or  less  engaged,  and  of  the  great  issues 
which  were  at  stake ;  but  on  that  occa- 
sion he  would  confine  himself  strictly  to 
the  point  raised   in    the   question — the 
effect  of  any  possible  measure  of  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland  on  the  personal  liberty 
of  the  subject  in  that  country.      He  had 
carefully  respected  the  usages  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  in  his  question  there  was  no 
allusion  to  any  Bill  which  might  now  be 
under  discussion  in  the  other  House  ;  nor 
would  he  refer  to  any  of   the  Debates 
going  on  there  at  the  present  time.     But 
there  was  by  implication  an  accusation  in 
his   question   that   the    scheme   of    the 
Government  would  not  provide  security 
for  the  life,  liberty,  and  property  of  the 
minority  in  Ireland.     In  1881,  when  he 
was  a  Colleague  of  Mr.  Gladstone's,  the 
Liberal  Party  was  agreed  that  personal 
liberty   and   freedom  of  action  were  at 
stake   in  the   Irish    Question,    and    the 
Government  of  that  day   put   into   the 
mouth   of   the  Sovereign  the  statement 
that  certain  measures  were  then  necessary 
to  secure  protection  of  life  and  property 
and  personal  liberty  of  action.     Subse- 
quent   to    that   period,    in    1886,    Mr. 
Gladstone  made  the  remarkable  declara- 
tion that  the  subject  was  one  which  went 
down  to  the  very  roots  and  foundations 
of  our  whole  civil  and  political  Constitu- 

VOL.  XV.    [fourth  series.] 


tion.  But  when  they  looked  at  the  Bill 
of  1886  they  found  that  it  provided  no 
security  whatever  for  the  life,  liberty, 
and  property  of  the  minority  in  Ireland. 
And  the  question  now  arose  how  far 
they  were  entitled  to  assume  that  the  Bill 
which  was  likely  to  come  up  to  them 
would  be  a  reproduction  of  the  Bill  of 
1886?  On  that  question  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  seemed  to  have  been 
characterised  by  great  evasiveness  and 
concealment,  and  diuring  the  whole  of  the 
contest  since  1886  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
his  friends  had  confined  themselves 
almost  entirely  to  the  general  phrase  that 
the  new  Bill  would  establish  a  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  for  all  exclusively  Irish 
affairs.  They  had  never  offered  the 
slightest  definition  of  what  Irish  affairs 
meant,  and  he  had  a  right  to  suppose  that 
the  present  scheme,  as  regarded  this 
matter,  was  framed  upon  the  Bill  of  1886. 
Mr.  Gladstone  had  distinctly  declared 
that  all  Irish  affairs  were  to  be  put  under 
the  control  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  and 
Lord  T  bring  and  Lord  Rosebery  had 
made  it  clear  that  in  their  view  Irish 
affairs  embraced  everything  except 
foreign  affairs.  They  had,  therefore, 
arrived  at  this  result — that  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  as  announced  during 
the  last  seven  years,  was  that  the  Irish 
Home  Rule  Parliament  was  to  have 
complete  power  over  the  personal 
liberty,  property,  and  freedom  of  action 
of  all  Irishmen  on  all  domestic  matters  ; 
and  the  question  now  arose  whether  he 
was  entitled  to  assume  that  the  Bill, 
which  was  likely  to  come  up  to  them  in 
a  short  time,  was  drawn  on  these  lines. 
In  a  remarkable  speech  at  Leeds,  in 
October,  1888,  Lord  Rosebery  said — 

"  I  know  it  is  said,  *  Where  are  your  Bills  of 
1886  ?  *  As  to  that,  I  have  to  say  this— that  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  vivifying  machine  which 
can  bring  into  existence  again  Bills  which  have 
been  killed  by  a  majoiity  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  ratified  by  the  decree  of  a  General 
Election.  If  anybody  can  tell  me  of  any  in- 
cubator of  that  description,  any  hatching 
machine  that  will  enable  a  Bill  under  these 
distressing  circumstances  to  be  presented  to 
Parliament  again,  I  shall  be  grateful  to  him.*' 

The  whole  object  of  that  speech  was  to 
tell  the  people  of  this  country  that  the 
Bill  of  1886  was  dead  and  gone,  and  he 
ridiculed  the  idea  of  its  being  reproduced. 
In  a  letter  to  The  Times  on  November 
29,  1890,  Mr.  Gladstone  wrote— 
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"  For  me  to  propose  any  measure  except  on 
the  lines  which  I  have  already  laid  down  would 
be  fatuity  as  regards  myself,  and  treachery  to 
the  Irish  people." 

There  was  a  distinct  declaration  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  that  his  new  measure,  what- 
ever it  was  to  be,  was  to  be  drawn  on  the 
lines  of  the  Bill  of  1886.  That  declara- 
tion by  Mr.  Gladstone  was  in  direct  con- 
tradiction of  the  declaration  made  by 
Lord  Rosebery.  The  Marquess  of  Ripon 
at  the  same  period  stated  that  no  human 
being  could  foretell  what  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  was  likely  to  be.  He  had 
always  looked  upon  Lord  Spencer  as  the 
Nathaniel  of  the  Cabinet,  and  in  a  speech 
delivered  before  the  last  General  Election 
his  noble  Friend  said — 

"The  policy  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  1886  was 

«tjll  to  the  frontf  and  although  they  might  alter 

«ome  small  details  in  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  he 

4M8ured  them  that  nothing  further  would  be 

-done," 

Here  were  speeches  by  leading  Members 
•of  the  Government,  diametrically  opposite 
ito  each  other ;  but  they,  at  any  rate, 
served  to  throw  a  considerable  light  on 
ihe  competence  of  the  Government  to 
^ive  any  opinion  at  all  upon  this  great 
Constitutional  question,  because  it  was 
quite  clear  that  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members  changed  the  Bill  from  a  Pro- 
vincial to  a  Federal  Constitution ;  and  if 
there  were  two  things  more  different 
from  each  other  than  a  Provincial  and  a 
Federal  Constitution  he  did  not  know 
what  they  were.  That  was  the  way  the 
constituencies  were  treated.  Coming  to 
Xhe  position  in  which  they  were  now 
placed,  their  Lordships  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Bill  which  was  to 
•i^me  to  them  would,  in  regard  to  these 
matters,  be  drawn  on  the  lines  of  the 
Bill  of  1886  ;  that  it  would  be  a  Bill 
affording  no  security  whatever  for  in- 
dividual life,  liberty,  and  property  in  Ire- 
land— a  Bill  restricting  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  foreign  and  various  other  affairs 
which  might  be  called  Imperial,  but  it 
would  give  no  individual  security  what- 
ever to  Irishmen.  The  nation  was  thus 
placed  in  an  extraordinary  position. 
Unlike  all  Continental  countries,  we  had 
no  written  Constitution ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  all  the  more  important  that 
their  Lordships  should  look  closely  at 
what  was  threatened.  Almost  all 
countries  had  some  barriers  interposed 
between  dangerous  invasions  at  the  pass- 
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ing  will  of  chance  majorities  and  our 
fundamental  laws.  We  had  no  such 
barriers,  and  it,  therefore,  behoved  us  all 
the  more  to  examine  what  we  had.  The 
only  thing  we  had  in  the  nature  of  a 
Constitutional  Act  was  the  Act  of  1700. 
Anything  more  simple,  and  in  some 
respects  more  grand,  than  the  clauses  of 
that  Act  did  not  exist ;  but  it  was  utterly 
valueless  as  a  security  such  as  we 
wanted.  It  was  said,  however,  that 
there  was  the  supremacy  of  Parliament, 
and  that,  they  were  assured,  was  sufficient 
security.  Lord  Rosebery  said  during  the 
last  General  Election — 

*'  I  have  the  greatest  doubt  whether  any  Act 
of  Parliament  can  do  away  with  the  supremacy 
of  Parliament  over  the  entire  Empire." 

That  was  the  doctrine  held  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  held  out  as  an 
ample  security  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
because  Parliament  could  not  divest  itself 
of  its  supremacy.  This  doctrine  of  the 
supremacy  of  Parliament  was  a  mere 
dogma,  a  pure  logomachy,  and  it  had  no 
practical  bearing  on  political  affairs. 
They  were  told  to  look  at  the  Colonies. 
But  the  Colonies  were  practically  inde- 
pendent, and  the  Crown  had  no  real 
power  of  interfering  if  the  Colonial 
Legislatures  should  assail  individual 
liberty.  They  had  imposed  hostile 
tariffs  against  our  goods,  which  the 
people  would  say  to  a  man,  if  they  were 
polled,  was  an  act  against  the  policy  of 
the  country.  At  this  moment  the 
Australian  Colonies  were  levying  dif- 
ferential taxation ;  but  it  was  quite 
obvious  that  differential  taxation,  carried 
to  a  certain  extent,  might  be  confiscation 
of  private  property.  The  Colonial 
Office  knew,  however,  that  if  they  were 
to  interfere  with  domestic  measures 
there  would  be  a  quarrel,  and  probably  a 
Declaration  of  Independence,  and  no  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  would  ever  fire 
a  shot  in  anger  if  any  one  of  our  great 
Colonies  set  up  its  independence.  There- 
fore, the  doctrine  of  Imperial  supremacy 
as  a  security  for  individual  liberty  in 
Ireland  was  a  pure  delusion  and  dream  ; 
it  was  an  abstract  doctrine  which  had  no 
reality.  There  was  one  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  asserted  this  supremacy  in 
the  strongest  terms — the  Act  which 
declared  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment had  full  power  of  legisla- 
tion    over     all    the    Colonies     in     all 
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matters  whatsoever.  But  what  was  that 
Act?  It  was  the  Act  of  1766,  which 
produced  the  Declaration  of  American 
Independence,  and  that  Act  might  just 
4U  well  be  repealed  to-morrow,  for  it  was 
an  absolute  dead  letter — an  Act  on  which 
^hej  could  not  depend  for  a  moment  for 
any  security  in  favour  of  individual 
liberty.  It  had  been  stated  during  the 
past  seven  years  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  be  kept  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. That,  of  course,  increased  the 
•difficulty  ;  and  if  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment was  powerless,  as  he  ventured  to 
«ay  it  was,  even  at  the  present  moment, 
it  would  still  be  more  so  \%ith  a  separate 
Parliament  for  Ireland.  But  there  were 
methods  of  securing  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  which  it  would  be  well  for  the 
Government  to  consider.  He  recognised 
the  absurdity  of  the  mother  of  all  the 
Parliaments  in  the  world  going  elsewhere 
for  examples  of  Constitutional  liberty. 
It  was  with  a  positive  sense  of  humilia- 
tion that  he  had  put  the  present  Notice 
apon  the  Paper  of  the  House  referring 
to  the  American  Constitution.  It  was 
not  he,  but  the  Government,  who  had 
beeu  so  constantly  referring  to  the  Con- 
stitutions of  foreign  countries.  During 
the  past  seven  years  he  had  heard  re- 
ferences to  Norway  and  Sweden,  to 
Russia  and  Finland,  to  Austria  and 
Hungary,  to  Turkey  and  the  Balkans, 
andf  lastly,  he  believed,  to  Denmark  and 
Iceland.  If  we  had  to  break  up  our  old 
Constitution  and  frame  a  new  one,  as  the 
Government  were  now  doing,  and  if, 
above  all,  we  were  to  frame  that  Con- 
stitatioA  upon  a  Federal  basis,  then 
America  most  be  our  great  example. 
In  that  country  personal  liberty  was  the 
object;  that  was  the  great  end  of  the 
powers  of  the  American  Constitution. 
In  this  country  our  fight  was  formerly 
against  the  Crown ;  in  America  they 
were  fighting  against  local  majorities. 
That  made  all  the  difference.  The 
Americans  had  studied  Constitutional 
L^w  to  an  extent  to  which  it  was  never 
studied  in  this  country.  The  Stamp  Act 
was  passed  in  1766,  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  followed  in  1766 ;  but  the 
American  Constitution  was  not  drawn  up 
until  1787,  so  that  the  Americans  had 
22  years^  experience  of  Home  Rule.  In 
other  words,  they  had  experience  of  a 
system    of    Government    in    which    13 


separate  States  retained  their  sovereignty 
and  independence  as  regarded  all  do- 
mestic affairs.  During  almost  all  that 
time  those  States  were  under  pressure 
from  a  common  enemy.  The  experience 
of  the  Americans  during  that  period  was 
that  they  were  going  to  the  bad  ;  the 
confederacy  was  breaking  down.  It  had 
been  breaking  down,  not  merely  because 
it  was  weak  in  face  of  a  common  enemy, 
but  because,  in  domestic  affairs,  they  were 
departing  from  a  great  principle  of 
Constitutional  Law  which  the  founders 
of  the  Republic  laid  down,  and  it  was 
this  that  drove  the  American  Federation 
to  adopt  the  Constitution  of  1787.  In 
regard  to  the  complete  failure  of 
the  Home  Rule  system  in  America, 
when  that  Constitution  was  established, 
Mr.  James  Madison,  speaking  in  the 
famius  Federalist  of  what  would  have 
beev  the  state  of  things  if  the  Home 
Rul|  experiment  had  been  prolonged, 
sai< 

.n  fine,  the  world  would  have  seen,  for  the 
first  time,  a  system  of  Government  founded  on 
an  inverBlon  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
all  government ;  it  would  have  seen  the  autho- 
rity of  the  whole  society  everywhere  subordi- 
nate to  the  authority  of  the  parts ;  it  would 
have  seen  a  monster,  in  which  the  head  was 
under  the  direction  of  the  members.'* 

And  in  Ken€s  Commentaries  on  the 
American  Constitution  occurs  this 
passage — 

"  The  first  effort  to  relieve  the  people  of  this 
country  from  a  state  of  national  degradation 
and  ruin  came  from  Virginia." 

And  again — 

"  The  inevitable  consequence  in  every  case  in 
which  a  member  of  such  a  confederacy  chooses 
to  be  disobedient  is  either  a  civil  war  or  an 
annihilation  of  national  authority/* 

Following  the  experiment  of  Home  Rule, 
the  American  States  determined  to  found  a 
Union.  They  drew  up  their  first  Con- 
stitution, consisting  of  only  seven  Articles. 
It  established  a  supreme  Magistrate,  who 
not  merely  reigned,  but  governed.  Then 
there  was  a  supreme  law,  a  supreme 
Executive,  and  a  supreme  Judiciary, 
Direct  relations  were  established  between 
the  Central  Government  and  every  city  ; 
and  every  individual  citizen  of  the  United 
States  came  under  the  direct  protection 
of  the  Federal  Government  as  regarded 
his  life,  liberty,  and  property.  The 
Federal  Government  did  not  protect  indi- 
viduals through  the  Governments  of  the 
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States,   but    directly   through    its    own 
Executive  and  Judiciary.     There  a  ma- 
chinery was  set  up  which,  he  was  sorry 
to  find,  had  not  been  recognised  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     They  were  not 
going  to   set   up,   as  was   known  from 
their    previous   declarations,  a   supreme 
Executive  and  a  supreme  Judiciary  ;  but 
the   people  of   Ireland  were   to  be  left 
absolutely  to  the  local   Government  as 
regarded     life,    liberty,    and    property. 
But,   besides  that  enormous  machinery, 
there  was  the  immensely  important  decla- 
ration that  no  State  should  pass  any  law 
interfering  with  the  validity  of  contracts. 
The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
had  ruled  that  questions  as  to  charters  of 
property  came  under  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment.    There   had  been  many  cases  in 
which   the   States   had   endeavoured   to 
interfere   with  individual  property ;  but 
these  had  been  checked  in  every  way. 
The  refusal  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  such  a  clause  as  was  to 
be  found  in  the  American  Constitution 
was  owing  to  the  fact  that  they  did  not 
want  to  protect  the  property  of  the  indi- 
vidual in  Ireland,  but  to  leave  that  property 
at  the  mercy  of   the   local  Legislature. 
The  Government  said  that  they  did  not 
want  to   encourage  litigation  ;  but   that 
was  absurd,  because  the  litigation  which 
had  taken  place  in  America  showed  that 
the  clause   was  necessary  and  effective 
there.     In  two  years  after  their  Consti- 
tution was  passed  the  Americans  found 
that  the  seven  original  Articles  were  not 
enough  to  protect  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  they  adopted  10  other  Articles, 
forming   a  Bill  of  Rights,  which  gave 
security    for     individual    property    and 
liberty  not  against  the  States,  but  against 
the  Federal  power.     So  the  matter  stood 
until  the  Civil  War  of  30  years  ago,  when 
three  more  Articles  were  added  to  the 
Constitution.       Mr.    Bryce    and    many 
others  had  fallen  into  a  grievous  error  in 
supposing  tliat  all  the  Articles   13,  14, 
and  15,  dealt  with  slavery,  and  were  for 
the  protection  of  the  slaves.     Article  14 
applied  to  all  persons  and  secured  indi- 
vidual life,  liberty,  and  property  against 
legislation  by  the  various  States.     Indi- 
vidual  life,  liberty,  and   property   were 
not  to  be  invaded  by  any  of  the  States. 
Were  the  Government  going  to  offer  to 
our  Irish  fellow-subjects  any  securities 
comparable  to  those  which  were  to  be 
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found  in  the  American  Constitution  for 
their  lives,  their  liberties,  and  their 
property  ?  The  House  had  the  best 
reason  to  believe  that  they  were  not,, 
because  they  knew  the  lines  upon  which, 
the  Bill  of  1886  was  drawn,  and  that  no 
securities  of  the  kind  he  had  indicated 
were  to  be  found  in  that  measure.  He 
did  not  know  what  answer  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley^ 
would  give  him.  The  noble  Earl  might 
say  that  the  Home  Rule  Bill  was  being 
discussed  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  was  not  now  before  their 
Lordships,  or  perhaps  he  might  not  think 
it  worth  while  to  answer  it  at  all.  The 
noble  Earl,  however,  might  at  least  tell 
their  Lordships  how  far  he  maintained 
the  general  principles  of  the  Bill  of  1886, 
and. how  far  the  Government  were  deter- 
mined to  provide  for  the  security  of  the 
minority  in  Ireland.  They  would  know 
that  if  the  noble  Earl  declined  discussion  it 
was  because  he  did  not  wish  to  avow  that 
the  accusation  involved  in  the  question 
was  a  true  one.  They  were  all  in  a  very 
serious  position.  Much  complaint  had 
been  made  of  the  violent  language  which 
had  been  used  against  the  Government 
Bill  ;  but  the  explanation  of  what  was 
called  violent  language  was  very  simple. 
Men  in  Ireland  felt  that  this  was  not 
merely  a  political  question  like  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise,  or  taxation,  or  any 
other  reform  such  as  had  been  before 
Parliament  *during  the  present  century. 
What  the  people  in  Ireland  felt,  and 
what  their  Lordships  felt  with  them,  was 
that  everything  which  made  life  valuable 
was  at  stake  in  this  controversy.  What 
did  Mr.  Lecky  the  historian,  a  man  of 
absolutely  judicial  mind,  say  of  the  Go- 
vernment's proposal,  as  far  as  they  knew 
anything  of  it  ?  He  called  it  a  "a  policy 
of  infamy."  He  was  not  addressing  their 
Lordships  in  a  passion  as  Irishmen  were 
entitled  to  speak,  but  coolly,  looking  at 
the  political  prospects  before  them  ;  and 
he  would  say  that  if  his  accusation  was 
true,  if  the  Government  were  going  to 
propose  a  new  Constitution  which  held 
out  to  the  people  of  Ireland  none  of  the 
securities  for  individual  freedom  of  action 
which  had  been  the  great  desire  of  Eng- 
lishmen for  more  than  1,000  years,  their 
conduct  deserved  all  the  epithets  which 
had  been  applied  to  it.  All  he  could 
say  was,  that  if  the  Government  were 
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going  to  propose  a  Constitution  for  Ire- 
land which  gave  no  security  for  the 
minorities,  and  if  the  noble  Earl  declined 
to  enter  upon  any  discussion  of  such  a 
question  as  this,  and  would  give  no 
answer,  then  in  the  contest  about  to  com- 
mence those  who  were  opposed  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wouldl  go  with 
confidence  to  the  country,  knowing  that 
they  could  appeal  with  confidence  to  the 
hearts  and  consciences  of  the  British 
people. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
Duke  has  made,  as  he  always  does,  an 
interesting  speech  ;  but  I  should  have 
listened  to  it  with  still  greater  interest 
if  it  had  had  any  practical  end.  My 
noble  Friend  knows  as  well  as  possible 
that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give 
answers  about  a  Bill  that  is  now  before 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Nothing 
can  be  better  established  than  the  sound 
usage  that  when  a  Government  makes 
a  proposal  in  one  House  in  the  shape 
of  a  Bill  the  other  House  should  wait 
until  the  Bill  comes  before  them  for  dis- 
cussion. The  noble  Duke  has  spoken 
as  though  the  principles  of  the  Bill  were 
unknown  to  him,  as  if  the  Bill  were 
not  known  to  every  ooe  of  your  Lord- 
ships and  to  every  person  in  the  coun- 
try  

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  that 
lie  did  not  know  how  the  Bill  stood  at 
present  in  the  least  degree. 

The   Earl    of    KIMBERLEY  :    I 
cannot  imagine  that  my  noble  Friend  has 
not  read  the  newspapers  ;  but,  if  he  has 
not,  I  should  recommend  him  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  the  reports  of 
the  Debates  in  the  other  House  in  con- 
nection  with  that   measure.      The  Bill 
has   not  passed  through  all   its   stages, 
and  we  do  not  know  what  its  final  form 
will  be,  but  we  know  in  what  shape  it 
was  first  proposed ;  and  if  this  were  the 
proper  time  and  place  for  me  to  do  so,  I,  as 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  would  be 
perfectly  prepared  to  discuss  and  defend 
it.     But  until  the  proper  time   arrives, 
and  the  Bill  comes  before  this  House,  no 
noble  Lord  shall  extract  any  statement 
with  regard  to   the   measure   from    me. 
My  noble  Friend  says  that  if  I  decline  to 
discuss  the  Bill,  or  to  give  him  an  answer, 


he   will   suppose   that  I  hold,  and  will 
take  that  refusal  as  an  avowal  of,  certain 
opinions.     When  the  time  comes  I  will 
avow  my  opinion.      I  will  not   conceal 
anything.     I  know  perfectly  well  that 
when  the  Bill  comes  before  your  Lord^ 
ships^  House  it  will  be  strongly  attacked. 
There  are  many  noble  Lords — my  noble 
Friend  among  them — of  great  power  of 
speech    and    great    eloquence    who   are 
certain  to  bring  before  us  all  the .  argu- 
ments which  can  be   brought   forward, 
and  then  it  will  be  for  myself  and  my 
Colleagues  to  meet  that  attack   in    the 
best  way  we  can  ;  but  I  do  not  intend 
to    anticipate    that    time    by    a   single 
moment.     The  noble  Duke  has  pressed 
upon  Members  of  the   Government  their 
former   utterances.     One   might    almost 
have  supposed  one  was  in  a  church,  and 
was  being  preached  at.     In  the  course  of 
the  last  seven  years  a  great  variety  of 
speeches  have  been  delivered  upon  the 
subject  of  Home  Rule,  not  qnly  on  this 
side  but  on  the  other,  and  many  of  those 
speeches   have   been   not    only   violent, 
but  virulent,  and  in  many  of  them  the 
speakers  have  expressed  opinions  directly 
contrary    to    what  they  now  say ;    and 
if  one  were  to  pass  one's  time  in  taunting 
them  with  what  they  have  said  we  should 
not   advance    business   one  whit.      We 
have  practical  business  in  hand.     I  admit 
that  everything  that  can  be  brought  for- 
ward against  the  policy  of  the  Government 
is  useful  in  the  proper  time  and  place  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any   advan- 
tage in  carrying,  as  it  has  been  carried,  to 
an   extreme  extent  the  mere    bandying 
backwards  and  forwards  utterances  that 
were  made  long  ago.     The  question  with 
which    we    shall   have   to   deal    at   the 
proper  time  is  the  justice  and  propriety 
of   the   measure   which    Her   Majesty's 
Government  have  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  when  that  measure  comes  before  thi& 
House  will  be  the  proper  time  for  me  to 
answer    the    arguments    which  may  be 
brought    forward   against   it   by    noble 
Lords    opposite,  and  not  now,  when  it 
would  be  entirely  contrary  to  the  usages 
and  practice  of  Parliament.      Therefore, 
at   the    present    time,    I   must   entirely 
decline  to  answer  the   question  of   the 
noble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE: 
My  Lords,  it  is  certainly  difficult  and 
probably  impossible   to  carry  on  a  dis- 
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cussion  on  such  a  matter  as  this,  when 
one  of  the  parties  to  the  controversy 
absohitely  declines  to  take  any  part  in 
it.  It  might,  however,  have  been  con- 
venient to  the  House  and  of  advantage 
to  the  country  if,  without  entering  into 
the  discussion  of  any  details  with  regard 
to,  the  measure  now  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  a  Member  of  the 
Government  had  availed  himself  of  the 
present  opportunity  to  express  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  upon  one  of 
the  most  vital  principles  that  could 
come  under  discussion — namely,  whether 
security  is  to  be  given  to  the  minority 
in  Ireland  for  the  protection  of  their 
lives,  liberty,  and  property.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  have  given  us  some 
assurance  upon  this  point  without  com- 
mitting themselves  to  details.  It  is  im- 
portant that  before  we  come  to  discuss 
the  measure  we  should  form  for  our- 
selves, and  assist  the  country  to  form, 
some  clear  idea  of  what  the  present 
position  under  our  Constitution  is  for 
the  security  of  life,  personal  liberty, 
and  property,  and  in  what  matter  that 
provision  is  likely  to  be  aflfected  by  any 
such  changes  as  are  about  to  be  proposed. 
The  noble  Duke  has  stated  some  of  the 
provisions  which  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  contains  for  the  protection 
of  liberty  and  property.  We  are  all 
aware  that  our  Constitution  contains  no 
such  elaborate  provision.  The  sole  and 
only  security  which  our  system  of  Go- 
vernment provides  is  the  authority  and 
action  of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  The 
necessary  conditions  are  the  enactment 
of  just  laws  ;  an  independent,  upright, 
and  impartial  Judicature  ;  and  an  Execu- 
tive Government  having  the  power  to 
carry  into  effect  the  decrees  of  the 
Judiciary.  Every  one  of  the  powers  of 
the  Executive  comes  from  Parliament, 
and  Parliament  alone.  It  is  Parliament 
which  directly  makes  the  laws  under 
which  we  live,  and  which  is  responsible 
for  the  justice  or  injustice  of  them.  It 
18  Parliament  which  effectually  controls 
the  character  and  constitution  of  the 
Judicial  Body.  It  is  Parliament  which 
directly  controls  the  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  whose  duty  it  id  to 
carry  into  effect  the  decisions  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  sole  security  which  we  at 
present  possess — and  the  ample  security, 
as  I  believe  it  to  be — is  the  power  and 

The  Duke  of  Devonshire 


authority  which  Parliament  possesses, 
and  the  spirit  and  temper  in  which  it 
exercises  that  power.  I  do  not  say  that 
this  is  the  most  perfect  system  of  securiDg 
the  liberty  and  freedom  of  a  people  which 
can  possibly  be  devised.  It  may  be 
theoretically  inferior  to  that  of  other 
countries  with  written  Constitutions,  such 
as  the  elaborate  system  possessed  by  the 
United  States.  But,  speaking  generally^ 
I  believe  that  we  may  say  that  during 
our  experience,  and  during  our  recent 
history,  the  security  which  we  possess 
for  the  exercise  of  our  personal  liberty 
and  for  the  enjoyment  of  our  property- 
has  been  found  to  be  adequate  and 
sufficient.  It  may  be  questioned,  and 
has  been  within  recent  years,  whether^ 
under  the  present  system,  the  people  of 
Ireland,  during  the  administration  of 
what  were  called  the  Coercion  Acts,, 
have  enjoyed  adequate  personal  protec- 
tion. Noble  Lords  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  and  their  friends  have 
considered  that  the  rights,  and  liberties^ 
and  personal  freedom  of  individuals  were 
unjustly  interfered  with  by  the  laws 
passed  by  Parliament.  But  the  action 
of  the  Opposition  at  that  time  was 
entirely  confined  to  influencing  the 
specific  action  of  Parliament,  and,  through 
Parliament,  the  action  of  the  Executive 
Government.  No  one  has  ever  suggested 
the  adoption  of  any  other  securities  for 
the  protection  of  individual  liberty,  or 
than  those  which  we  possess  in  the 
supreme  and  unquestioned  authority  of 
Parliament.  Undoubtedly,  the  Bill  of 
1886,  and,  as  far  as  we  know  it,  the 
measure  which  is  now  proposed,  will,  ae 
regards  Ireland,  alter  and  modify 
materiallv  the  character  of  the  securities 
for  personal  freedom  and  protection  of 
property  which  are  now  possessed  by  the 
Irish  people.  The  powers  now  exercised 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  would,  under 
such  provisions,  be  vested  in  an  Assembly 
of  another  and  admittedly  an  inferior 
character,  with  more  limited  powers  and 
authority  than  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Surely,  before  we  come  to  the  discussion 
of  the  details  of  the  particular  measure, 
it  is  important  for  us  to  consider  whether 
those  rights  and  privileges  of  individuals 
in  the  matter  of  personal  liberty  and 
security  for  property  will  be,  under  any 
arrangement  which  can  be  proposed,  80 
adequately  guarded   as  they  have  been 
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under      the     safeguards     provided     bj 
the  authority    of    the   Imperial    Parlia- 
ment.     Under    the    Bill   of    1886   the 
Irish   Parliament   could   alter  the   laws 
which   regulate  these   matters.       They 
could  appoint  the  Judges  and  regulate 
the  constitution  of  the  Judicial  Bench ; 
and,  more  important  than  all,  the  Irish 
Parliament   were   left    to    appoint    and 
control  the  Irish  Executive.     Will  it  be 
said    by  anyone  that  a  minority  in  Ire- 
land, under  such  a  system,  will  possess 
the  same  amount   of   protection   in   the 
matter  of  personal  liberty  and  property 
as  it  possesses  now,  when  it  can  appeal, 
not  to  an  inferior  authority,  but  to  the 
Imperial     Parliament  ?        The    change 
which  it   was   and   still   is   proposed  to 
make  is  a  change  of  precisely  the  same 
character  as  a  proposal  that  the  enact- 
ment of  the  laws  affecting  our  personal 
liberty  and  property  should  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  London  County  Council, 
or  of  any  other  Municipal  Body  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the   Judges   to   administer   the 
laws  and  the  control  of  the  Executive  to 
carry  them  out  should  be  entrusted  to  the 
same  Body.    Would  any  one  of  us  have 
the   same    confidence    that   we    should 
enjoy  our  liberty  and  security,  and  that 
our  rights  would  be  amply  and  effectually 
preserved,  if  we  were  placed  under  the 
sole  authority  of  any  Local  Body  what- 
ever, as  we  have  now  when  the  laws  are 
made,  the  Judges  appointed,  and  their 
decrees  enforced  by  an  authority  respon- 
sible to   Parliament   and  to  Parliament 
alone  ?      Under  those  circumstances,  it 
does  not   seem    to   me   superfluous  that 
with  respect  to  a  change,  whether  for 
good   or   for   evil,  of  so  wide-reaching 
and  momentous  a  character,  affecting  the 
personal  liberty   of  every  individual  in 
Ireland,  we  should  consider,  before  we 
come  to  deal  with  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
whether  in  any  change  that  we  are  going 
to  make  we  ought  not  to  keep  to  those  safe- 
guards which  have  been  found  essential  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States  ;  whether, 
by  the  creation  of  a  Judicial  Body  inde- 
pendent of  the  will  of  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly, additional  security  may  be  found 
for  the  uprightness  and  independence  of 
the  Judiciary  ;  whether  it  is  possible,  as 
in  the  United  States,  to  separate,  to  a 
greater   or   less   extent,    the   Executive 
authority  from  the  Legislative  authority, 


or  whether  we  are  to  rely  solely  upon 
the  Legislature  and  have  a  Judicature 
and   Executive  dependent  on  the  good 
pleasure  of  that  Legislative  Body,  which 
will  be  admittedly  of  an    inferior  cha- 
racter to  that  which  now  possesses  the 
power.       Though  it   would    have  been 
useful  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  disposed  to  follow  the  noble  Duke 
in  the  discussion  he  has  raised,  I  do  not 
propose   myself   to  go  into  any  of  the 
analogies  which  he  has  brought  before 
the  House.     I  believe  that,  unless  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  propose  and 
-  Parliament  is  prepared  to  adopt  changes, 
of  a  still  more  far-reaching  description 
than    those    which   have   been    already 
proposed,    it    will    be  impossible,  under 
any  scheme    for    establishing    a    sepa- 
rate Legislature  and  Executive  for  Ire- 
land, to  afford  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
a  security  for  the  safety  of  their  liberty 
and  property  as  good  as  that  which  they 
now  possess.     I  believe  that   whatever 
provisions  may   be   introduced,  founded 
upon  the  analogy  of  the  Constitution  of' 
the  United  States,  or  that  of  Continental 
States,  we  shall  never  be  able  to  give  ta 
the  minority  of  Ireland  as  good  and  com- 
plete security  as  that  which  they  now 
possess    in    the    supreme    authority    of 
Parliament.   A  discussion,  however  brief, 
would  have  been  of  value  in  helping  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  the  vast  magnitude  and  im- 
portance of  the  change  proposed.     This 
change,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted,  i& 
mainly  founded  upon  the  necessity  fo^p 
some  administrative  alteration  in  Ireland  i 
but  when  it  comes  to  be  seen  that  this 
change — ^mainly   proposed   for    adminis- 
trative  purposes — involves   fundamental 
alterations  in  the  security  which  every 
subject  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  possesses, 
then    I  think  the  country    will   be  dis-*^ 
posed  to  question  whether,  without  any 
adequate  precautions,  it  is  desirable  to 
introduce  such  a  change  at  all.     Without 
going  into  details,  there  is  one  observa- 
tion  which   I   think   I  may  lay  before 
your  Lordships.     The    Lord    President 
has  said  that  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill  are  entirely  within  our  knowledge, 
and  that  it  is  mere  affectation  to  profess 
to  ignore  them.     I  will  not  deny  that  we 
know  the  present  proposals  in  the  Bill,  and 
we  know  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think   it   necessary,  for  the  purpose  of 
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affording  due  security  for  life,  liberty, 
and  property,  to  iutroduce  some  restric- 
tions upon  the  legislative  power  of  the 
Parliament  which  they  propose  to  estab- 
lish in  Ireland.  Well,  that  admission 
shows  that,  at  all  events  in  their  opinion, 
the  Irish  Parliament,  and  consequently 
the  Government  which  will  be  dependent 
upon  the  Irish  Parliament,  is  not  one  to 
which,  without  due  protection,  the  lives, 
liberties,  and  property  of  the  minority  in 
Ireland  can  safely  be  entrusted.  But  it 
may  be  said  that  after  the  emancipation 
of  the  Negroes  in  America  the  United 
iStates  made  Constitutional  Amendments 
vrhich  solely  dealt  with  an  additional 
restriction  upon  the  legislative  powers  of 
the  States,  and  that,  therefore,  we  were 
simply  following  the  precedent .  set  by 
the  United  States  in  introducing  these 
legislative  restrictions  upon  the  Irish 
Parliament.  That  answer,  if  given, 
would  be  a  totally  inadequate  answer. 
The  legislative  restriction  imposed  after 
the  War  of  Secession  upon  the  action  of 
the  State  Legislatures  was  amply  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose,  because  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  already  contained 
adequate  provisions  for  securing  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Judicial  Authority, 
and  also  the  independence  of  the  Execu- 
tive. It  is  not  sought  to  introduce  into 
this  measure  any  similar  provisions  for  the 
authority  and  independence  of  the  Judicial 
Body  or  of  the  Executive  Body ;  and, 
therefore,  the  restriction  which  is  merely 
placed  upon  the  legislative  action  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  has  no  value  whatever, 
will  give  no  real  protection,  and  can  only 
be  a  delusion  so  long  as  no  steps  are 
taken  in  order  to  secure  the  other  two 
protective  provisions  necessary  for  the 
restriction  of  the  legislative  powers  of 
the  Irish  Parliament.  I  regret  that  the 
Government  have  not  thought  it  worth 
their  while  to  enter  upon  what  I  think 
might  have  been  a  useful  discussion,  and 
need  not  necessarily  have  been  of  a  highly 
controversial  character,  on  a  point  upon 
which  it  is  so  important  we  should  have 
some  clear  idea  before  we  enter  upon  the 
full  discussion  of  a  measure  which  is 
itself  so  important.  Considering,  how- 
ever, the  action  which  Her  Majesty ^s 
Government  have  thought  it  proper  to 
take,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  it  would 
be  in  your  Lordships*  power  to  prolong  to 
any  great  length  the  discussion  which 
the  noble  Duke  has  initiated. 

The  Duke  of  Devonshire 


COUNTY    OF    THE   CITY   OP    GLASGOW 

BILL. 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  BALFOUR  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  could  now  give 
an  answer  to  the  question  he  had  put  on 
Second  Reading  ?  The  Bill,  though  not 
really  effecting  what  it  professed  to  do, 
set  up  Glasgow  as  a  county,  did  some- 
thing. It  gave  Glasgow  a  Commission 
of  the  Peace  and  power  to  appoint 
officers  ;  but  no  provision  was  made  for 
paying  the  latter  or  for  defraying  the 
expenses  of  the  former.  Possibly  he 
would  be  told — and  that  was  why  he  had 
not  put  down  Amendments — that  that 
House  was  not  competent  to  deal  with 
the  matter  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  curiosity, 
he  would  like  to  know  how  the  Scotch 
Office  proposed  that  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  the  machinery  to  be  set  up  were 
to  be  met  ? 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  when  it 
was  stated  that  the  whole  extra  expense 
required  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  only  be  £250  per  annum, 
the  noble  Lord  would  scarcely  think  it 
necessary  to  intervene  on  the  Committee 
stage.  That  was  a  very  trivial  amount 
compared  with  the  resources  of  the 
Municipality  of  Glasgow,  where  Id.  in 
the  £1  rate  produced  £15,000.  The 
Municipality  might,  therefore,  readily  be 
trusted  not  to  become  bankrupt  by  having 
to  pay  that  small  sum. 

Lord  BALFOUR  asked  whether  the 
Municipality  were  to  pay  it  out  of  their 
own  pockets  ?  Because  there  would  be 
no  power  to  assess  for  it,  or  to  pay  it  out 
of  any  existing  fund. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  was 
provided  for  by  Clause  8.  He  moved 
the  Amendments  proposed  in  Standing 
Committee. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  1. 

Lord  SHAND  asked  whether  it 
was  intended  that  the  Amendments 
should  be  disposed  of  now,  or  whether 
an  opportunity  would  be  given  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Bill  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee? 
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The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  it 
would,  of  course,  go  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee? 

LoHD  SHAND  said,  if  that  were  the 
case,  several  points  would  require  care- 
ful consideration  which,  it  had  been  ex- 
plained, would  be  dealt  with  before  the 
Committee  stage,  but  none  of  which,  he 
found,  had  been  taken  up.  If  everything 
was  to  stand  over  to  Grand  Committee 
he  would  say  nothing  more. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
hoped  that  would  not  be  the  case,  because 
the  House  was  always  in  the  difficulty 
that  they  did  not  know  when  the  Bill 
was  to  be  considered.  Amendments 
might  be  proposed  on  three  or  four  occa- 
sions, either  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  in  Standing  Committee,  on  Re- 
port, or,  according  to  a  bad  custom  which 
had  become  more  common  of  late,  after 
the  Third  Reading.  Some  noble  Lords 
objected,  when  the  Standing  Committee 
was  taken  before  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  that  the  House  was 
deprived  of  its  power  of  control  over  a 
Bill.  Then  the  practice  was  reversed, 
and  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
was  put  first,  where  Amendments  of  sub- 
stance were  to  be  brought  forward,  only 
matters  of  drafting  and  things  of  that 
kind  being  dealt  with  by  the  Standing 
Committee.  But  that  had  not  been 
carried  out,  and  it  was  very  doubtful 
when  Amendments  would  be  taken.  As 
the  Amendments  were  on  the  Paper,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with 
now  as  far  as  possible. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  his  Amend- 
ments were  in  aecordanco  with  the  views 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clauses  2  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  moved— 

In  page  8,  line  5,  to  leave  out  sub-section 
(2)  and  stibstitute  new  sub-section  (2),  as 
foUowB  : — "  (2.)  If  within  one  month  after  such 
publication  of  the  Order  any  person  affected  by 
the  Order  petition  Her  Majesty  in  Council  to 
cause  the  Order  to  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  such  petition  is  not  withdrawn,theOrder  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  a  Provisional  Order,  and  shall 
be  of  no  effect  unless  confirmed  by  Parliament ; 
and." 

•Lord  BALFOUR  thought  that  would 
hardly  do.     As  a  matter  of  procedure, 


the  Earl  of  Kimberley,  who  was  a  great 
defender  of  order  in  this  House,  would 
find  that  this  clause  was  contrary  to 
anything  that  had  ever  been  passed 
before.  The  only  semblance  of  prece- 
dent for  it  was  a  clause  in  the  Local 
Government  Act,  1888-9,  in  reference  to 
boundaries  by  which  regulations  for  that 
purpose  were  to  be  confirmed  by  Pro- 
visional Order.  But  by  this  Bill  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  to  be  allowed 
to  modify  any  enactment,  whether 
general,  local,  or  personal,  as  regarded 
its  application  within  the  area  of  the 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow.  It  was 
no  safeguard  to  say  that  anybody 
aggrievcKl  might  petition  Parliament. 
Everybody  could  not  afford  that  luxury. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  and  the 
Municipality  of  Glasgow  were  to  be 
allowed  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  and 
without  consulting  auybody,  to  place 
before  Parliament  measures  which  might 
injuriously  affect  people.  He  would  ask 
whether  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
had  ever  seen  a  clause  similar  to  this  ? 
Other  towns  and  cities  in  Scotland 
might  possibly  want  to  be  made  into 
counties,  and  of  course  it  would  be  easy 
to  obtain  privileges  by  putting  in  such 
clauses,  attracting  no  great  attention  at 
the  time,  and  nobody  knowing  how  much 
they  might  afterwards  be  affected  by 
them.  He  would  not  be  doing  right  if 
he  failed  to  call  attention  to  this  new 
form  of  legislation,  and  he  felt  strongly 
inclined  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 

Lord  WATSON  thought  the  clause 
was  in  reality  much  less  formidable  than 
it  looked,  because  it  was  limited  by  the 
words — 

"  such  orders  as  shall  appear  to  be  necessary 
for  bringing  this  Act  into  full  operation," 

which  did  not  confer  upon  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  any  right  to  trench 
upon  the  general  law  of  the  land,  but 

only  to  modify  statutory  provisions  which 
from  some  unforeseen  obstacle  might 
prevent  the  Act  being  carried  into  effect. 
The  clause  appeared  to  be  for  the  same 
purpose  as  that  in  the  general  Act,  to 
give  to  Glasgow  an  easy  means  of  pro- 
moting a  Money  Bill.  If  they  had  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  a  Private  Act 
for  carrying  out  this  measure  it  might  be 
considered  an  unnecessary  expense.     On 
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the  other  hand,  it  might  be  difficult 
at  this  stage  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause 
which  would  give  them  a  similar  power 
of  taxation.  If  his  understanding  of  its 
meaning  was  correct,  he  should  not  feel 
justified  in  opposing  it. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN, 
speaking  in  the  same  du^ction,  said  it 
was  true  there  was  an  uncertainty  in  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  particularly  in  the  latter 
part,  which  he  suggested  might  be 
omitted  after  the  word  "  operation "  in 
line  35.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  then  have  the  power  intended,  of 
making  such  orders  as  would  bring  this 
Act  into  full  operation. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  Govern- 
ment were  quite  prepared  to  adopt  that 
suggestion.  It  would  remove  a  great 
deal  of  the  objection  to  the  clause. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that,  of  course^ 
met  a  great  difficulty,  and  in  those  cir- 
cumstances he  should  not  divide  against 
the  clause.  He  suggested  that  it  would 
be  better  to  take  the  words  for  the  sub- 
section from  Section  91  of  the  later 
Local  Government  Act,  which  made  it 
necessary  for  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
t^  be  obtained  for  any  changes  made. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  35,  to  omit 
after  ("operation")  down  to  ("purpose,") 
in  line  39. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6  and  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8. 

Lord  SHAND  said,  this  was  a  very 
unsatisfactory  clause.  It  raised  the  same 
question  as  that  already  brought  forward 
by  Lord  Balfour  upon  the  working  out 
of  (he  Act.  He  could  not  quite  believe 
that  an  annual  expenditure  of  £250  only 
would  be  required.  This  clause  provided 
for  compensation  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace,  and  for  the  appointment  of  a  new 
official— of  course  with  a  salary.  He 
would  again  draw  attention  to  this 
matter  in  Committee.  Parliament  ought 
to  specify  out  of  which  particular  fund 
or  assessment  this  money  should  come, 
and  it  should  not  be  left  for  the  Magis- 
trates to  lay  their  hands  upon  any  fund 
they  chose. 

Lord  Watson 


Lord  BALFOUR  asked  whether  the 
Scotch  Office  seriously  proposed  to  give 
the  Magistrates  power  without  coming 
to  Parliament  to  vary  the  purposes  for 
which  the  existing  assessments  were  to  be 
applied  ? 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  it  was 
intended  that  a  Provisional  Order  should 
be  laid  before  Parliament,  so  that  Parlia- 
ment would  be  able  to  say  whether  it 
approved  or  not. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  4,  line  6, 
to  leave  out  ("the  same")  and  insert 
("  such  compensation  "). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  216.) 

CONGESTED    DISTRICTS    BOARD    (IRE- 
LAND) (No.  3)  BILL.-(No.202.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  ACTON  said,  this  Bill  was  in- 
tended  to  amend  the  Purchase  of  Land 
Act,  1891,  upon  one  point  in  which  it  had 
proved  nearly  inoperative.  By  Section 
39  of  that  Act  it  was  enacted  that  the 
Land  Commission  might  acquire  by  pur- 
chase or  on  lease  land  to  be  placed 
under  the  Orders  of  the  CongestCMi  Dis- 
tricts Board  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  they  might 'think  expedient.  But 
when  the  Board  had  purchased  an  estate 
with  the  view  to  enlarging  and  amalga- 
mating small  holdings  they  were  advised 
wnen  they  had  prepared  their  scheme  that 
the  Land  Commission  could  not  advance 
money  under  the  Purchase  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1891,  because  the  Congested 
Districts  Boards  were  not  "  landlords  ** 
under  the  Acts.  Advances  only  could 
be  made  to  tenants  purchasing  from 
the  landlords,  and  the  Boards  could 
not  make  advances  to  themselves. 
It  was  necessary,  therefore,  that  thej 
should  be  constituted  landlords  by 
Statute,  so  that  they  might  sell  to  the 
tenants  when  the  scheme  bad  beeo 
arranged.  Otherwise  the  whole  monej 
of  the  Board  would  be  absorbed  by  the 
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purchase  of  a  few  estates.  The  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  give  the  Congested 
Boards  the  same  rights  as  any  other 
landlords  to  enter  into  agreements  for 
sales  to  tenants,  and  to  apply  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  sanction  advances 
for  the  purpo^  of  such  sales.  He  was 
always  extremely  reluctant  to  trespass 
unnecessarily  on  their  Lordships*  atten- 
tion, and  on  that  occasion  he  had  a  very 
unusual  reason  for  brevity.  This 
measure  for  which  he  was  asking  a 
Second  Reading  was  introduced  into 
Parliament  jointly  by  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  present  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  the  other  House.  He 
might  call  it  Mr.  Morley*s  Bill,  or  he 
might  call  it  Mr.  Balfour's — and  perhaps 
the  latter  designation  might  be  more 
opportune.  Although  he  did  not  quote  that 
auspicious  conjunction  as  a  sign  of  the 
approaching  Millennium,  still  it  furnished 
good  reason  to  hope  that  the  measure 
would  meet  with  their  Lordships' 
approval. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Acton.) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  it  was 
obvious  from  the  noble  Lord's  clear  and 
interesting  statement  that  this  could 
hardly  be  regarded  as  a  keenly-contested 
political  Bill ;  and  a  measure  which  came 
to  them  accredited  by  the  joint  names  of 
Mr.  Morley  and  Mr.  Balfour  he  certainly 
should  not  feel  inclined  to  oppose  very 
bitterly  at  the  present  stage. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

MILLBANK  PRISON  SITE. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH  repeated  the 
question  he  had  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  a  few  days  ago,  whether  it 
was  a  fact  that  they  bad  offered  the 
balance  of  the  site  of  Millbank  Prison, 
some  10  acres  in  extent,  not  required  for 
the  Tate  Gallery  or  barracks,  to  the 
London  County  Council  as  a  site  for 
artizans'  dwellings,  at  the  price  of 
£2,500  per  acre  ;  whether  this  price  was 
not  considerably  below  market  value  ; 
whether  they  were  aware  that  the  Local 
Authority  of  the  district,  the  Westminster 
Vestry  (St.  Margaret  and  St.  John)  were 


strongly  averse  to  further  building,  and 
were  anxious,  on  a  basis  not  exceeding 
£4,000  per  acre,  to  negotiate  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  land  as  a  public  open  space, 
offering  to  subscribe  one-fourth  of  the  pur- 
chase money  themselves,  and  to  take  steps 
to  find  the  balance  ;  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  Government  would 
withdraw  their  offer  to  the  London 
County  Council  of  the  land  for  building 
purposes,  and  offer  it  at  the  same  price  a& 
an  open  space  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  subsidise  to  a  similar 
extent — namely,  £1,500  per  acre,  other 
Public  Bodies,  Commercial  Companies^ 
or  private  individuals  erecting  dwellings 
for  the  working  classes  ?  He  wished  to 
call  attention  to  strong  evidence  which  he 
did  not  bring  forward  on  the  previous 
occasion  showing  that  for  many  years 
past  the  local  Vestry  had  been  exceed- 
ingly anxious  to  provide  an  op  n  space  in 
the  neighbourhood.  Since  1860  they  had 
spent  some  £22,600  on  asphalting  street* 
in  their  district,  not  large  thoroughfares 
through  which  traffic  would  pass,  but 
alleys  and  courts  in  which  children  might 
play.  As  a  general  rule,  a  man's  bona 
jftdes  in  his  profession  of  faith  might  be 
judged  by  the  money  value  of  his  support 
of  it,  and  the  Vestry  had  clearly  placed 
a  considerable  money  value  on  their 
profession  of  faith  w^ith  reference  to 
the  need  for  open  spaces  in  their  district. 
He  therefore  hoped  for  a  favourable 
answer  from  Her  Majesty's  Government.. 
•Lord  TEYNHAM  said,  the  Govern- 
ment were  offering  this  land  to  the 
London  County  Council  at  little  more 
than  half  its  value  for  a  purpose  which 
the  Local  Authorities  considered  not 
only  unnecessary  but  undesirable, 
as  the  district  was  already  over- 
crowded, and  it,  infact,  contained  some  of 
the  worst  slums  in  London.  Probably  no 
difficulty  would  be  found  in  obtaining 
some  of  them  for  building  purposes.  As 
the  noble  Marquess  (Lord  Salisbury) 
said  the  other  night,  it  was  more  impor- 
tant that  people  should  have  wholesome 
and  decent  dwellings  than  open  spaces  to 
take  a  walk  in  ;  but  why  should  not  they 
have  both  ?  Land  for  building  purposes 
could  easily  be  obtained,  but  another 
opportunity  was  not  likely  to  occur  of 
securing  10  acres  for  an  open  spacv  in 
that  neighbourhood.  If  this  generous 
Government   wished  to  aid  the  County 
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Council  they  might  help  them  out  of  the 
Estimates  id  the  usual  way.  This  scheme 
would  simply  make  the  district  more 
congested  than  ever,  and  was  opposed  to 
the  particular  fads  of  the  Government — 
Local  Option  and  Home  Rule  ;  for  they 
were  actually  opposing  the  Local  Autho- 
rities in  the  matter,  and  were  thrusting 
down  the  throats  of  the  people  of 
Westminster  what  they  did  not  want. 
Uncharitable  people  might  say  it  was  an 
Attempt  to  make  political  capital  out  of  the 
scheme  by  offering  the  land  at  £1,500  per 
acre  less  than  its  value  for  buildings  to  be  let 
in  tenements  to  working  men  and  turning 
them  into  red-hot  Home  Rulers  and 
Progressives.  The  Government,  by 
making  such  an  extraordinary 
offer,  were  laying  themselves  open 
to  such  accusations.  If  the  London 
County  Council  were  so  wealthy  as  to  be 
able  to  pay  an  enormous  sum  for  an 
edifice  in  which  to  conduct  their  delibe- 
rations they  should  be  able  to  pay  a 
proper  price  for  this  land. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
said,  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  not 
think  him  wanting  in  courtesy  if  his 
answer  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
was  somewhat  short  and  concise.  They 
attached  primary  importance  to  the 
application  of  this  space  to  the  building 
of  artizans^  dwellings,  as  indicated  in  the 
Act  for  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes,  1885.  He  was  not  sure  whether 
that  was  the  Act  to  which  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  referred  the  other  night 
when  he  said  he  had  introduced  a  Bill  in 
1885  to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Dilke  Commission,  that  land 
set  free  by  the  demolition  of  prisons 
(Millbank  Penitentiary  among  them) 
should  be  disposed  of  as  sites  for  artizans* 
dwellings.  He  twitted  the  Liberals  with 
having  strongly  resisted  the  Bill,  but 
that  was  not  really  the  case. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The  provisions  for  that  purpose  disap- 
peared, did  it  not,  as  I  stated  ? 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
thought  not,  and  that  it  was  under  that 
provision  that  the  Government  were  now 
about  to  proceed.  The  Act  received  the 
Royal  Assent  on  the  Hth  August,  1885. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  n^/Brely  wish  to  explain  what  is  my 
impression ;  but,  of  course,  speaking 
from  memory  it  is  very  likely  I  am  wrong. 
My  impression  is  that  the  meacure,  as  it 

Lord  Teynham 


was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, contained  a  more  distinct  intima- 
tion that  the  land  was  to  be  disposed  of 
at  a  favourable  price,  but  that  as  it 
passed  the  House  of  Commons  that 
provision  was  struck  out.  But  it  is 
mere  recollection,  and  it  is  eight  years 
ago. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD: 
The  words  in  the  Act  are  "at  a  fair 
market  value." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Exactly  ;  but  that  was  not  in  the  original 
Bill. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD 
said,  that  with  the  view  of  carrying  that 
out  the  Government  had  offered  the  space 
to  the  County  Council  at  the  best  price 
they  could  obtain  in  order  to  effect  that 
purpose.  The  Government  regarded 
this  object,  which  was  for  the  advantage 
of  the  working  classes  generally  in  the 
Metropolis,  as  more  important  even  than 
the  reservation  of  an  open  space  for  the 
use  of  a  particular  locality  which  was 
already  supplied  with  such  spaces.  They, 
therefore,  did  not  feel  disposed  to  with- 
draw the  offer  they  had  made  to  the 
County  Council.  They  had  no  such  in- 
tention as  that  indicated  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  noble  EarPs  question. 

HOUSB  OF  LORDS   OFFICES. 
Third  Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
made,  and  to   be   printed  :   To  be  con- 
sidered on  Thursday  next.     (No.  214.) 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACT,    1869,    AND 
AMENDING   ACTS. 

Scheme  for  the  management  of  the 
funds  applicable  to  the  intermediate  and 
technical  education  of  the  inhabitants, 
&c.  of  the  County  of  Cardigan,  &c.  : 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  215.) 

TEUSTEB  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL  [H.L.] 

(No.  205.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

COPYHOLD  (CONSOLIDATION)  B1LL[H.L.] 

(No.  206.) 
Amendments   reported   (according    to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

past  Six  o*clock,  to  Monday 

next,  Eleven  o*cloek. 


193 


Australian 


{21  July  1893} 


Postal  Orders, 


194 


HOUSE      OF     COMMONS, 
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PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL. 

lords'  amendments. 

Order  for  ConsideratioD  of  Lords' 
Amendments  read. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  be  had  been  anxious  as  far  as 
possible  to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members  generally  bj  deferring  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
this  Bill  until  a  period  when  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  had  been  disposed  of ;  but  he  had 
found  it  impossible  to  do  so,  and  had  been 
compelled  to  put  it  down  for  Tuesday 
next.  He  understood  there  was  no  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  prolong  the  discussion  on  the 
matter. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Uxbridge)  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  have  the  Bill  put  down  for 
Tuesday,  it  being  clearly  ^understood 
that  there  was  no  intention  to  'make  long 
speeches. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
•aid,  that  as  far  as  he  was  concerned 
Tuesday  suited  him. 

Mr.  WHITMORE.  (Chelsea)  agreed 
with  other  hon.  Members  in  approving 
the  choice  of  that  day. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Tuesday  next. 

QUESTIONS. 


AUSTRALIAN  POSTAL  ORDERS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  iias  observed  on 
page  33  of  the  Official  Report  of  the 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Conference  of  all 
the  Australian  Postmasters  General,  held 
at  Brisbane  in  March  last,  that  it  is  stated 
by  the  permanent  heads  of  the  Australasian 
PostalDepartments  that,the  London  Office 
having  absolutely  refused  to  exchange 
postal  notes  with  Australia,  they  have 


no  recommendation  to  make  ;  upon  what 
grounds  the  British  Post  Office  has  taken 
up  an  attitude  of  resistance  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Australian  Colonies  in  this  matter  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  we  already 
receive  from  and  pay  postal  orders  to  at 
least  seven  British  Possessions,  including 
India ;  and  whether,  with  a  view  of 
removing  the  difficulties  foreseen,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  adopting  a 
uniform  type  of  postal  order  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
have  seen  the  statement  referred  to  in 
the  Report  of  the  Australian  Postal  Con- 
ference at  Brisbane.     I  am  informed  it 

relates  to  the  decision  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, in  which  I  concur,  that  it  would  be 
inexpedient,  if  not  impracticable,  so  to 
extend   the   postal   order   system   as   to 
admit  of  its  use  for  remittance  to  distant 
Colonies.     There   are   no  remote  places 
in   which   these   orders   can  be   cashed^ 
though  there  are  six  British  Possessions, 
not  seven  as  stated  in  the  question,  in 
which  British  postal  orders  may  be  ob- 
tained  for    transmission    to   England — 
namely,  India,  Hong  Kong,  the  Straits 
Settlements,   Newfoundland,  Malta,  and 
Gibraltar.     There  are  only  two  in  which 
British  postal  orders  can  be  cashed — t.e., 
Malta   and    Gibraltar,   where   the   Post 
Offices,  like  the  British  Office  at  Con- 
stantinople, at   which  such   business   is 
also   transacted,   were   Agencies   of  the 
Imperial   Post   Office   when   the   postal 
order   system   was    extended    to    them. 
They  are,  moreover,  comparatively  near 
home ;    whereas,  if   postal   orders   were 
payable  in  remote  parts  of  the  Empire, 
the  danger  of  loss   to   the  Revenue  by 
forgery    or    fraud    would     be     largely 
increased  owing  to  the  length  of   time 
that  must  elapse  before  the  discovery  of 
the  forgery  or  fraud.     I  know  of  no  sub- 
stantial demand  in  this  country  for  the 
extension  to  the   Colonies   of  a   system 
devised   expressly  for   inland   purposes, 
and  not  so  suitable  for  general  use  as  the 
existing  system  of  money   orders   which 
meets  all  reasonable  needs. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  Will 
the  Postmaster  General  permit  the 
Australian  Colonies  to  establish  a  postal 
order  system  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  must  ask  for  notice. 
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THE  FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACTS. 
Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  recent 
case  at  the  Marylebone  Police  Court  in 
which  the  Magistrate  decided  that  the 
Factory  and  Workshops  Acts  did  not  fix 
any  hour  after  which  work  was  illegal  ; 
whether  the  Factory  Inspectors  have,  for 
the  last  20  years,  frequently  prosecuted 
persons  for  employing  women  and  chil- 
dren after  10  p.m.,  and  obtained  convic- 
tions ;  and  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
take  any  steps  to  have  the  legal  decision 
in  question  reviewed  by  a  higher  tri- 
bunal, or  to  have  the  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Acts  amended  so  as  to  make  the 
employment  of  women  and  children  after 
10  p.m.  illegal  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  had  my  at- 
tention called  to  this  case.  The  Magis- 
trate who  has  refused  to  convict  has  in- 
formed the  Chief  Magistrate  that  on 
further  consideration  he  has  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  his  interpretation  of 
the  section  of  the  Factory  Act,  under 
which  the  conviction  was  asked  for,  was 
erroneous.  The  diflftculty  will,  therefore, 
probably  not  occur  again. 

FEVER  EPIDEMIC  AT  WORTHING. 
Sir  C.CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  it  is  true 
that  a  severe  epidemic  of  typhoid  fever 
is  at  present  raging  at  Worthing ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  any  steps  have  been  taken 
to  apprise  visitors  and  excursionists  of 
the  fact  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
FowLER,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  It  is 
quite  true  that  there  has  been  a  severe 
epidemic  of  typhoid  fever  at  Worthing. 
Between  the  1st  and  the  19th  of  this 
month  548  cases  of  enteric  fever  were 
notified  to  the  Worthing  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity. The  clerk  to  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity has  been  in  communication  with  the 
Railway  Company  with  reference  to  dis- 
continuing the  running  of  ordinary  ex- 
cursion trains  and  school  excursion  trains 
to  Worthing,  and  the  Railway  Company 
are  advising  schools  not  to  send  excur- 
sions there ;  bat  the  Railway  Company 


say  that  they  cannot  discontinue  their 
advertised  trains.  The  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  public  Press  have 
gone  far  to  apprise  visitors  and  excur- 
sionists  of  the  fact  of  the  epidemic. 

PIER  FOR  VENTRY,  COUNTY  KERRY. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  what  reply  has  been  given  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  to  the  Memo- 
rial signed  by  over  170  Manx  fishermen 
praying  for  the  construction  of  a  pier  at 
Ventry,  County  Kerry. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  question  of  providing 
pier  accommodation  at  Ventry  is  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board;  but  no  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  in  the  matter. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
MACROOM  DNION. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  want  of  co-operation 
between  the  Board  of  Works  arbitrator, 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Macroom  Guardians, 
and  the  Board  itself>  has  been  the  cause 
of  great  delay  in  the  erection  of  100 
labourers'  cottages,  under  Scheme  No.  3, 
adopted  about  February,  1889  ;  and  whe- 
ther the  Grovernment  will  take  immediate 
measures  during  the  fine  season  to  have 
this  much-needed  housing  accommodation 
provided  for  the  labourers  before  next 
winter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
the  award  of  the  arbitrator  was  lodged 
on  the  17th  instant,  and  that  it  will  be 
forthwith  completed  as  soon  as  certain 
difficulties  in  the  matter  of  a  non-com- 
pliance with  certain  statutory  provisions 
in  regard  to  some  sites  for  cottages  have 
been  removed. 

IRISH  SPRING  HERRING  FISHERY. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statements  in  the  last  Report  of 
the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  to  tile 
effect  that  though  there  were  lar^e  shoals 
of  mackerel  off  that  place  in  October  last 
the  fishermen  were  unable  to  capture 
them  owing  to  their  want  of  proper  nets. 
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and  also  that  the  Miuard  fishermen  were 
unable  to  take  advantage  of  the  spring 
herring  fishing  owing  to  the  severity  of 
the  weather ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  Fishery  Board  will 
grant  these  fishermen  a  loan  to  provide 
themselves  with  the  necessary  gear,  and 
also  have  a  small  pier  constructed  to 
enable  them  to  carry  on  their  industry  in 
safety  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  yet 
received  a  Report  which  has  been  called 
for  on  this  question,  and  will  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  postpone  the  question  for  a 
couple  of  days. 

BALLYMOTE  AGRARIAN  DISPUTE. 

Mr.  T.  CURRAN  (Kilkenny)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  agrarian  dispute  which 
existed  a  sliort  time  ago  at  Ballymote, 
County  Sligo,  was  amicably  settled 
about  four  weeks  ago  ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  people  of  Ballymote  have  during  the 
last  fortnight  been  subjected  to  a  serious 
annoyance  by  the  local  police,  who  have 
been  carrying  on  a  system  of  secret 
investigation  in  connection  with  the 
dispute  now  settled  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  attention  of 
the  authorities  has  been  drawn  for  some 
time  past  to  the  intimidatory  proceedings 
arising  out  of  meetings  held  in  this 
neighbourhood,  at  which  resolutions  were 
passed  censuring  individuals  for  their 
action  in  connection  with  a  farm  in  the 
district,  and  by  direction  of  Government 
an  officer  of  police  was  recently  ordered 
to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  whole 
matter.  I  may  add  that  a  prosecution  is 
now  pending  against  an  individual  who 
is  supposed  to  be  concerned  in  the  matter, 
and  that  it  will  be  heard  at  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  29th  instant. 

LAND  SUB-COMMISSION  AT 
WATERFORD. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Waterford,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
liieutenant  of  Ireland,  will  the  Land 
Sub-Commissioners  arrange  to  hold  a 
sitting  in  Waterford  on  an  early  day, 
seeing  that  it  is  more  than  two  years 


since  such  a  Court  was  held  in  Water- 
ford ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  a  Sub- 
Commission  Court  will  sit  at  Waterford 
at  an  early  date  in  September  next. 

TYPEWRITERS  FOR  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  p.  a.  M'HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  has  yet  completed 
arrangements  to  afford  Members  of  this 
House  facilities  for  type-writing,  in 
accordance  with  his  promise  given  some 
months  ago  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  The  hon.  Member  will 
recollect  that  I  undertook  to  do  my  best 
to  find  a  room  suitable  for  the  purpose 
he  has  in  view.  I  regret  that  I  have 
been  quite  unable  to  find  one,  as  every 
corner  of  the  building  is  fully  occupied. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  A  SLIGO  POSTAL 

OFFICIAL. 

Mr.  COLLERY  (Sligo,  N.)  :  I  beg 
tq  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  of  the 
conduct  of  an  official,  named  Sampson, 
engaged  in  the  Sligo  Post  Office  ;  is  he 
aware  that  Sampson  was  publicly  charged 
with  proselytising  his  servant  girl,  a 
Roman  Catholic,  named  Dixon,  and  that, 
in  connection  with  this  charge,  Sampson 
instituted  an  action  for  libel  against  two 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen  as  well  as 
the  proprietor  of  The  Sligo  Champion^ 
and  that  he  afterwards  declined  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  action  ;  and  will  he,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Public  Service, 
have  Sampson  removed  to  some  other 
locality  ? 

!Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  other  formal 
complaints  have  reached  me  than  those 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  himself  a  few 
weeks  ago.  I  then  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  had  been  pointed  out  to 
Mr.  Sampson  that  he  ought  not  to  take 
any  course  which  might  lead  to  his  being 
called  to  account  as  an  officer  of  the 
Post  Office,  and  that  he  had  undertaken 
to  conform  to  these  instructions.  I  have 
not  heard  that  Mr.  Sampson  has  departed 
from  the  line  of  conduct  thus  prescribed, 
and,  in  these  circumstances,  I  do  not  feel 
called  upon  to  make  any  change  in  his 
position. 
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HARBOUR  ACCOMMODATION  IN  COUNTY 

DOWN. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Down,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  last  Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  in  which  complaints  are  made 
of  the  harbour  accommodation  at  New- 
castle,  County   Down ;    whether   he   is 
aware  that  a  number  of  Newcastle  fisher- 
men during  the  past  year  lost  their  lives 
at  sea   owing  to   the  small   boats  they 
were  obliged  to  use,  as  there  is  no  har- 
bour accommodation  for  the  larger  boats 
required  for  fishing  there  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Newcastle  is  situated  be- 
tween Ardglass  and   Kilkeel,  and   that 
during  the  past  year  there  were  captured 
oflT  Ardglass    10,293   cwt.   of   herrings, 
sold   at  £4,782,  and    off  Kilkeel  9,100 
cwt.  of  herrings,  sold  at  £2,880;  whe- 
ther, exclusive  of  mackerel  and  herrings, 
upwards  of  194  tons  of  fish  caught  at 
Newcastle  were  during  the  same  period 
carried  by  the  Belfast  and  County  Down 
Railway  from  Newcastle  ;  and  whether, 
considering  the   favourable   situation  of 
Newcastle  as  a  fishing  station  and  the 
danger  to  the  lives  of  the  poor  fishermen, 
he    will    consider     the    desirability    of 
providing   proper    harbour    accommoda- 
tion ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
The  complaints  are  not  made,  as  sug- 
gested in  the  question,  by  the  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries,  but  are  only  referred  to  in 
their  summary  of  the  Coast  Officer^s 
Report,  and  are  not  ascribed  to  anyone  in 
particular.  It  is  true  that  some  lives  have 
been  lost,  but  there  is  a  harbour  suitable 
for  the  largest  boats  at  Ardglass,  about 
30  miles  from  Newcastle,  on  which 
£45,000  has  been  spent.  The  particulars 
given  in  the  third  and  fourth  paragraphs 
arc  correct.  There  are  no  funds  avail- 
able for  expenditure  at  Newcastle,  and  I 
see  no  reason  to  differ  from  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  North  Leeds  (Mr.  Jackson) 
when  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  the 
7  th  March,  1890. 

POSTAGE  FOR  PARLUMENTARY 

PAPERa 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :   I  beg  to   ask 

the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  it  would 

be  posaible  to  have  the  amount  of  postage 


for  each  Parliamentary  Paper  and  Blue 
Book  marked  upon  it  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  has  for 
some  time  been  the  practice  to  mark  on 
Papers  printed  by  Order  of  the  House  of 
Lords  or  House  of  Commons  the  weight 
of  the  Paper  for  postage  purposes ;  and 
I  am  in  communication  with  the 
Stationery  Office  as  to  how  far  it  would 
be  pobsible  to  carry  out  my  hon.  Friend*s 
suggestion  without  creating  incon- 
venience. 

STRIKE  ON  GOVERNMENT  BDILDINOB. 
Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whj 
the  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
building  of  the  post  office  at  the  back  of 
Victoria  Street  has  been  so  very  greatlj 
reduced  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  About 
three  weeks  ago  there  was  a  strike  of 
most  of  the  workmen  at  the  new  South- 
western District  Post  Office,  owing  to 
some  dispute  between  them  and  the  con- 
tractors, as  to  which  I  have  no  know- 
ledge. I  am  informed  that  the  works 
are  now  again  in  fair  progress,  and  that 
no  serious  inconvenience  is  likely  to  arise 
from  the  delay. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  Was  not  the 
strike  caused  by  Unionists  refusing  to 
work  under  a  Non-unionist  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  The  con- 
tractors  have  not  informed  me  what  was 
the  cause  of  the  strike. 


DEFECTIVE    PATENT    ILLUSTRATIONS. 

Sir  B.  SAMUELSON  (Oxfordshire, 
Banbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  complaints 
have  reached  the  Patent  Office  of  the 
defective  state  of  the  illustrations  in  the 
abridgments,  rendering  them  useless  for 
reference  ;  and  whether  he  will  give 
directions  requiring  them  to  be  as  dis- 
tinct as  those  issued  by  the  Patent  Office 
of  the  United  States  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside)  :  Complaints  with  regard  to 
the  illustrations  in  the  Abridgments  have 
reached  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  I  regret 
that  they  are  too  well  founded.  The 
Comptroller  General  of  Patents  has 
made  every  effort,  as  far  as  the  funds  at 
his  disposal  would  permit,  to  have  thia 
difficult  and  important  work  carried  out 
in  a   satisfactory   manner.     The  Board 
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will  coDsider  with  liitn  the  best  meaus  of 
improviug  the  illustrations  in  future 
issues. 

Sir  B.  SAMUELSON:  Will  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  ascertain  the  real 
cause  for  this  state  of  things  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  lack  of  ex- 
penditure. I  am  improving  the  system, 
which  is  certainly  not  what  it  ought  to 
be. 

THE  SOUTH  CANARA  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  C AINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask   the   Under   Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  been  called  to  a  Memorial  from 
1,122  fishermen  in  South  Canara,  in  the 
Madras    Presidency,   addressed    to    the 
Viceroy  in  Council,  praying  his  Excel- 
lency to  direct  the  Madras  Government 
to  remove  the  restrictions  now  existing 
in  South  Canara  against  the  use  of  salt 
earth  for  the  preservation  of  their  fish,  a 
privilege  removed   from  them  in    1878, 
but  previously  enjoyed  for   generations 
past ;  if  this  Memorial  was  sent  to   the 
Viceroy  in  October  1892,  and  that  so  far 
no  notice  whatever  lias  been  taken  of  it 
either   by   him   or  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
Memorial,    that  the  Petitioners  are    too 
poor  to  buy  manufactured  salt,  that  the 
fishing  trade  in  the  district  is  dwindling 
away,  -and  that  large  quantities  of  fish 
are  thrown  away  which  otherwise  would 
become  wholesome  food  ;  that  the  Salt 
Bevenue  has  not  increased  in  the  district 
in  consequence  of  this  restriction  ;  that 
no  such  restriction  prevails  in  any  other 
Presidency  ;    that  there  is  no  other  occu- 
pation   in   the   district   to   which    these 
fishermen  may  turn  ;  and  that  numbers 
of  them  have  migrated  into  Bombay  and 
other   large  cities    to    find   ill-paid   em- 
ployment ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  Secretary 
of      State     order     an      impartial      in- 
quiry into  the  grievances  of  these  poor 
fishermen  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Russell, 
North  Beds.)  :  I  presume  that  the 
Memorial  in  question  is  the  one  as  to 
which  I  informed  my  hon.  Friend,  in 
answer  to  a  question  on  the  8th  May, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  no  in- 
formation, but  that  he  would  cause 
inquiries  to  be  made.  Despatches  on  the 
eabject  were  addressed  to  the  Governors 
of  Bombay  and  Madras,  and  I  am  afraid 
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I  shall  not  be  able  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions as  to  the  Memorial  until  their 
replies  shall  have  been  received.  But 
I  would  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  the  information  at  present  in  the 
possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  bear  out  the  allegations  from 
the  Memorial  enumerated  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  my  hon.  Friend's  question. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH   OFFICE. 

Mr.  M*C ARTAN  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  from  1887  to  1891 
clerks  in  the  Central  Telegraph  Office 
were  promoted  from  the  Second  to  the 
First  Class,  after  a  service  of  about  10 
years,  from  an  annual  salary  of  £85  ; 
whether  it  was  then  considered  that  any 
considerable  delay  beyond  this  period 
before  promotion  was  a  severe  punish- 
ment, and  that  such  delay  was  generally 
the  result  of  some  irregularity  of  con- 
duct ;  whether  he  will  state  how  many 
clerks  of  over  10  years'  service  are  now 
at  the  Central  Telegraph  Office,  and 
whose  promotion  to  the  First  Class  has 
been  delayed,  notwithstanding  their  good 
characters  ;  whether  he  can  say  when 
these  clerks  will  be  placed  upon  an 
equality  with  their  predecessors  ;  and 
if  he  will  make  inquiry  into  the  matter 
with  the  view  of  having  their  grievances 
redressed  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  Between  the 
years  1887  and  1891,  owing  to  the  rapid 
growth  of  the  work  and  consequent  in- 
crease of  the  Establishment  following  on 
the  reduction  of  the  charge  for  telegrams, 
promotion  was  unusually  rapid,  and 
advancement  from  the  Second  to  the 
First  Class  took  place  much  as  the  hon. 
Member  describes.  Of  course,  then  as 
now,  no  one  was  passed  over  without  a 
reason,  and  I  can  well  believe  that  the 
passing  over  was  regarded  as  a  punish- 
ment. Out  of  a  total  number  of  1,140 
Second  Class  telegraphists  now  at  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office,  101  have 
served  10  years  or  more  ;  but  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  promotion  of  any  of  them 
has  been  delayed.  Neither  has  any  one 
of  the  number  yet  reached  the  maximum 
of  this  scale.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
predict  when  vacancies  will  occur  to 
which  these  officers  can  be  promoted. 
I  have  considered  the  whole  question 
very  carefully,  and,   as  I  hare  already 
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explained  to  the  House,  I  cannot  admit 
that  there  is  any  grievance  to  be 
redressed. 

THE  CASE  OF  JAMES  MORRBY. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government     Board    whether    he    will 
make  inquiries  into  the  case  of  James 
Morrey,  of  Napton,  Warwickshire,  who 
has   been  for  many  weeks  and  is  now 
living  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  destitu- 
tion, and  without  sufficient  food  or  the 
ordinary  necessaries  of  life  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that   Morrey's   application  for 
outdoor  relief  has  been  brought   before 
the  Guardians  of  l)oth  the  Southam  and 
the   Banbury    Unions,   and   refused    by 
both  of  them,  partly  on  the  ground  that 
he   came  under   the  other  Union  ;    also 
that  Dr.  Haynes,  the  physician  to   the 
Leamiugton    and    South    Warwickshire 
Hospital,  on  21st  June,  1893,  signed  a 
certificate  that  Morrey  was  ill  and  unable 
to  follow  his   employment,  aud  that  he 
required  outdoor  relief,  which    certificate 
lias    been   placed   before  both  Boards  of 
Guardians  ;  and  whether  he  will  repre- 
sent    to     these    Boards    of    Guardians 
that,  under    the   circumstances,    one   of 
them    should    forthwith    grant    Morrey 
proper  out<loor  relief  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  James 
Morrey,  it  appears,  is  residing  in  the 
Southam  Union,  and  consequently  the 
responsibility  of  giving  such  relief  as  the 
case  may  require  devolves  on  the 
Guanlians  of  that  Union.  I  understand 
that  the  Guardians  allowed  him  8s.  per 
week  for  two  weeks,  and  then  10s.  4d. 
for  two  weeks  ;  but  in  May  last  this  out 
relief  was  discontinued  bv  them,  aud 
Morrev  was  then  offered  an  order  for  the 
workhouse.  This  was  declined,  and 
since  the  30th  of  May  no  further  appli- 
cation has  l>een  made  by  him  to  the 
relieving  officer  for  relief.  It  is  exchi- 
sivelv  in  the  discretion  of  the  Guardians 
whether,  in  such  a  case,  they  will  give 
relief  in  the  workhouse  or  outdoor 
relief,  and  the  Local  Government  Board 
are  expressly  prohibite<l  by  Statute  from 
ordering  relief  in  any  individual  case. 
I  am,  however,  in  communication  with 
the  Guardians  on  this  case. 

LO   BENGULA   AKD   THE    MATABELES. 

Mr.     LABOUCHERE    (Northamp- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  I 
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of   State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his 
attention  has  l)een  drawn  to  a   telegram 
in    The    Times  of  the  20th  July,  from 
Capetown,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
commanders  of  an  Impi  of  Lo  Bengula^ 
having   marched  into  Matabele,  became 
insolent,  and   were   given   one   hour   to 
retire,  and  that  when  they  refused  to  do 
so    38   horsemen    chased  them,   killing 
over  30  of  them  ;    whether  Matabele    is 
a  portion   of   the   territory  over   which 
Lo  Bengula  is  Monarch  or  Chief ;    by 
what  authority  30  men  of  the  Impi  were 
slain    for    refusing     to    withdraw     and 
being     insolent     to     the     employes    or 
colonists  of  a  Company  that  derives  its 
sole  right  to  exercise  any  sort  of  juris^ 
diction   in  Matabele  from  Lo  Bengula  ; 
whether   the    Company    has   any   juris- 
diction   over   the    armed   forces    of  Lo 
Bengula  ;  and  what  steps  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  contemplate  taking  to  pre- 
vent such  proceedings,  resulting  in  loss 
of  life,  and  tending  to  lead  Lo  Bengula 
to  take  retaliatorv  action  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
The  latest  iufonnation  we  have  on  the 
subject  is  contained  in  the  telegram 
from  Sir  H.  Loch,  which  appears  in  to- 
day's papers.  From  this  it  appears  thai 
the  Matabele  Impi  were  fired  on  because^ 
having  burnt  many  kraals  and  killed 
many  natives,  tbey  refused  to  return  to 
the  other  side  of  the  demarcation  line 
agreed  on  with  Lo  Bengula.  The 
British  South  Africa  Company  have 
under  their  Charter  powers  of  adminis- 
tration in  Mashonaland  and  the  right  to 
raise  armed  forces  for  the  preservation 
of  peace.  This  authority  is  derived,  not 
from  Lo  Bengula,  but  from  the  Charter 
granted  by  the  Queen.  A  large  amount 
of  discretion  must  necessarily  be  left  to 
those  in  authority  on  the  spot  ;  and  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  greatest  possible 
forbearance  and  discretion  will  be  exer- 
cised in  dealing  with  the  native  tribes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Was  not  the 
Charter  given  by  the  Queen  be- 
cause of  the  concessions  granted  by 
Lo  Bengula ;  and,  secondly,  is  it  now  con- 
sidered that  Lo  Bengula,  who  gave  the 
concessions,  has  lost  all  paramount  rale 
in  the  country  in  question,  aud  that  the 
Chartered  Company  have  got  a  right  to 
drive  out  and  slaughter  any  troops    of 
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Lo  Bengula  that  may  be  sent  to  punish 
the  Mashonas  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Mj  hon.  Friend 
has  asked  me  several  conundrums.  Some 
of  them  are  rather  difficult  to  answer. 
The  position  is  this — Lo  Bengula  gave 
certain  concessions  of  mineral  rights  and 
land  rights  to  the  different  Companies, 
which  afterwards  became  the  South 
Africa  Company,  who  informed  the  late 
Government  that  they  had  these  rights 
and  concessions  ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Charter  was  given  to 
them  enabling  them  to  administer  the 
country  under  the  Charter,  and  to  raise 
police  and  other  forces  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  peace.  So  far  as  Lo  Beugula^s 
concessions  are  concerned  they  are  not 
in  reference  to  administration,  but  to 
native  lands  and  mineral  rights. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  enlighten  my  hon.  Friend  on 
the  Vote  on  Account. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that  all 
the  British  South  Africa  Company  have 
been  doing  is  to  defend  the  natives 
dwelling  in  their  own  portion  of  the 
country  from  the  attacks  of  other 
natives  . 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  That  is  so,  I  think, 
ia  regard  to  this  particular  occurrence. 

VITU. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statements  in  the  Press  that  the  East 
Africa  Chartered  Company  has  given  up 
Vitu  ;  and  whether,  if  this  be  correct, 
what  is  the  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  regard  to  that  country 
and  Mombasa  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  Company  intends  to  with- 
draw from  the  administration  of  Vitu  at 
the  eqd  of  the  present  month.  It  is  a 
British  Protectorate,  but  does  not  belong 
to  Zanzibar.  Mr.  Rodd  has  been 
despatched  to  examine  the  local  con- 
ditions and  report  as  to  the  future 
administration.  Mombasa,  which  is  a 
Zanzibar  port,  remains  under  the  Com- 
pany's administration. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Am  I  to 
onderstand  that  the  Compapy  is  allowed 
t/o    withdraw   from   any   portion  of  the 


territories  it  occupies,  and  to  retain  any 
portion,  such  as  Mombasa,  from  which 
they  may  derive  a  profit  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  Vitu  stands  in  rather 
a  different  position,  because  it  is  a  Pro- 
tectorate and  not  a  sphere  of  influence. 
With  regard  to  the  Company's  territgriea 
in  general,  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
the  Company  have  made  certain  proposals 
as  regards  the  administration,  upon 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  yet  come  to  any  decision. 

THE  GAME  LAWS. 
Mr.  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Charge  delivered  to  the  Grand  Jury 
at  the  present  Nottingham  Assizes  by 
Mr.  Justice  Vaughan  Williams  as  to  a 
poaching  case  where  a  keeper  was  killed, 
in  which  he  alluded  to  the  practice  of 
arming  keepers  and  assisting  them  with 
dogs,  and  suggested  whether,  in  the 
interests  of  the  State,  an  alteration  ought 
to  be  made  in  the  law  to  prevent  the 
continuance  of  a  system  which  necessi- 
tated the  danger  of  provoking  deeds  of 
violence ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
this  question,  with  a  view  to  legislation, 
when  the  time  of  Parliament  will  per- 
mit ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  Charge.  The  recom- 
mendation of  the  learned  Judge  is  one 
which  deserves  to  be  seriously  considered 
by  those  who  preserve  game.  The 
matter  will  not  escape  my  attention,  but 
I  cannot  undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
the  subject. 


*'  ROSSMORE  r.  DONNELLY." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Land  Commission  have  taken  advice  as 
to  whether  an  appeal  lies  to  the  House  of 
Lords  from  the  mandamus  granted 
against  them  in  "  Rossmore  v,  Donnelly ;" 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  importance 
to  the  entire  Irish  tenantry  of  the  view 
as  to  their  status  laid  down  by  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  it  is  intended  to  accept  as 
final  the  law  then  laid  down  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry in  the  matter,  but  as  yet  have  not 
sufficient  information  to  enable  me  to 
answer  the  question. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Land 
Commission  have  fixed  Monday  for  the 
next  hearing  ?  As  this  affects  so  large  a 
number  of  Irish  tenants,  will  he  not 
telegraph  to  them  asking  them  to  take 
the  case  to  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knows  the  Land 
Conmiission  is  an  independent  body.  I 
will,  however,  communicate  with  them 
by  telegraph. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) : 
Does  the  right  hOn.  Gentleman  say  they 
are  too  independent  a  body  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  not  their 
personal  fault,  but  some  persons  certainly 
think  that  their  relations  with  the  Execu- 
tive Government  might  be  closer  without 
disadvantage. 


FRANCE  AND  SIAM. 

Sir    E.     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  state  to  the 
House  the  terms  of  the  French  ultimatum 
to  Siam ;  and  whether  a  very  limited  period 
has  been  given  by  France  to  the  Siamese 
Government  in  which  to  reply  to  the 
ultimatum;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  obtain  an  ex- 
tension of  this  period  in  order  that  their 
views  may  be  communicated  to  the 
French  Government  ? 

Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  At  the  same  timel  will  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  whether  he  can  now  state  the 
exact  terms  of  the  French  ultimatum  to 
Siam  ;  whether  it  includes  the  cession  of 
the  territory  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong 
River  to  France  ;  in  what  sense,  and 
with  what  geographical  limitations,  this 
demand  is  made  by  the  French  ;  whether 
it  is  consistent  with  the  repeated  assur- 
ances of  the  French  Government  that 
they  have  no  designs  upon  the  integrity 
of  Siam;  whether  it  will  injuriously 
affect  British  interests  and  trade  in  Upper 
Burmah  ;  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
Siamese  Government  declining  to  accede 
to  the  ultimatum,  the  French  intend  to 
enforce  a  blockade  of  the  Menam  ;  and 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  to  avert  so  serious  and 
wanton  a  calamity  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  following  are 
the  terms  of  the  ultimatum  as  given  us 
**y  telegram  from  Bangkok  ;    they  corre- 


spond with  those  courteously  communi- 
cated to  us  by  the  French  Government, 
but  give  more  detail : — 

"  1.  Recognition  of  the  rights  of  Annam  and 
Cambodia  to  left  bank  of  River  Mekong  and 
the  Islands. 

"2.  Evacuation  of  the  posta  there  held  by 
the  Siamese  within  one  month's  time. 

"  3.  Satisfaction  for  the  various  aggressions 
against  French  subjects  in  Siam,  and  French 
ships  and  sailors  in  Menam. 

"  4.  Punishment  of  the  culprits  and  pecuniary 
indemnities  to  the  families  of  victims. 

"  6.  Indemnities  of  2,000,000  francs  for  various 
damages  inflicted  on  French  subjects. 

«  6.  Immediate  deposit  of  3,000,000  franca,  in 
dollars,  as  guarantee  for  claims  of  Noe.  4  and  6, 
or,  in  default  of  guarantee,  farmers  and  taxes  of 
Battambong  and  Siem  Reap. 

"  Should  these  terms  not  be  accepted,  the 
French  Minister  will  leave  and  the  ooa«t  be 
forthwith  blockaded." 

In  answer  to  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  we  expect  to 
hear  through  Lord  Dufferin  shortly  what 
are  the  geographical  limitations  assigned 
by  the  French  Government  to  this  part 
of  theu-  demand.  The  answer  to  the 
next  two  paragraphs  must,  of  course, 
depend  upon  the  reply  received  on  this 
point.  In  reply  to  the  concluding  para- 
graph, I  can  only  repeat  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  most  desirous 
to  further  a  friendly  settlement. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
The  hon.  Baronet  has  not  answered  the 
last  paragraph  of  my  question. 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not 
think  it  would  conduce  to  a  friendly 
settlement  of  this  question  that  we 
should  interfere  in  the  matter  of  the 
extension  of  time. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Does  the  hon.  Baronet  mean  by  that  to 
say  that  the  settlement  of  the  terms 
may  become  a  fait  accompli  before  the 
English  Government  have  time  to  com- 
municate with  the  French  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  ah-eady  stated 
that  as  regards  the  one  point  which 
concerns  the  British  Government — 
namely,  the  territorial  arrangement — 
we  are  already  opening  communications 
with  the  French  Government ;  but  no 
geographical  limitation  has  yet  been 
laid  down. 


RUSSIA  AND  THB  PAMIRS. 
Sir  R.  temple  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of   SUte   for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  reports  are  true  that 
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Colonel  Yanoff  with  a  Russiau  force 
has  advanced  iuto  the  Pamirs  on  the 
strategic  line  leading  towards  the  North 
Indian  frontier  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
May  I  also  ask  whether  he  has  ob- 
served the  statement  in  The  Times 
and  Standard  of  20th  July,  that  Colonel 
Yanoff,  who  commanded  the  Russian 
invading  force  in  1891,  started  from 
Marghilan  in  June  of  this  year  with  500 
Russian  Infantry,  two  sotnias  of  Cossacks, 
and  mountain  artillery,  in  order  to  per- 
manently occupy  and  construct  fortified 
stations  at  Sariz,  Sarduir,  and  Sarhad, 
three  principal  points  on  the  road  to 
India  via  the  Pamirs  ;  whether  Sarhad 
commands  the  Baraghil  Pass  in  the 
Hindu  Kush  ;  what  progress  has  been 
made  towards  establishing  the  Pamir 
Delimitation  Commission  ;  and  whether 
the  Russian  Government  now  claim  a 
frontier  considerably  in  advance  even  of 
the  claims  they  made  in  1891  ? 

SiK  E.  GREY  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  assurances  from 
the  Russian  Government  as  late  as  the 
19th  instant  that  the  rumours  of  armed 
Russian  Expeditions  to  the  Pamirs  are 
false.  During  the  progress  of  the 
negotiations  it  is  not  advisable  to  make 
any  statement  as  to  the  Commission  or 
claims  of  Russia. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  just  given,  may  I  ask  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  on  two  previous 
occasions  in  1891  and  1892  Russian  ex- 
peditions were  despatched  to  the  Pamirs 
in  spite  of  very  definite  assurances  given 
to  the  contrary,  and  in  view  also  of  the 
fact  that  the  very  circumstantial  details 
given  in  the  letters  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  referred  were  written  not  in 
Europe,  but  from  Tashkend,  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  addressing  some  inquiries  to  St.  Peters- 
burg, not  by  way  of  throwing  any  doubt 
on  the  action  of  the  Russian  Government, 
but  as  to  whether  these  reliefs  are  in- 
tended solely  for  the  Russian  posts 
already  established  ;  or  whether  it  is 
contemplated  to  construct  other  fortified 
posts  in  other  parts  of  the  country  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  A  question  was  put 
the  ol  her  day  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Newton  Division,  which  I  think  must 
have  been  founded  on  the  same  rumour 
of  an  expedition  under  Colonel  Yanoff. 
In  consequence  of  that  particular  rumour 


reference  was  made  to  the  Russian 
Government  within  the  last  few  days, 
and  their  answer  was  that  all  the  rumours 
of  the  kind  were  false,  and  that  the 
troops  composing  the  expedition  were 
not  under  the  command  of  Colonel 
Yanoff,  but  of  an  officer  of  inferior  posi- 
tion. That  answer  was  received  as  late 
as  the  19th  of  this  month. 

•Mr.  CURZON  :  My  point  is  this— 
Will  the  hon.  Baronet  take  steps  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  troops  are  going  to 
relieve  others  at  existing  posts,  or  to 
establish  new  posts  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  been  assured 
that  they  are  merely  sent  to  relieve  troops 
which  have  wintered  in  Marghilan, 
and  which  will  not  be  allowed  to  go  out 
in  parties  larger  than  twos  and  threes. 

Sir   E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 

Can  the  hon.  Baronet  answer  the  last 
paragraph  of  my  question  as  to  the  pro- 
gress made  towards  establishing  the 
Delimitation  Commission  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  Negotiations  are  still 
proceeding.  There  has  been  no  interrup- 
tion. 

I 

IRISH  JUSTICES  OF  THE  PEACE. 
Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  when  the  Return, 
ordered  some  mouths  ago  relating  to 
Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Ireland,  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  The  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  states  he  is  pushing 
forward  this  Return  as  rapidly  as  possible^ 
and  that  he  does  not  now  think  it  can, be 
completed  for  some  three  months. 

THE  POET  LAUREATESHIP. 

Mr,  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  fill  up  the  vacant  Poet  Laureate- 
ship  ;  and,  if  so,  when  the  appointment 
will  probably  be  made  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  There  is  no  inten- 
tion at  present  of  making  the  appoint- 
ment. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Walworth)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  for  the  convenience  of  Memberg 
he   will   have   the   Bill   for  ihe    better 
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government  of  Ireland  printed,  with 
Amendments,  up  to  date  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Now 
ihat  we  have  advanced  so  far  towards 
the  completion  of  the  Bill  it  may 
possibly  be  best  to  delay  the  re-printing 
until  after  Thursday,  when  the  Com- 
mittee stage  will  have  been  completed. 

INDIAN  CURRENCY  CHANGES. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
large  demand  which  the  proposed  new 
monetary  policy  in  India  will  create  for 
gold,  and  of  the  consequent  possible 
further  rise  in  the  value  of  that  metal  and 
proportionate  further  fall  in  the  prices  of 
^commodities  measured  by  it  both  here  and 
in  the  Colonies,  he  will  give  Parliament 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  the  matter 
before  finally  establishing  a  gold  standard 
In  India  ? 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  undertake  to 
issue  gold  against  rupees  ;  if  so,  at  what 
rate  ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
grave  consequences  which  such  a  course 
might  involve,  he  will  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  question 
before  arriving  at  a  final  determination  ? 

Mr.  W.    E.  GLADSTONE  :    I   am 

not  able  to  accede  to  the  assumptions 
contained  in  the  questions  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman;  but, apart  from  those  assump- 
tions, I  think  I  may  point  out  that  the 
Indian  Financial  Statement  will  afford 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  policy  of 
the  changes  recently  adopted  with 
respect  to  the  currency  in  India.  It  will 
not  be  possible  for  the  Government  to 
afford  any  other  opportunity  under  pre- 
sent circumstances.  I  may  say,  in  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  London  University,  that 
it  is  not  at  present  intended  to  issue  gold 
against  rupees. 

THE  UNION  JACK  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  will 
insert  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill 
a  clause  to  legalise  the  hoisting  and  flying 
of  the  national  emblem  over  licensed 
premises  in  Ireland,  and  to  legalise  the 
hoisting  and  flying  of  the  Royal  Standard 

Mr,  Saunders 


over  any  hotel  in  which  any  member  of 
the  Royal  Family  may  be  staying  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Con- 
sidering  the  extent  which  the  labours  of 
the  House  of  Commons  have  already 
reached  in  connection  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  Bill,  and  also  considering 
that  this  question  has  no  very  close  or 
immediate  connection  with  that  Bill,  I 
do  not  think  the  Government  ought  to 
make  any  engagement  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  :  I  shall  call  atten- 
tion  to  it  at  an  early  date. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.     \^Progress^  20ih  July."] 

[forty-third  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name  : 
that  the  Postponed  Clauses  14, 15,  and  16 
be  further  postponed  till  after  the  new 
clauses.  I  think  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient that  the  general  discussion  should 
take  place  on  the  new  clauses. 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 

Regis)  :  I  rise 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
This  is  not  a  matter  for  debate.  The 
Question  must  be  put  forthwith. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Postponed  Clauses  be  further 
postponed  until  after  the  New  Clauses." — 
{Mr.  J.  Morley.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  But,  Sir, 

under  the  Rules  of  the  House 

•The  chairman  :  The  Order  of  the 
House  distinctly  says  that  the  Question 
shall  be  put  forthwith. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  now 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  The  Rule  243 
deals  with  postponed  clauses.  All  I  will 
ask  is,  is  it  in  Order  for  the  Committee 
to  act  counter  to  a  Rule  made  for  iX& 
guidance?  This  Rule  has  been  invariably 
acted  upon. 

•The  chairman  :  The  course  I 
have  taken  is  perfectly  regular,  and 
according  to  precedent. 
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New  Clause  (FiDaDcial  arrangements 
as  between  United  Kingdom  and  Ireland,) 
— (Mr.  fV,  E,  Gladstone,) — brought  up, 
wid  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that  at  an  earlier  period 
of    our     Debates    I    asked   the   Prime 
Minister  to  be  good  enough  to  say  when, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  convenient  to 
take  a  Second  Reading  discussion  on  the 
new  financial  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  now,  in  accordance  with  a  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  propose  to  review  as  far  as  I  can, 
not   with   reference    to    any    particular 
detail,  but  as  a  whole,  the  new  scheme 
of  the  Government.     I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  with  me  that  I  have 
undertaken  a  very  arduous  task   in  pro- 
posing to  deal  with  a  vast  mass  of  figures, 
for    nothing    is   more   difficult   than   to 
present  them  in  sufficient  detail  to  carry 
conviction,  and  at  the   same  time   with 
suflBcient clearness  and  simplicity  to  leave 
an  intelligent  impression  on  the  audience. 
It  is  one  thing  to  study  figures  on  paper 
and  quite  another   to   appreciate   them 
when  they  are  presented  viva  voce.     I 
must  say  that  my   task,   arduous   under 
any    circumstances,    is    rendered    more 
difficult   by    two    circumstances.      The 
first  is  that  we  are  called  upon,  by  way 
of  illustration  at  all  events,  to  deal  not 
with  one,  but  with  three  schemes,  which 
have  at  dififerent  times  been  placed  before 
the  Committee;  and  in  considering  these 
three  schemes  and  the  figures  included  in 
them,  we  have  to  regard  a  large  number 
of  Returns  as  to  which  I  am   bound   to 
«ay  that  not  a  single   one,   as  far  as  I 
know,   agrees    with    any    other.      The 
Returns  apply  to  different  times,  have 
been    taken   under   different   conditions, 
and  apply  to  different   sets   of   circum- 
stances, and  it  is,  therefore,  most  difficult 
to   extract   from  them  anything  like  a 
consistent  result.     The  second  difficulty 
is  naade  for  me  by  the  way  in  which   the 
Goveraraent     presented     their     various 
schemes  ;  and,  although  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  impute   any   intention    in   the 
matter,  I  am  compelled  to  say  that  if  the 
object  had  been  to  conceal  the  facts  they 
could  not  have  taken  a  better  course  than 


'  they  have  done.     By  way  of  illustration, 
take  the  first  plan  introduced  in  the  Bill 
of  1886.     A  definite  principle  was  laid 
down  which  had  guided  the  Government 
and  was  to  guide  the  House  in  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  the  proper  contribu- 
tion from  Ireland.      The   principle   was 
that  Ireland  should  pay  according  to  her 
taxable  capacity — that  is,  according  to 
her   wealth,   and    this,    tested    by    the 
property  assessed  to  Death  Duties,  worked 
out  at  1-1 4th  of  the  total  contribution  of 
the    United    Kingdom.      If  the   Prime 
Minister  had  stopped  there,   we   should 
have  had  a  perfectly  intelligible  principle 
to  go  upon,  and  we  should  all  have  been 
able  easily  to  work  out  the  results.     But 
he  went  on,  and  without  rhyme  or  reason 
he  proposed  to  make  a  gratuitous  gift  to 
Ireland   of  a   sum  which  he   estimated 
then  at  £1,400,000,  but  which  has  since 
turned  out  to  be  £1,750,000,  being  the 
difference    on    the     balance    of    duties 
collected  in  one  country  but  paid  upon 
goods  consumed  in  the  other ;    and  by 
introducing  this   new  feature,  which  is 
not   in  the  slightest    degree   connected 
with  the   general  principle  of  payment 
according    to  taxable  capacity,  the  net 
result  was  that  Ireland  would  ^till   pay 
not  the  1-1  oth  as  he  might  have  been 
supposed  to  have  suggested  was  really 
paid,  but  only  l-2oth.     In    the   plan   of 
February,  1893,  a  totally   new  principle 
was  presented,  and  we  were  told  that  the 
method    to    be    adopted    by    the     Go- 
vernment   was     the     appropriation     of 
a  particular  tax  which  most  conveniently 
represented   l-26th  part  of  the  Imperial 
contribution.      There,  again,  if  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman    liad     stopped     there, 
everybody  would  have  seen  at  once  what 
Ireland   was  going  to  pay  and  been  able 
to  compare  it  with  any  notion  he  might 
have  formed  as  to  what  she  ought  to  pay. 
But,  after  stating  that  this  tax  was  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  purpose,  he  proceeded 
to  make  Ireland  a  present  of  £500,000 
towards  the  expense  of  the  Constabulary 
Force  ;  and  the  result  was  that,  while  in 
his  speech  reference  was  made  to  a  quota 
of  l-26th,  the  real  quota  became  l-30th. 
Now  let  us  go  to  the  scheme  at  present 
before     the     Committee.        The     two 
principles  previously  laid  down  have  been 
abandoned,  and   the  principle  now  laid 
down  has  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
other  two  principles.     The  principle  now 
is  that  Ireland  should  pay  the  same  as 
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she  does  at  present.  Here  again,  mark, 
there  is  no  connection  between  the 
method  and  the  principle,  but  the  method 
is  a  purely  arbitrary  method.  We  are  to 
take  one-third  of  the  Irish  Revenue, 
because  at  the  present  moment  one-third 
of  the  Irish  Revenue  is  said  by  the 
Government  to  represent  what  is  the  pre- 
sent payment  of  Ireland.  Of  course, 
what  it  represents  now  is  no  criterion  of 
what  it  may  represent  six  months  after 
the  Bill,  if  it  passes,  comes  into  force. 
But  the  method  is  to  take  one-third  of  the 
Irish  Revenue,  and  we  are  told  it  works 
out  at  a  quota  of  l-27th  or  l-28th  of  the 
Imperial  contribution.  Again  I  say, 
when  we  are  dealing  with  these  quotas, 
we  are  dealing  with  simple  things  which 
anyone  can  appreciate  ;  and  if  •  the 
Government  would  stick  to  a  quota,  we 
should  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
understanding  the  character  of  their  pro- 
posals. But  after  they  have  told  us  that 
Ireknd  is  to  pay  what  she  has  to  pay 
now,  that  she  is  to  pay  one-third  of  her 
general  Revenue,  which  is  also  an  arbitrary 
proportion,  involving  a  distinction 
between  general  and  special  Revenue 
never  made  before,  then  the  Government 
stultify  their  own  proposals  by  deducting 
from  that,  in  the  first  place,  one-third  of 
the  cost  of  the  Constabulary  and  the 
collection  of  the  Irish  Revenue,  and  the 
result  of  that  is  that  a  quota  which  was  to  be 
l-27th  or  l-28th  becomes  actually  l-40th. 
So  we  have  this  curious  result  as  a 
smnmary  of  these  three  plans  of  the 
Government  :  Whereas  any  ordinary 
observer  would  suppose  the  first  scheme 
was  to  have  charged  Ireland  with  a 
quota  of  1-1 5th,  it  would  really  have 
taken  l-25th ;  whereas  the  second 
scheme  recommended  was  to  give,  I -26th, 
it  gave  only  1  -30th ;  and  the  third 
scheme  recommended  l-28th  and  gave 
only  l-40th.  A  more  confusing  succes- 
sion of  statements  was  never  presented. 
But,  whilst  the  facts  and  method  are 
different  in  each  case,  there  is  one  thing 
that  is  constant,  and  that  is  that  some- 
how the  Irish  Legislature  is  to  have  a 
surplus  of  about  £500,000.  In  the  first  case 
it  is  £400,000  ;  in  the  second  £500,0C0  ; 
in  the  third  £512,000.  The  similarity 
of  all  these  results  suggests  that  in  all 
the  schemes  the  one  commanding  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  provide  a 
surplus  of  £500,000  for  the  new  Irish 
Legislature.      If    a    similar    beneficent 
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arrangement  could  be  made  for  British 
finance  we  should  have  a  surplus  of 
£7,000,000  a  year.  Why  on  earth,  iu 
making  this  arrangement  to  give  Ireland 
practical  independence,  should  we  provide 
her  with  a  surplus  ?  What  have  we  to 
do  with  her  surplus  ?  Why  should  we 
give  Ireland  these  advantages  to  our  own 
risk  and  disadvantage,  and  at  the  same 
time  provide  her  with  pocket-money  ? 
What  precedent  is  there  for  such  a 
course  ?  When  the  United  States  won 
their  independence  did  the  British  tax- 
payer provide  the  Federal  Government 
with  a  surplus  ?  [^J^aughter.']  No 
doubt  it  appears  humorous  to  Irish 
Members  opposite  that  Englishmen 
should  object  to  giving  money  in  this 
way  to  Irishmen.  When  the  independ- 
ence of  Greece  was  acknowledged  the 
Sultan  was  not  compelled  by  the  Powers 
to  set  Greece  up  in  business.  She  waa 
left  to  make  the  best  of  her  own  resources^ 
and  hitherto  has  not  done  it  very  suc- 
cessfully. The  retrocession  of  the 
Transvaal  is  a  very  strong  case.  We  had 
deprived  it  of  its  independence  under  a 
misapprehension,  and  it  was  said  we  had 
governed  the  Boers  against  their  will  and 
contrary  to  justice.  But  we  had  them  in 
our  power,  and  it  would  have  been  only 
in  accord  with  what  we  believed  to  be 
the  honour  of  this  country  that  we  should 
have  given  them  an  indemnity  for  our 
malpractices.  Did  we  start  them  with 
a  surplus  ?  I  cannot  understand  what 
difference  can  be  established  between  the 
case  of  Ireland  and  that  of  the  Transvaal. 
Ireland  has  not  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
this  country  such  injury  as  the  Transvaal 
had.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "J  Certainly  not  ;  in 
the  case  of  the  Transvaal  the  grievance 
was  greater  and  it  was  fresher.  On  l)Oth 
these  grounds  the  case  of  the  Transvaal 
was  infinitely  stronger.  In  all  these 
cases  the  countries  have  been  satisfied  to 
gain  their  independence,  and  they  have 
been  left  to  find  a  surplus  for  themselves^ 
by  economies  and  wise  administration.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  distinctive  feature  of 
Irish  patriotism  that  it  is  a  plant  of 
such  sickly  growth  that  it  requires 
to  be  watered  by  British  gold. 
The  objections  to  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment divide  themselves  into  two 
classes  :  first,  objections  to  the  method^ 
which  are  independent  of  the  results  ; 
and,  secondly,  objections  to  the  propor* 
tion  Ireland  will  be  called  upon  to  pay. 
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whether  it  be  too  little,  as  we  say,  or  too 
much,  IIS  hon.  Members  opposite  will 
say.  Dealing  with  objections  to  the 
metho<),  I  will  point  out  that  every 
figure  laid  before  the  Committee  is  con- 
fessedly an  estimate.  No  one  will  be 
bold  enough  to  guarantee  that  that  esti- 
mate is  accurate.  It  is  as  nearly  accurate 
as  the  officials  can  go.  We  have  good 
reason  to  know  that  their  knowledge  of 
this  matter  does  not  go  verjr  far.  It  is 
an  estimate  that  varies  from  day  to  day, 
so  that  what  may  be  true  to-day  may  be 
untrue  to-morrow,  and  changing  circum- 
stances may  affect  the  quota  which  under 
this  plan  the  Irish  Government  will  be 
called  upon  to  pay.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  reason  to  expect  that  the 
plan  of  the  Government  will  continue  to 
give  the  same  quota  during  the  six  years 
of  the  transitional  period.  The  Com- 
mittee will  recollect  that  a  mistake  has 
been  made  in  regard  to  Customs  and 
Excise  of  £350,000 — a  mistake  which 
would  not  have  been  corrected  if  the  Clo- 
sure had  come  into  operation  a  little  earlier, 
which  would  have  vitiated  the  scheme  of 
the  Government,  and  would  have  left 
the  Irish  Legislature  with  a  surplus 
much  less  than  it  is  supposed  they  will 
have  now.  Can  the  Government  assert 
with  anything  like  positive  assurance 
that  their  present  figures  are  correct,  and 
that  they  will  be  accurate  to-morrow  ? 
They  have  based  their  balance-sheet 
upon  the  Estimates  of  a  single  year. 
Would  not  any  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  making  an  arrangement 
which  was  to  last  for  many  years,  take 
an  average  of  the  Returns  of  Revenue 
and  Expenditure  for  several  years  ?  In 
the  present  year  Irish  Customs  are  re- 
turned at  £21,000  less  than  last  year, 
Excise  at  £58,000  less,  and  Stamps  at 
£48,000  less.  These  three  items  show  a 
diminution  in  the  course  of  a  single  year 
of  £127,000.  May  there  not  be  similar 
fluctuations  in  the  future  ?  At  this 
moment  there  is  a  great  depression  of 
trade ;  already  the  Returns  of  the 
Revenue  are  exceedingly  unsatisfactory, 
and,  although  I  agree  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  it  would  be 
wrong  to  base  any  final  calculation  on 
the  Returns  of  the  first  quarter,  at  all 
events  there  is  a  suggestion  of  a  pro- 
babilitv  that  British  Revenue  and 
Irish   '  Bevenue     will     be     very     con- 


siderably  reduced  next  year.  If 
this  plan  were  adopted  your  quota  is 
altered,  your  surplus  is  altered,  and  every 
condition  to  which  you  attach  import- 
ance is  frail,  and  would  be  shaken  by 
any  change  likely  to  occur.  Take 
another  point.  Let  us  consider  what 
the  effect  would  be  in  Ireland  of  the 
establishing  of  this  new  Government. 
Remember  that  the  Prime  Minister  has 
told  us  that  those  who  are  hostile  to  the 
new  form  of  government  are  mainly 
the  wealthy  people  in  Ireland  ;  and  if  the 
wealthy  classes  are  strenuously  hostile, 
do  you  not  think  that  that  would  have 
some  effect  on  your  Revenue  Returns — 
that  there  might  be  transfers  of  busi- 
ness ?  Are  hon.  Members  quite  certain 
that  there  would  be  no  such  transfers  ? 
I  am  not  certain.  My  own  conviction  is 
that  there  would  be  such  transfers — 
transfers  of  business  and  of  account, 
which  would  materially  affect  the  amount 
of  Irish  Revenue.  I  am  not  standing  up 
to  defend  any  Irish  position  ;  I  am 
speaking  entirely  as  an  Englishman  on 
behalf  of  the  Eusflish  taxpayer.  My 
only  concern  is  the  result  on  the  Irish 
contribution  to  the  Exchequer.  Any 
reduction  of  the  Revenue  will  be  felt  by 
a  reduction  of  the  Irish  contribution. 
Take  another  point.  Is  it  perfectly 
certain  that  the  Revenue  of  Ireland  would 
be  as  well  collected  under  a  local  as  under 
the  Imperial  Government  ?  Are  you 
perfectly  certain  that  the  Irish  Executive 
could  collect  your  Customs  as  you  collect 
them  now  ?  When  you  substitute  a 
local  police  for  the  Constabulary,  do  you 
think  they  will  be  as  keen  in  dealing 
with  illicit  distillation  ?  I  believe  there 
is  very  little  illicit  distillation  now,  and 
that  the  Revenue  is  fairly  collected. 
Would  it  l>e  possible,  if  on  every  hill -side 
there  was  a  still,  for  the  local  police  to 
collect  the  Revenue  ?  One  of  two  things 
must  happen — You  will  have  to  create 
a  new  force  of  gangers  or  supervisors  to 
protect  the  Revenue,  or  else  the  Revenue 
will  fall,  and  the  British  Exchequer  will 
lose  as  the  Irish  Revenue  is  reduced. 
Take  the  Imperial  Expenditure.  Can 
you  say  it  will  not  increase  ?  It  has 
increased  continually  in  the  last  30  years. 
Are  you  certain  it  will  not  continue  to 
increase  ?  In  that  case  what  arrange- 
ment have  you  made  for  the  proper  Irish 
quota  ?      I    am   not    content    that    the 
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British  taxpayer  should  lose  because  the 
Irish  people  forswear  whisky.     Perhaps, 
in  that  event,  the  English  people  would 
have  to  drink  more  beer.     The  calcula- 
tion put  before  us  by  the  Government 
shows  that  in  connection  with   Ireland 
there  is  a  loss  of  £50,000  on  the  Post 
Office.     I  asked  for  a  Return,  but  it  is 
not    of    much    value,   for     those     who 
made    it    said    they    had    no   basis    to 
go   upon  ;    that   there  were    no    records 
kept  which  would   enable   them  to  dis- 
tinguish   between    Iri&h     and    Impefrial 
matters.     As  it  seems  to  me,  the  calcula- 
tion is  altogether  in  favour  of  Ireland, 
and  I  believe  when  properly  worked  out 
the  amount  would  be  a  great  deal  more 
than  £50,000.      I  do    not  attach  great 
importance   to   this   point,   because   the 
quota  will  go  on  the  same.     Then  there 
is  the  cost  of  collection.     I  moved  for  a 
Return,  and  I  find  that  the  cost  of  col- 
lecting the  Inland  Revenue  is  £162,000, 
and  Customs  £65,000.     I  do  not  under- 
stand whether  this  includes  the  cost  of 
collecting  the  Income  Tax  and  Stamps. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  assented.]     At 
all  events,  no  account  is  taken  of  the 
cost  of  stationery,  which  is  a  very  con- 
siderable item,  nor  for  the  expenses  of 
the  head  office,  nor  for  repairs  and  main- 
tenance of  buildings  ;  therefore  I  say  it 
is  quite  unreliable,  and  the  figures  totally 
untrustworthy,  as  a  basis  for  anything 
like  continuous  calculation.     The   Irish 
Revenue  is  necessarily  uncertain,  and  the 
Imperial  Expenditure  is  uncertain  ;  but 
there  is  this  difference :  that  while  the 
one  is  likely  to  decline  the  other  is  likely 
to  increase.     I  have  said  you  cannot  get 
a  stable  basis  out  of  two  factors,  each  of 
which  continually  fluctuates.  The  second 
point  is  the  objection  to  the  effect  on 
Imperial  finance.     It  will  alter  our  Im- 
perial Budget — our  Imperial  system  of 
taxation.      The  product  of  Irish  Excise 
is    about    1-lOth   of    the   total   for   the 
United  Kingdom,  Customs  one-eighth  of 
the  total.  Income  Tax  and  Death  Duties 
l-24th  of  the  total.     For  every  £100  re- 
duction in  Imperial  taxation  this  will  be 
the   result : — On  Excise   Irish  Revenue 
will  lose  £10;  Imperial  contribution  will 
lose  £3  and  a  third.     On  Customs  Irish 
Revenue  will  lose  £12   10s.,  and  the  Im- 
perial contribution  will  lose  £4  ;  and  on 
Income  Tax  and   Death  Duties  the  Irish 
Revenue  will  Iofc  £4,  and   the  Imperial 
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contribution  will  lose  £1   and  one-third. 
Let  us  assume  that  the  British  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  wanted  to  reduce 
the   Tea   Duties    and    substitute   direct 
taxation  ior  it.     If  they  were  abolished, 
the  total  Revenue  of  the  United  King- 
dom would  lose  £3,400,000.     The  Irish 
loss    would    be     one-eighth — £425,000, 
and  our  loss  would  be  £142,000  in  the 
contribution  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
If  the  loss  were  replaced  by  additional 
Income  Tax,  Ireland  would  pay  l-24th 
— £142,000.     Her  Imperial  contribution 
on  this  would  be  £47,000,  and  we  should 
lose    and    Ireland    would    gain    nearly 
£100,000  a  year  by  the  transaction.    We 
could  not  change  our  taxation  in  the  least 
without  affecting    Ireland's  quota.      So 
that    instead    of   the    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer     being    able    to   deal    with 
questions  as  to.  taxation  on  their  merits, 
and  as  to  their  immediate  effects  in  regard 
to  Great  Britain,  he  would  also  have  to 
take  into  account    the    question  how  it 
would  affect  Ireland's  contribution.  Then 
there  is  a  delegation  of  80  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  naturally  they  would  take  quite 
a  different  view.     Their  object  would  be 
to  insist  that  any  reduction  in  taxation 
should  be  made  on  the  Excise,  and  not 
upon    direct    taxation.       Our    interests 
would    be  to    make    the    reduction    on 
direct,  and  not   upon  indirect,   taxation. 
The   result   of    this    would    be  that  no 
doubt  the  delegation  from  Ireland  would 
be  instructed  to  vote  against  proposals 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  We 
should    then    be   under    this    continual 
pressure,  and  we  should  lose  control  over 
it.     I  would  consider,  in  the  third  place, 
the  effect  of  this  scheme  on  Irish  finance. 
It  would  be  wholly  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  whole 
system    will    be     periodically    changed 
in     accordance     with     British    finance. 
That  follows,  as  a  matter  of  course.  Take 
the   instance  that   I  have  already   sup- 
posed.    Take  the  abolition  of  the  Tea 
Duty.    What  would  t>e  the  effect  of  that  ? 
It  would  reduce  the  Revenue  of  Ireland  by 
£420,000.  Away  would  go  their  surplus  ? 
Consider  what  would  be  the  position  of 
the  Irish    Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer 
under  these  conditions.     I   will  suppose 
he   is   a   patriotic   statesman,   and  that, 
having  this  large  surplus,  he  determines 
he  would  not  fritter  it  away  in  the  pay* 
ment  of  Members  or  the  creation  of  fat 
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offices,  but  would  spend  it  for  the  real 
benefit  of  the  country,  in,  for   instance, 
establishing    a    great    scheme   of  main 
drainage  or  works  of  communication  to 
last  over  a   considerable  period,  and  he 
feels  he  can  do  it  without  imposing  fresh 
taxation    on    any     people    because   he 
has  a  surplus.     Then  comes  the  surplus 
to  the  British  Exchequer.     The  British 
Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer   reduces 
taxation,  and  by  so  doing  sweeps  away 
the    Irish   surplus  and  leaves  the  Irish 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  find  in 
the  best  way  he  can  from  the  only  taxes 
open  to  him — which  are  all  in  the  nature 
of  direct  taxation  on  property — the   sum 
he  wants  for  his  patriotic  undertakings. 
I  do  not  know  how  a  system  of  that  kind 
is  likely  to  work  ;  but  it  appears  to   me 
the  Irish  Exchequer  and  the  Irish   Go- 
vernment  will,    under    this   system,   be 
perpetually   waiting    upon    the    British 
Exchequer  and  the  British  Government, 
and    if    that,    by   any   alternative   plan, 
could  be  avoided  it  would  clearly  simplify 
the  relations  between  the   two  countries. 
Look  at  it  from   another  point  of  view. 
I  have  spoken  of  a  reduction  of  taxation, 
but  suppose  that  the  Imperial  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  to  levy  new  taxes 
on  account  of  increase   in  the  Imperial 
Expenditure  or  even  of  British  Expendi- 
ture.    As  I  have  already  pointed  out  if 
he  levies  this  taxation  by  way  of  Excise, 
Ireland^s  increase  of  Revenue  will  be  at 
the  rate  of  1-lOth,  if  by  Customs  one- 
eighth.     The  effect  of  the  action  of  the 
Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer   depends 
entirely  upon  which  tax  he   selects  for 
the  purpose.     Is  it  not  probable,  is  it  not 
certain,  is   it  not  necessary  under  these 
circumstances   that   the   Irish   Members 
will  have  a  good  deal  to  say  as  to  your 
British    finance  ?     Can  they  allow  their 
own  finance  to  be  disorganised  and  upset 
purely      at      the      will     and     for     the 
convenience   of   the   British    Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ?     What  would  happen 
would  be  this  :  It  would  be  almost  im- 
possible, in  my  opinion,  for  the  British 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer     so    to 
arrange   his    taxation    that    the    quota 
Drhich  he  received  from    Ireland  would 
be  exactly  the  same  as  the  quota  settled 
by  this  Bill.     Let  us  suppose  under  this 
3111  the  quota   Ireland    has    to    pay    is 
l-40th.       Then,     of      course,      Ireland 
■froald  contend  that  if  the  Imperial  Ex- 
penditure increased  and  she  had  to  pay 


more,  she  was  only  to  pay  l-40th 
of  that  Imperial  Expenditure.  That 
wovld  be  perfectly  fair  and  reasonable 
from  the  Irish  point  of  view.  But  how 
is  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  so  to 
arrange  his  increased  taxation  that  it 
shall  give  us  as  a  result  exactly 
l-40th  as  the  contribution  of  Ireland? 
If  he  takes  Excise  it  will  be  1-lOth. 
How  is  he  to  get  the  exact  quota,  seeing 
that  every  tax  would  give  a  different 
quota  ?  He  could  only  get  the  result 
desired  by  a  number  of  taxes  that  would 
have  to  be  worked  together  in  a  com- 
plicated method  that  I  think  even  the 
brains  of  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  unequal  to  tackle. 
I  sum  up  the  objections  which  I  take, 
and  which  I  cannot  help  thinking  the 
Government  themselves  will  share, 
because  they  cannot  be  ignorant  of  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  particular 
plan  which  they  have  proposed.  In  the 
first  place,  I  say  that  the  proportion 
under  this  scheme  is.  even  now  an  uncer- 
tain one,  and  that  it  will  constantly  vary 
with  the  fiuctuations  in  the  Irish 
Revenue,  with  fluctuations  in  the  Im- 
perial Expenditure,  and  with  every  change 
in  our  taxation.  In  the  second  place,  I 
say  it  will  destroy  the  full  liberty  of  the 
British  people  over  their  own  taxation. 
In  the  third  place,  it  will  take  away  all 
freedom  of  action  in  regard  to  finance 
from  the  Irish  Government  ;  and,  in  the 
fourth  place,  this  will  necessarily  lead  to 
constant  conflict  between  the  Govern- 
ments, and,  above  all,  between  the 
British  Government  and  the  Irish  delega- 
tion. I  say  these  objections  are  inde- 
pendent of  the  result  which  will  be 
>vorked  out  even  if  the  quota  which  was 
attained  by  this  method  were  satisfac- 
tory to  gentlemen  opposite,  and  were 
satisfactory  to  every  Representative  of 
Great  Britain.  Still,  these  objections 
which  I  put  first  would  remain  in  full 
force.  They  would  interfere  with  and 
be  fatal  to  harmony  between  the  two 
Governments ;  they  would  be  fatal  to  good 
financial  administration,  and  constantly 
liable  to  very  serious  fluctuations.  Now, 
Sir,  I  go  on  to  consider  three  important 
differences  between  the  present  scheme 
and  the  scheme  of  1886,  and  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  have  some  explanation  from 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
changes  which  they  have  made  in  their 
own  original  scheme.     In  the  firit  place. 
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I  refer  to  the  contribution  towards  the 
Constabulary.  I  am  not  speaking  now 
of  the  morality  of  that  contribution  or  its 
necessity,  but  of  its  amount.  In  the  Bill 
of  1886  the  proposal  was  that  the  Irish 
should  pay  towards  the  Constabulary  a 
fixed  sum  of  £1,000,000,  and  the  balance 
was  to  be  paid  by  this  country.  All  the 
savings  in  the  Constabulary,  as  it  was 
gradually  reduced,  went,  therefore,  to 
reduce  the  contribution  of  Great  Britain  ; 
and  it  was  not  until  the  contribution  of 
Great  Britain  had  been  entirely  wiped 
out  that  any  saving  accrued  to  the  Irish 
Exchequer  upon  this  head  of  the  Con- 
stabulary. Of  course,  that  was  a  much 
more  favourable  scheme  for  the  British 
Exchequer  than  the  present  plan,  which 
proposes  that  we  are  only  to  have  one- 
third  of  the  savings  ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  it  was,  even  according  to  the  view  of 
the  Government  and  their  statements  to 
the  House,  a  fairer  scheme,  because  what 
is  the  view  of  the  Government  ?  The 
view  of  the  Government  is  that  it  is 
necessary  to  start  this  Irish  Government 
with  a  surplus,  but  that  hereafter  they 
will  not  require  it ;  they  will  make  such 
savings  that  they  will  have  a  surplus  of 
their  own,  only  as  they  cannot  make 
their  savings  all  at  once  it  is  necessary 
to  begin  with  an  eleemosynary  grant. 
But  surely  if  that  is  the  case  this  grant 
ought  to  be  reduced  in  proportion  as  they 
make  savings.  It  is  fair  to  assume  that 
in  the  course  of  six  years,  at  any  rate,  if 
they  are  as  good  administrators  as  the 
Government  suppose  them  to  be,  they 
will  make  very  large  savings  indeed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  surplus 
we  have  created  for  them  might  just  as 
well  come  back  into  the  pockets  of  the 
British  taxpayers.  At  all  events,  my 
question  is,  why  did  you  think  it  right 
and  fair  in  1886  that  we  should  have  all 
the  savings  until  our  contribution  was 
wiped  out,  and  why  do  you  think  now 
we  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  only  one- 
third  ?  Now  I  come  to  a  most  important 
change.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I  suppose  hon. 
Members  think  it  is  an  impertinence 
to  criticise  the  finance  at  all.  I  was 
going  to  say  that,  although  hitherto  my 
comments  have  been  in  the  nature  of 
unfavourable  criticism,  I  am  able  to  give 
my  full  approval  to  the  change  which 
I  will  now  point  out.  Of  all  the  diffi- 
culties we  who  oppose  Home  Rule  have 
had,  I  should  say,  by  far  and  away  the 
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most  influential,  in  our  mind,  has  been 
the  fear  that  under  Home  Rule  our  Im- 
perial strength  would  be  weakened.    We 
thought  it  would  be  weakened  in  many 
ways  ;  amongst  others,  by  the  fact  that 
we   should    no  longer  have   full  control 
over  the  resources   of  Ireland.      In  the 
event  of  a  great  war  coming  upon  us  wo 
should  not  be  able  to  draw  upon  Ireland 
for  her  fair  share  of  contribution,  and  it 
will    be    remembered    that  I  put  some 
questions  on  this  point  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  previous  discussions,  and  that 
he  expressed  Idmself  as  fully  aware  of 
the  issue.     In  the  Bill  of  1886  the  case 
of  a    new  war  in   which  we  might  be 
engaged   was    most   insufficiently    dealt 
with.       We    were   dependent  upon    the 
charity  of  the  Irish  Legislature.      The 
Irish    Legislature  was   given    power    to 
make  a  grant  if  they  pleased.     Wliat  the 
amount  of  the  grant  was  to  be,  or  whe- 
ther there  was  to  be  any  grant  at   all, 
was  dependent  absolutely  upon  the  Irish 
Legislature.     Under  these  circumstances, 
I  confess,  I  thought  our  chance  of  getting 
anything  was  extremely  little.      In  the 
new  proposals  of    February,    1893,    we 
were  given  control  over  the  Excise  and 
Customs  ;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
posed, in  a  way  I  thought  unsatisfactory 
and  inadequate,  to  give  us  some  control 
also  over  the  Income  Tax,  and  in  that 
way  we  were  to  levy  contributions  upon 
Ireland  for  her  share  of  Imperial  Expen- 
diture  in    the  case  of  a  war.     But   no 
reference  was  made,  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
in  any  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
the    quota   which    Ireland  had    to   pay 
under  these  circumstances.     But  now,  in 
the  present  Bill,  that  has  all  been  changed, 
and  very  much  for  the  better.     In  the 
present    Bill    the   Government    suggest 
that  any  tax  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment makes  specially  towards  exceptional 
military  expenditure,  or  the  cost  of  a  war, 
shall  be  levied  in  Ireland,  and  the  whole 
of  it  shall  come  back    to  this  country. 
The    proportion  which  Ireland  pays  at 
the    present    time  towards  the   general 
Revenue     of     tlie     country    is     l-12th 
But  as   we    give  her  by  far  the  larger 
part  of  that  back  for  her  local  expend!* 
ture,  her  real  contribution   to    Imperial 
Expenditure  is   only  l-26th  or    l-26th. 
As,    however,  in   the  case  of   war,  we 
shall     give      her     nothing     back,     the 
proportion   we   shall  receive  in  case   of 
war  is  the  proportion  we  shall  receive 
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want  the  Committee  to  agree  with  me 
that  the  cost  is  the  fairest  test,  still,  con- 
sidering the  didicultiea  in  the  way  and 
considering  the  nhsoliite  inability  of  Ire- 
land to  pay  upon  tbot  BBSumption,  I 
agree  that  if  there  is  to  be  Homo  Rule 
wc  must  be  liberal  to  Ireland  ;  and  we 
must,  therefore,  deal  with  Ireland  on 
some  other  principle — on  the  alternative 
principle  of  ability  to  pay.  Under  this 
principle  of  ability  to  pay,  on  what  ought 
Ireland  to  pay  ?  What  is  the  test  of  the 
capacity  of  a  country  ?  Surely  it  is  its 
realised  wealth.  What  is  the  best 
test  of  realised  wealth  ?  My  right 
lion.  Friend  has  said  that  it  ia  pro- 
perty assessable  to  the  Death  Duties. 
That,  however,  does  not  mean  really  the 
amount  of  the  Death  Duties,  becaufe 
property  in  Ireland  largely  consists  of 
real  property,  and  realty  pays  less  thau 
personalty,  and  the  product  is  less  in 
Ireland  in  proportion  than  in  England. 
The  test  proposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself  was  the  property  apsesa- 
able  to  the  Death  Duties,  and  in  188  3  it 
was  l-I4tb.  That  illustrates  what  I 
have  said  about  the  error  of  taking  a 
single  year  for  calculation.  If  my  right 
lion.  Friend  had  based  bis  whole  scheme 
on  the  Death  Duties  as  they  stood  in 
1886  he  would,  undoubtedly,  have  made 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  much  too  high, 
because  the  average  of  the  last  three 
years  shows  that  the  proportion  has 
fallen  off,  ami  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  figure  is  l-18th.  I  lake  that, 
then,  as  n  test  of  the  wealth  oF  Ireland,  and 
I  say  that  she  ought  lo  pay  in  proportion 
to  her  wealth — ibat  she  ought,  therefore, 
to  pay  l-]8tb.  Now,  the  net  Imperial 
Expenditure  is  £60,500,000,  and  l-18th 
of  that  would  bo  £3,350,000.  The 
actual  contribution  which  we  arc  to  get 
under  this  scheme  is  £1,560,000,  or 
about  £1,800,000  less  than  Ireland  ought 
pay.  Therefore,  according  to  my 
amiuation,  Ireland  under  this  scheme 
II  pay  in  round  numbers  £560,000  less 
than  she  does  now,  and  £1,800,000  less 
than  she  ought  to  pay  according  lo  her 
taxable  capacity  as  measured  by  the 
Death  Duties.  This  is  the  price  which 
the  British  taxpayer  is  asked  to  pay  for 
making  lion.  Members  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  opposite  omnipotent  in  Ireland, 
and  for  giving  them  a  controlling  voice 
In  British  legislation.  This  fact  was  not 
Inced    before    the    electors   at  the   last 
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EeturDB.  Here  are  two,  Nos. 
234  and  237,  presented  on  the  same 
day  moved  for  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  ;  and 
I  defy  anyone,  without  more  knowledge 
than  an  outsider  can  possess,  to  make  one 
agree  with  the  other.  Here  is  a  curious 
fact.  In  one  of  them  the  cost  of  collec- 
tion is,  as  it  ought  to  be,  deducted  from 
the  Revenue  before  it  is  counted.  In  the 
other  it  is  added  to  the  Imperial  Expendi- 
ture. What  is  the  reason  for  this  differ- 
ence in  two  Papers  both  presented  on  the 
same  day,  and  on  which  the  Government 
found  their  scheme  ?  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  whoever  made  up  the  first 
of  these  Papers — the  one  in  which  the 
contribution  is  properly  charged — did  not 
think  of  the  effect  which  that  would  have 
on  the  argument  of  the  Government,  or 
on  the  desire  of  the  Government,  to 
exclude  it  from  their  calculations.  Here 
is  another  discrepancy.  The  total  amount 
of  the  Imperial  Expenditure  in  one  of 
these  Returns  is  given  as  £62,900,000, 
with  the  cost  of  collection.  In  the  other 
Return  it  is  given  as  something  over 
£60,000,000— that  is,  without  the  cost  of 
collection.  Adding  the  cost  of  collection 
to  it  the  result  is  this  :  that  the  gross 
Imperial  Expenditure  in  one  of  these 
Returns  comes  out  at  £63,100,000  odd, 
and  in  the  other  at  £62,900,000,  and  there 
is  an  error  or  discrcpaHcy  of  £200,000  in 
these  two  Papers  presented  only  the 
other  day  by  the  Government.  So  much 
as  to  the  efl'ect  on  the  principle  taken  by 
the  Government.  Assuming  their  own 
principle,  I  have  eudeavoure<l  to  show 
that  they  do  not  get  the  result  which 
they  ought  to  get  by  this  plan.  I  deny 
altogether  that  their  principle  will  hold 
water,audhereIexpccthon.Membersfrom 
Ireland  will  agree  with  me.  They  surely 
are  not  prepared  to  accept  the  past  con- 
tribution as  the  basis  for  the  future  con- 
tribution. As  I  understand  their  conten- 
tion as  shown  by  their  own  papers  and 
speeches,  it  is  that  Ireland  is  paying  a 
great  deal  too  much  now.  Our  contention 
is  that  phe  is  paying  a  great  deal  too  little  ; 
but,  whichever  contention  is  right,  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  anyone  who  makes 
either  of  these  contentions  cannot  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Government  that  what  has  happened  in 
the  past  is  to  govern  us  in  the  future. 
Our   contention    in    regard  to  the  Irish 
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contribution  is  that  while  they  have  paid, 
if  you  like,  more  than  their  share  in  the 
shape  of  the  gross  Revenue,  the 
returns  which  have  been  made  to  them 
have  been  so  large  and  so  much 
greater  in  proportion  than  the  returns 
made  to  England  and  Scotland,  that  their 
net  contribution  to  the  common  Imperial 
Expenditure  is  much  less  than  their  fair 
proportion.  We  say  that  while  that  is 
perfectly  defensible  so  long  as  this  is  a 
United  Kingdom,  it  is  not  defensible  at 
all  in  the  event  of  a  separate  arrangement 
being  made  by  which  each  Kingdom  is 
to  look  after  itself.  I  think  I  can  show 
it  fairly  by  taking  this  extreme  supposi- 
tion. Suppose,  owing  to  famine  in  Ire- 
land, or  owing  to  a  desire  to  carry 
through  rapidly  some  great  system  of 
public  improvement.  Great  Britain 
made  to  Ireland  a  contribution  which 
was  equal  to  the  whole  of  its  Revenue, 
is  there  anybody  who  will  say  that 
because  that  was  done  this  year,  next 
year  we  should  base  our  Irish  finance 
upon  the  principle  that  Ireland  being  a 
separate  country  was  not  to  contribute  a 
single  farthing  to  our  common  defence  ? 
Take  an  extreme  supposition  like  that, 
or  the  supposition  that  Ireland  is  either 
now  contributing  too  much  or  too  little, 
in  none  of  these  cases  is  it  fair  or  right 
that  past  contributions  and  arrangements 
— which  however  reasonable  and  right 
as  long  as  the  countries  were  closely 
united — should  continue  after  separation 
takes  place  ?  Therefore,  I  say,  the 
principle  to  which  I  believe  we  shall  all 
agree  is  the  principle  that  Ireland  should 
pay  what  is  fair  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, without  reference  to  what 
she  has  paid.  I  would  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  as  to  what  I  think  ought  to 
be  the  theory  of  a  fair  contribution.  I 
fancy  it  will  be  found,  when  you  come  to 
look  into  it,  that  there  are  only  two 
theories  which  are  really  practical  alter- 
natives. You  must  choose  either  the  one 
or  the  other.  The  one  is  that  a  receiving 
country — that  is,  a  country  which  receives 
the  benefit — should  pay  for  the  cost  of 
what  it  receives — should  pay  according 
to  the  cost.  The  other  is  that  it  should 
pay  according  to  its  taxable  capacity  or 
ability  to  pay.  There  are  only,  in  my 
opinion,  these  two  principles  that  can 
reasonably  be  adopted,  and  I  must  saj 
for  myself  that  the  principle  of  cost  in 
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theory  is  the  fairest  principle,  and  I  treat 
that  in  this  waj.    Suppose  you  are  deal- 
ing not  with  Ireland,  but  with  a  separate 
country.      Suppose  one   of   the  smaller 
countries  came   and   said — "  We   should 
like  to  join  a  defensive  Union,  and  we 
will  contract  with  you  to  undertake  our 
military    and    naval    defence."       What 
should  we  do  when  we  came  to  consider 
the  price  ?  Surely  we  should  look  at  the 
cost  to  ourselves.     We  might,  perhaps, 
look  at  what  would  be  the  cost  to  the 
country  making  the  application,  and  that 
would  probably  be  naore  than  the  cost  to 
us.    But,  at  any  rate,  the  lowest  sum  we 
should  take  for  conferring  that  benefit  on 
a  separate  country  would  be  the  actual 
amount  of  cost  out  of  pocket,  in  addition 
to  our  taxation,  which    this   additional 
obligation   imposed.     I  confess  I  cannot 
see    hut     that     that     would     also     be 
fair    in    the    case    of    Ireland,    and    I 
think  it  would  be  extremely  difficult — 
and  this  is,  perhaps,  a  fatal  objection — to 
make  up  the  cost.     Although  it  was  sub- 
ject to  no  end  of  consideration,   it   might 
be  impossible  to  say  really  what  the  ad- 
ditional cost  of  the  defence  of  Ireland,  as 
compared    with    the    defence  of   Great 
Britain,  would  be.    Still  we  may  say  that 
any  calculation  based  upon  that  principle 
would    give    a    quota  not   slightly   but 
enormously  greater  than  anything  we  are 
Vikoiy  to  ask  Ireland   to   pay.     I  would 
give  one  fact  which  I   think   will  show 
why  I  suggest  that  result.     At   the  pre- 
sent   moment  the  cost  per  head  to  the 
United  Kingdom  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
taking     these     two    Services    alone,  is 
ITs.    6d.     Applying    that    test    to  the 
population  of  Ireland,  the  cost  to  Ireland, 
if  she  were  a   separate  country  and  had 
her  own   Army  and  Navy  in  the  same 
proportions,  would  be  £4,000,000 sterling. 
That   is   to   say,   if  she  were  a  separate 
country  and  thought  it  necessary  to  have, 
as    I    suppose  she  would  wish,  a  Fleet 
and  an  Army  of  her  own,  it   would   cost 
her  twice  as  much  as  the   total  contribu- 
tion    which    the    Government  are   now 
asking  from  her  for  these  two  Services. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  want  to  press  that  too 
far.      I  said  when  I  commenced  I  did  not 
rely  upon  it.     It  is  a  suggestion  which 
goes  to  indicate  that  the  calculation  made 
on  the  cost  of^these  Services  would  give 
a  tniich  larger  result  than  any  calculation 
made  upon  a  basis  of  taxable  capacity. 
But  for  my  own  part,  although  I  say  I 


want   the  Committee  to  agree  with  me 
that  the  cost  is  the  fairest  test,  still,  con- 
sidering  the   difficulties   in  the  way  and 
considering  the  absolute  inability  of  Ire- 
land to  pay  upon    that   assumption,     I 
agree  that  if  there  is  to  be  Home  Rule 
we  must  be  liberal  to  Ireland  ;  and  we 
must,     therefore,    deal   with  Ireland  on 
some  other  principle — on  the  alternative 
principle  of  ability  to  pay.     Under  this 
principle  of  ability  to  pay,  on  what  ought 
Ireland  to  pay  ?     What  is  the  test  of  the 
capacity  of  a  country  ?     Surely  it  is  its 
realised    wealth.       What    is    the     best 
test    of   realised    wealth  ?       My    right 
hon.  Friend    has    said    that   it   is    pro- 
perty   assessable    to    the  Death  Duties. 
That,  however,  does  not  mean  really  the 
amount   of    the    Death  Duties,  because 
property  in  Ireland  largely  consists  of 
real  property,  and  realty  pays   less  than 
personalty,    and  the  product  is  less   in 
Ireland  in   proportion  than  in  England. 
The    test    proposed    by  my  right   hon. 
Friend  himself  was  the  property  assess- 
able to  the  Death  Duties,  and  in  188  3  it 
was    1-1 4th.      That    illustrates    what  I 
have    said  about  the    error  of  taking  a 
single  year  for  calculation.     If  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  based  his  whole  scheme 
on  the  Death    Duties  as  they  stood    in 
1886  he  would,  undoubtedly,  have  made 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  much  too  high, 
because    the    average  of  the  la^t  three 
years    shows    that    the    proportion  has 
fallen  off,  and  that  at  the  present  moment 
the    figure    is     l-18th.       I    take    that, 
then,  as  a  test  of  the  wealth  of  Ireland,  and 
I  say  that  she  ought  to  pay  in  proportion 
to  her  wealth — that  she  ought,  therefore, 
to  pay  l-18th.     Now,  the  net  Imperial 
Expenditure  is  £60,500,000,  and   l-18th 
of    that    would    be    £3,350,000.      The 
actual  contribution  which  we  are  to  get 
under    this    scheme    is    £1,560,000,    or 
about  £1,800,000  loss  than  Ireland  ought 
to   pay.     Therefore,    according    to    my 
examination,  Ireland  under  this  scheme 
will  pay  in  round  numbers  £550,000  less 
than  she  does  now,  and  £1,800,000  less 
than  she  ought  to  pay  according  to  her 
taxable   capacity   as    measured    by    the 
Death  Duties.     This  is  the  price  which 
the  British  taxpayer  is  asked  to  pay  for 
making  hon.  Members  of  the  Nationalist 
Party   opposite    omnipotent   in   Ireland, 
and  for  giving  them  a  controlling  voice 
in  British  lec:islation.     This  fact  was  not 
placed   before   the    electors   at  the   last 
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Election  ;  it  was  not  known  ;  it  was  not 
even  suspected.     None  of  us  alluded  to  it, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  in  the  absence 
of  the  figures  it   was  impossible   to  do 
80.     I  do    not    believe    that    any    hon. 
Member  told  his  constituents  that  when 
he  was  goiug  to  vote  for  Home  Rule  he 
was  also  goiug  to  vote  to  make  them  pay 
for  it.     The  impression  in  the  country  was 
that  by  granting  Home  Rule  we  should 
get  rid  of  Irish  affairs  in  Parliament ;  but 
certainly   there   was   no    idea   that   the 
British  taxpayer  would  be  burdened  with 
continual  payment  iu  order  that  Irishmen 
might  manage  their  own  business.    Great 
as  was  the  hostility  of  the  electorate  of 
Great  Britain   to   this  scheme  when   it 
was   proposed   last   year,   that   hostility 
became  much  more  intense  when  it  was 
known   on  what   principles  the  scheme 
was  to  be  carried  out.     We  were  then 
told  that  it  is  only  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment ;  that  it  is  to  last  only  six  years, 
and  that  then,  in  the  light  of  our  expe- 
rience, the  whole  matter  can  be  revised. 
That  will  not  bring  much  consolation  to 
the  British  taxpayer,  unless  he  can  see 
that  better  terms  might  be  made  at  the 
end  of  the  six  years.     I  believe  the  result 
will   be  exactly  the  reverse.     I  observe 
that  7'Ae  Daily  Chronicle^  which  is  one 
of  the  organs  of   the   Government,   bas 
described  the  Bill  as  the  *'*'  first  bite  at 
Home  Rule."     That  is  a  pretty  prospect 
for   those   hon.   Members  who  were  in- 
genuous and  credulous  enough  to  believe 
the  assurances  which  were  given  them 
that  this  Bill   was  going  to  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question.     Why, 
Sir,  everything  is  left  unsettled.      The 
judiciary,    the     police,    the     land,    the 
question   of  the   retention  of   the  Irish 
Members,   and   now   the  whole   scheme 
of  finance — all    these   matters,   each   of 
which  we  know  the  Government  must 
face,  have  been  evaded  and   postponed, 
and  are  dealt  with  only  in  regard  to  a 
transitional  period.      What  will   be  the 
result   of  this   on   Irish   finance  ?      We 
know  that  the   Irish   Members   do   not 
accept  the  scheme  of  the  Government. 
Further,  I  say  that  their  duty  will  be 
to     use     that    interval     in     the     effort 
to      secure      better    terms.       By     this 
proposal    of    a    transitional    period    all 
motive  for  economy  on  the  part  of  h  e 
Irish    Legislature     will    be    prevented, 
because,  if  practised,  it  may  only  lead  to 
England  making  a  demand  for  a  larger 
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contribution,  and  the  object  of  the  Irish 
Parliament   will   be   to   show    that   the 
country  is  so  poor  that  it  cannot  pay  the 
amount  we  shall  be  extracting  from  it. 
In  the  meantime,  all  the  efforts  of  the 
Irish  Members,  all  their  known  tactics, 
will  be  employed  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Government  and  to  make  themselves  as 
disagreeable  as  they  can,  and  we  know 
to  what  infinite  possibilities  that  points. 
We   know   some    British    Governments 
which    are    very     amenable    to      Irish 
pressiu'e.  The  only  person  whose  interests 
are  ignored  in  this  business  is  the  British 
taxpayer.     We  have  had  three  plans  put 
forward     by     the      Government     in     a 
descending  scale  of  badness,  and  the  last 
is  the  worst  of  all — the  most  intolerable 
to  the  British  taxpayer.     What  the  Irish 
think    of   it  we   all   know.      What  the 
British  people  think  of  it  we  shall  know 
at  the  next  Election.    As  an  Englishman, 
I  protest  against  this  proposal  to  impose 
a  new  burden  upon  the  British  taxpayer 
in  order  to  create  a  hostile  Parliament  in 
Ireland  and  to  keep  it  running  afterwards 
at  our  expense. 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT    BOARD    (Mr.    H. 
H.  Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
right     hon.     Gentleman     argues      this 
question  —  he  has    done  so  throughout 
the  greater  portion  of  his  speech — as  if 
there  were  no  existing  financial  relations 
between  this  country  and  Ireland,  as  if 
Ireland    had    not     contributed     to    our 
Revenue  nor  shared  in  our  Expenditure, 
and  as  if  the  Irish  Members  take  no  part 
iu  the  deliberations  of  this  House  when 
taxation  is  imposed  or  when  expenditure 
is  increased  or  diminished.     In  short,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argues  the  matter 
as  if  we  were  setting  up  an  entirely  new 
system  of  Government.   As  parallel  cases 
he  refers  to  Greece,  to  the  Transvaal, 
and  to  the  United  States.     But  there  is 
no  analogy  between  either  of  those  cases 
and  that  of  Ireland.     The  Transvaal  is 
an  independent  Power  and  has  ceased  to 
form  part  of  the  Empire  ;    the    United 
States  have  abo  ceased  to  be  a  part  of  the 
Empire,  and  Greece  is  an  independent 
nation,  set   up   as   such    by    the  Great 
Powers.     But  here  we  are  dealing  with 
a  state  of  things  that  to  a  large  extent 
will  continue.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is    very  liberal  in   his   imputation 
of      motives      to       the       Government. 
He  has  charged  us  with  all   sorts  of 
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trickery,  and  also  with  what  is  a  very 
grave   offence — namely,  dodging  Finan- 
cial   Returns    for   presentation    to    the 
Hoase ;  but  if  he  wishes  to  know  what 
the  principle  of  the  scheme  is  I  will  tell 
him.     It   is  the  same  principle  as  that 
laid  down   in   the   scheme  of  1886,  and 
as   that   laid  down  in  February,    1893 ; 
but  the  Government  contention  is  that 
by  the  present  scheme  the   principle  is 
better  carried  out  than   it   was   before. 
The  object   is   to   bring,   as   nearly    as 
possible,   Ireland's    normal   contribution 
under  the  new  system  of  a  Home  Rule 
Government  to  the  amount  which  she  at 
present  pays.     The   first   question   is — 
what  does  Ireland   pay  at   present,  and 
what  does  Ireland  cost  at  present  ?     The 
difference  between  those  two  sums  is  the 
contribution   which   Ireland   at    present 
makes  to  Imperial  Expenditure.  No  doubt 
calculations   based   upon  the  figures    of 
one  year  are  likely  to  be  misleading  ;  but 
the  figures  of  1892-3,  upon  which  the 
figures  are  worked  out,  was  a  normal  year, 
and  there  has  been  no  excessive  outlay 
on  the  one  side,  nor  any  fluctuations  of 
the  Revenue  on  the  other.     The  figures 
work     out,    however,    with    marvellous 
accuracy,   whatever  test  is  applied.     I 
will   take   the   last   four   years,   ending 
March,    1890;    March,   1891;    March, 
1892  ;  and  March,  1893— and   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    will,  no    doubt,  admit 
this   to  be   a  fair    average.     The   gross 
income    in    round    numbers    paid     into 
the    Imperial   Exchequer   in    1890   was 
£94,500,000;     in    1891    a    little    over 
£96,250,000;       in       1892      practically 
£99,000,000  ;  and  in  1893  £97,250,000. 
The  contribution  of  Ireland  in  regard  to 
the  first  two  years  has  been  subjected  to 
the  criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
on  account  of  errors  made  in  the  Excise 
Returns  ;  but  those  errors  have  been  dis- 
covered and  set  right.     The  figures  for 
1891  and    1892   are  correct,  and  there 
IS    a   system   proposed   in   this   Bill   by 
which  the  figures  for^  the  future  may  be 
ascertained  with  accuracy. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (Sf.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  asked  whether  the  right 
hoo.    Gentleman    put   the   error  which 
hsyd     been    discovered    at    £300,000  or 
£Z&OfiQ0  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  For  1889-90 
and    1^9C-1   I    put    it    at    the    larger 
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figure  ;    but  that  is  really  immaterial  in 
a  question  of  this  kind.     As  to  1892-3  we 
have  the  actual  figures.     The  contribu- 
tion     of      Ireland      to     the     Imperial 
Revenue  in  1890  was  in  round    figures 
£7,500,000 ;  in  1891  it  was  £7,300,000; 
in  1892  £7,800,000  ;  in  1 893  £7,600,000. 
The    percentage    of     these      payments 
to  the  Imperial  Revenue    in    1890  was 
8-03  ;  in  1891  it  was  7*99,  or  you  may 
say  8  ;  in  1892  it  was  7*90  ;  in  1893  it  was 
7*85.     Therefore  Ireland  is  contributing 
at  the  present  time  1-1 2th  of  the  whole 
Revenue.  That  is,  I  think,  a  sound  and  safe 
figure  on  which  we  may  proceed  to  work. 
But  there  is  another  test.  The  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
knows  that  there  is  a  Return  associated 
with   my   name   which   shows   the    net 
Revenue  after  all  deductions  have  been 
made    on    both    sides    of  the  account. 
Treating  the  Imperial  Revenue  and  the 
Irish  contribution  on  that  basis,  the  per- 
centage paid   by  Ireland   was   8*32  last 
year,  and   this   year   it   is   8*31.     That 
is    a    confirmation     of     what    I    have 
stated,  and  we  may   safely  regard    the 
contribution   of  Ireland   as   within  that 
figure.       The    present     Tax     Revenue 
of    Ireland    is    £6,936,000,    or,     prac- 
tically,   £7,000,000,   and    the    cost    of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  last  year,  in- 
cluding  the  deficit  on  the  Post   Office 
account,  was  £4,634,000.       That  leaves 
the    present    contribution,   exclusive   of 
tbe  cost  of  collectiou,  at,  say,  £2,302,000^ 
which  covers   tbe   contiibution    to    the 
Army  and  Navy,  and  the  various  items 
mentioned   by   my   right     hon.   Friend* 
My  right   hon.   Friend  seems  to   think 
Ireland  should  pay  more.       It  would  be 
a  very  strong  demand  for  this  country — 
a    wealthy  country — to    make   upon   a 
poor  country  that   it  should   be   called 
upon  to  pay  more  than  it  pays  at  present. 
Its  contribution  at  present  is,  as  I  have 
said,  in  round  numbers,  £2,300,000 

Mr.  goschen  :  Is  Ireland  to  have 
the  cost  of  collection  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  exclude  the 
cost  of  collection.  We  include  the  cost 
of  collection  in  the  gross  Imperial 
charge,  to  which  Ireland  contributes, 
We  credit  Ireland  with  one-third  of  her 
Revenue,  that  is  to  say,  with  one-third 
of  her  Customs,  one-third  of  her  Excise, 
one-third  of  her   Stamps,  one-third  of 

N 


235 


Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


236 


her  Income  Tax,  Crown  Lands,  and  Mis-  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  it  would  be  un- 
cellaueous  Receipts.  These  sums  give  a  ,  fair  to  charge  Ireland  with  the  whole  of 
total  of  £4,660,000.  This  leaves  the  the  £235,000.  The  amounts  payable  to  the 
contribution  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  .  Imperial  Exchequer  are  one-third  of  Ire- 
at  £2,262,000,  to  which  should  be  added  land's  Tax  Revenue — namely,  £2,240,000, 
a  very  small  amount  of  taxation  collected  i  and  the  amount  of  Customs  and  Excise 
in  Great  Britain,  which  is  really  collected  ^  Duties  which  represents  duties  collected 
on  transactions  of  persons  living  in  Ire-  in  Ireland  on  articles  consumed  in  Great 
land — partly  Income  Tax  and  partly  •  Britain  afier  allowing  for  duties  collected 
Stamps.  Thatamouut  the  Inland  Revenue  in  Great  Britain  on  articles  consumed  in 
puts  at  £14,000.  This  makes  the  total  '  Ireland.  This  sum  is  £1,793,000,  so 
contribution  in  respect  of  Imperial  charge  .  that  after  deducting  these  two  items  from 
£2,276,000,  as  against  the  present  con-  the  total  Revenue  collected  in  Ireland 
tribution  of  £2,302,000.  The  dilFerence  ,  the  balance,  which  represents  the  amount 
is,  in  fact,  only  somewhere  about  ,  payable  to  the  Irish  Exchequer,  is 
£25,000.  I  challenge  my  right  hon.  £4,479,000,  and  the  proportionate  cost  of 
Friend  to  dispute  that.  collecting  this  sum  is  £120,000. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  do  dis-  '      Mr,  GOSCHEN  :  Ireland  is  paid  for 
pute  it.  .  Its  share  of  the  contribution  as  England 

Mk.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  ask  him  to  !  """^  ^•^*'*'"^  *''^  P*'"*  *"'•  '^^''  «^*'-«- 
dispute   it  in  figures,  and   not  by   con-  ;      Mr.  H,  H,  FOWLER :   Which  way 
tradiction.  |  would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  it  ? 

nir^    T   nvs  K  Tif  TJi?DT  A  Tv^     T\  ^  ««i    '  ^^  ^^®  £2,616,000  as  the  whole  charge 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  cal-  ,  ^^^    «^ii^*:'       lu^        *•        r>  • 

,  ^.      .    .  I  ^  V       u  ^  I  tor    collecting    the    entire    Revenue    m 

culation  is  incomplete.       lou  have  not    KncrUnd.  si^^tUn.!   o„.i  T.oio,,^  ««^  ♦k.., 

said  a  word  about  the  Constabularv. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  taking 


the  Constabulary  at  its  fall  charge  of 
£1,500,000.  I  will  deal  with  the  grant  in 
respect  of  the  Constabulary  subsequently, 
and  repeat  that  the  difference  between 
the  present  system  and  the  new  system 
is  not  more  than  £25,000.  I  believe 
that  to  be  absolutely  undeniable.  What 
proporlion  does  that  bear  to  our  Imperial 
Expenditure  ?  The  cost  of  the  collec- 
tion is  an  Imperial  cost,  for  we  retain  the 
whole  collection  in  our  own  hands. 
Excise,  Customs,  Stamps,  and  Income  Tax 
will  be  collected  as  they  are  now. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  Will 
officers  be  appointed  ? 

Mr.  II.  H.  FOWLER  :  Certainly. 

Mn.  JACKSON :  In  case  of  vacancies  ? 

Mr.  II.  H.  FOWLER :  There  will  be 
no  change  whatever.  During  six  years 
there  is  no  change  whatever.  The  Irish 
Revenue  remains  part  of  the  Imperial 
Revenue,  Ireland  receiving  two-thirds 
of  what  she  raises  and  the  Imperial 
Government  one-third.  We  collect 
a  total  Revenue  in  Ireland  of  £8,512,000. 
The  Treasury  calculate  the  cost  of  this 
collection  to  be  £235,000,  but  as  nearly 
one-half  of  this  Revenue  is  payable  to 
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England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  then 
add  that  to  the  Imperial  Expenditiire  to 
which  Ireland  is  to  pay  its  share.  That 
is  what  we  have  done.  Instead  of  taking 
the  Imperial  Expenditure  at  a  little  over 
£60,000,000  we  take  it  at  £63,000,000, 
adding  the  cost  of  collecting  the  Revenne 
— and  we  think  Ireland  should  pay  its 
full  share  of  that.  The  contribution  of 
£2,276,000  from  Ireland  to  the  Imperial 
charges,  which  amount  to  £63,000,000 — 
which  is  including  the  cost  of  collection 
— would  represent  a  proportion  of  3'62 
per  cent,  or  between  l-27th  and  l-28tb, 
a  result  which  is  a  result  that  hardly 
differs  from  the  estimate  my  right  hon. 
Friend  gave  in  1886,  when  he  mentioned 
not  l-25th  but  l-26th.  That  is  the 
view  the  Government  take — that  the 
difference  under  the  new  system  will  not 
l>e  more  than  £25,000  less  than  it  was 
under  the  old  system;  and  the  contri- 
bution under  the  new  system  would  be, 
as  I  have  said,  between  l-27th  and 
l-28th  of  the  Imperial  charge. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  How  is  the  £1,250,000 
of  Imperial  receipts  dealt  with — is  it 
divided  proportionately  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  We  take 
the  Imperial  charges  at  £64,114,000; 
and  then  we  deduct  the  receipts  esti- 
mated   to    be    contributed    to    Imperial 
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eouroes,  such  as  the  profit  ou  the 
Mint,  receipts  from  the  Suez  Caual 
shares,  amounting  to  £  1 ,2 1 6,000 — Ireland 
is  entitled  to  her  share  of  that — 
we  think  it  better  to  make  that  gross 
deduction  on  the  one  hand  and  gross  addi- 
tion on  the  other  in  order  to  arrive  at  the 
truelmperial  charge,which  is  £63,000,000, 
and  under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  Ireland 
will  contribute  £2,276,000,  or  l-28th. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  What  I 
would  suggest  would  be  that  Ireland's 
share  of  the  £1,250,000,  which  is  £48,000, 
should  be  added  to  the  contribution, 
which  would  be,  therefore,  over 
£2,300,000. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  When  the 
proper  times  comes  my  lion.  Friend  will 
be  able  to  put  the  Irish  case  in  the  way 
he  thinks  best  for  Ireland.  At  present, 
I  am  putting  the  case  of  the  British  tax- 
payer. I  am  showing  that  he,  at  all 
events,  is  not  going  to  be  any  worse  off. 
Coming  to  the  contribution  to  the  police, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  says  we  are  going 
to  give  to  the  Irish  Government  for  the 
police  £480,000,  and  that  that  reduces 
the  Irish  contributioa.  Well,  Sir,  the 
Irish  contribution  has  been  reduced  again 
and  again  by  grants  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  St.  George's  was  rather  critical  upon 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  because 
he  took  the  Imperial  contribution  from 
Ireland  in  1892  as  £1,833,000—1892 
being  the  year  in  which  there  were  large 
contributions  to  light  railways  and  other 
purposes.  I  admit  at  once  this  is  a 
distinct  bonus  by  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment to  the  Irish  Government,  and  it  is 
to  be  justified  as  such  on  grounds  of 
policy  and  on  grounds  of  finance.  In 
the  first  place,  you  are  going  to  retain  in 
your  own  hands  the  Constabulary.  The 
Constabulary,  we  venture  to  think, 
is  an  unnecessarily  expensive  Force. 
It  is  a  Force  on  account  of  which 
Ireland  has  to  pay  a  far  heavier 
charge  for  the  maintenance  of  the  peace 
than  England  and  Scotland  ever  have 
had  to  pay,  and  we  think  Ireland  has  an 
equitable  claim  in  this  matter.  Then  it 
is  a  diminishing  charge.  At  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Debates  this  charge  was 
regarded  as  a  permanent  gift  of  so  many 
thoosaods  a  year — and  I  am  not  sure  that 
ic  was  not  capitalised  at  so  many  years' 


purchase.  So  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  deals 
with  this  as  a  permanent  reduction  of 
the  Irish  contribution.  The  right  hon. 
Member  argues  his  figures  on  that  basis. 
Have  we  made  no  contributions  to  Ire- 
land in  times  past  ?  Have  we  made  no 
deductions  in  respect,  say,  of  Irish  loans  ? 
When  we  come  to  deal  with  subsequent 
sections,  it  will  be  found  that  provision 
is  made  for  dealing  with  loans  which 
have  been  made  to  Ireland  ;  but  in  one  of 
the  Papers  presented  to  Parliament  in  the 
time  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
it  appears  that  the  amount  which  has 
been  remitted  to  Ireland  out  of  public 
funds  has  been  £10,000,000.  I  have 
never  found  fault  with  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  ;  on  the  contrary,  it 
was  one  in  which  I  cordially  concurred, 
the  using  of  Imperial  resources  for  the 
purpose  of  benefiting  Irish  trade  and  pro- 
moting Irish  industries.  There  is  a  debt 
of  obligation  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  so  far  as  finance  is  concerned  ; 
therefore  we  have  in  times  past  made 
large  contributions  to  Ireland  for  certain 
purposes.  We  are  now  going  to  make  a 
contribution  to  Ireland,  and  the  only  sin 
in  that  respect  that  I  can  detect  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  is  this — 
that  by  means  of  this  contribution  for 
Irish  Constabulary  we  shall  be  giving 
Ireland  a  surplus — and  that  he  regards 
as  an  unspeakable  offence  in  British 
finance.  Well,  let  us  deal  with  this  as 
practical  men.  How  are  you  going  to 
establish  the  Irish  Government  without 
a  surplus  .'*  Will  they  have  no  claims  in 
the  future  ?  Have  they  no  duties  to 
discharge  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  Imperial  Expenditure  was  likely  to 
increase.  I  think  that  probable,  but  Irish 
Expenditure  will  increase  also. 

An   hon.  Member  :  A   "  plethora  of 
money  "  I 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  That  is  a 
stale  quotation,  and  the  sense  in  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  used  those  words 
has  no  bearing  upon  this  question.  The 
Irish  Exchequer  will  have  to  embark, 
if  it  is  to  be  successful  and  make  Ire- 
land a  contented  country,  in  the  same 
class  of  expenditure  that  you  are  enter- 
ing upon  here.  Someone  said  the  age 
of  economy  is  past — and  I  think  it  is, 
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in  this  House.  I  do  not  think  there  are 
many  economists  left,  and  expenditure 
out  of  public  money  now  is  looked  upon 
as  necessary  which  our  forefathers  would 
not  have  looked  upon  as  possible.  Ire- 
land is  essentially  a  poor  country.  What 
will  happen  if  we  continue  to  govern 
Ireland  ourselves  ?  If  this  scheme  is 
defeated  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  to  find  English  money  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  Irish  industries, 
just  as  has  been  done  for  the  Colonies 
and  for  India.  Therefore,  I  wholly 
justify  this  contribution — which  is,  after 
all,  a  by  no  means  excessively  liberal 
contribution — on  public  and  financial 
grounds.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  says — "  You  tell 
us  they  are  going  to  reduce  their  expendi- 
ture— why  should  they  not  do  so  ? " 
Well,  it  is  not  a  very  easy  thing  to  reduce 
expenditure  when  it  is  once  incurred.  I 
hold  the  doctrine  very  strongly  that  the 
Irish  Expenditure  is  on  a  much  higher 
scale  than  it  ought  to  be.  No  doubt, 
ultimately,  it  will  be  possible  for  the 
Irish  Government  to  reduce  the  Expen- 
diture ;  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  find  that, 
at  any  rate  for  some  time,  they  are  able 
to  carry  on  the  Government  without 
adding  to  the  Expenditure.  I  see  no 
reason  for  living  in  a  fooPs  paradise  on 
this  question,  and  I  think  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  a  number  of  years  for  the 
Irish  Government  to  make  any  large 
reduction.  My  right  hon.  Friend  objects 
to  our  mode  of  procedure.  He  objects 
to  a  quota  because  it  varies.  It  seems, 
however,  to  be  of  the  very  essence  of  a 
quota  that  it  will  vary.  They  vary  just 
now.  He  forecasts  a  variation  if  there  is 
a  reduction  in  the  consumption  of  whisky. 
Well,  the  Irish  contribution  would  now 
go  down,  because  a  large  proportion  of  it 
is  in  respect  of  taxes  put  on  consumable 
articles.  In  times  of  depression  of  trade 
the  objection  as  to  variation  in  Revenue 
would  apply  under  the  present  system, 
and  the  existing  contribution  would  be 
subject  to  the  same  fluctuations.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  raised  the  very  broad 
question  of  what  Ireland  ought  to*  pay. 
He  gave  us  very  few  figures  with  refer- 
ence to  that  question,  and  I  am  going  to 
trouble  the  Committee  with  two  or  three 
figures  which  I  consider  of  vital  import- 
ance as  to  the  resonroes  of  Ireland  as 
an   indication  of  her  taxable  capacity, 
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because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment, if  it  means  anything,  comes  to  this : 
that  Ireland  is  paying  too  little.  His 
argument  is,  that  she  should  pay  on  her 
taxable  capacity,  and  I  want  to  see  what 
that  is.  I  find  that,  taking  the  average 
of  five  years,  Ireland  has  paid  something 
between  1-1 8th  and  l-22nd  of  the  Income 
Tax  and  Death  Duties.  The  sum  given 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Re- 
turn is  £114,500,000,  and  of  that  Ireland 
paid  only  £5,000,000. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford): 
Is  that  taking  the  property  assessed  to 
the  Death  Duty  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  No  ;  the  duty 
paid. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  no  test. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  think  it  is  ; 
but  I  will  give  the  other  figure.  The 
population  of  Ireland  is  one-eighth  of  the 
population  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and 
the  net  value  of  the  property  assessed  to 
Probate  and  Succession  Duty,  taking  the 
average  of  three  years,  is  between  l-17th 
and  1-1 8th  of  the  total  value  of  the 
property  so  assessed.  In  regard  to  In- 
come Tax,  there  is  an  extraordinary 
difference  in  the  taxation  of  Ireland.  It 
is  true  Ireland  pays  a  large  proportion 
under  Schedule  A,  which  represents  the* 
ownership  of  land,  and  under  Schedule 
B,  which  represents  the  occupation  of 
agricultural  land  ;  but  when  you  come  to 
Schedule  D,  which,  after  all,  is  the 
test  of  a  country's  prosperity  as 
representing  that  from  which  it  derives 
the  bulk  of  its  income,  yoti  find  that  the 
contribution  of  Ireland  falls  miserably 
short.  The  average  assessment  of  the 
United  Kingdom  under  Schedule  D  is 
£300,000,000,  but  in  Ireland  it  is 
something  under  £9,000,000.  That  is  a 
strong  argument  as  to  the  taxable 
capacity  of  Ireland.  Stamps  and  Income 
Tax,  by  common  consent,  represent  taxea 
upon  property  and  dealings  with  property  ; 
but  Customs  and  Excise  represent  taxee 
on  consumable  articles  which  are  paid  bj 
the  masses  of  the  people.  In  England 
the  proportion  of  Revenue  raised  from 
Customs  and  Excise  is  three-fifths,  como 
pared  with  two-fifths  from  the  other 
sources  ;  in  Ireland  the  proportions  are 
four-fifths  to  one  fifth — that  is,  that  four- 
fifths  of  the  Revenue  are  paid  upon  con- 
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sainable  articles  bj  the  vast  bulk  of  the 
people.  That  is  a  totally  different  state 
of  things  from  that  in  this  country. 
Under  Schedule  A  Ireland  is  assessed  at 
£13,000,000  out  of  £178,000,000  ;  under 
Schedule  B  at  £2,400,000  on  £25,000,000 ; 
and  under  Schedule  C  the  total  assessment 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is  £41,500,000, 
and  that  of  Ireland  on  1  j  £780,000.  Under 
Schedule  E  we  have  a  total  assessment  of 
£36,500,000,  of  which  the  Irish  share  is 
£1,750,000.  Taking  the  total  assessments, 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  is  l-22nd.  But 
observe  the  enormous  discrepancies  be- 
tween the  various  Schedules.  Let  us  take 
another  test.  Savings  banks  deposits  are  a 
fair  test  of  the  wealth  of  a  country  ;  and 
Ireland  has  1-1 9th  of  the  total  deposits 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  in  deal- 
ing with  taxable  capacity,  which  he  did 
not  define,  claimed  that  Ireland  could 
pay  a  very  much  larger  sum  than  she 
pays  at  present.  I  am  speaking  under 
correction,  but  I  say  that  taxable  income 
is  the  income  remaining  after  allowance 
for  the  minimum  necessary  to  maintain  a 
population  upon  a  given  standard  of 
living ;  and  political  economists  generally 
allow  £12  a  head  as  being  the  minimum 
necessary  to  keep  body  and  soul  together. 
Xret  us  apply  that  test  to  Ireland.  Taking 
the  figures  of  Mr.  Giffen  in  1886,  the 
gross  income  of  Great  Britain  is 
£1,200,000,000;  and  that  of  Ireland  is 
£70,000,000.  Take  £12  a  head,  or,  say, 
£400,000,000,  off  £1,200,000,000,  and 
that  leaves  £800,000,000  as  the  taxable 
income  of  Great  Britain.  In  Ireland 
60  per  cent,  of  the  people  depend  upon 
agriculture,  and  taking  the  Statistical 
Returns  of  agricultural  produce  they  give 
an  income  of  £14  per  head.  Multiply 
the  population  of  Ireland  by  £12  per 
head  as  the  minimum  necessary,  and, 
making  the  deduction,  the  taxable  income 
of  Ireland  is  left  at  about  £15,000,000. 
I  ask  the  House  to  remember  that  Ireland 
has  a  diminishing  population.  When  the 
Act  of  Union  was  passed,  and  it  was 
agreed  that  Ireland'^s  contribution  should 
be2-17ths,  the  population  of  Ireland  was 
one-third  of  that  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
now  the  population  is  one-eighth  of  that 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  To  sum  up ;  in 
the  first  place,  we  do  not  pro{>ose  that  Ire- 
land shall  make  a  less  contribution  than 
«he  makes  now.     Secondly,  we  do  make, 


and  we  justify  ourselves  in  making,  a  tem- 
porary contribution  towards  exceptional 
expenditure  in  Ireland,  which  we  hope  to 
see  diminish,  while  we  think  it  fair  that 
Ireland  should  share  in  the  benefit  of 
that  reduction  as  well  as  ourselves. 
Thirdly,  we  do  not  raise  all  those  ques- 
tions with  reference  to  payments  of 
Customs  and  Excise,  direct  and  indirect 
taxation,  and  the  interference  of  Irish 
Members  in  general  finance ;  all  these 
are  existing  now,  and  are  very  likely  to  be 
aggravated  if  the  present  system  is  con- 
tinued. Lastly,  I  submit  to  the  House 
that  Ireland  is  taxed  about  as  much  as 
she  can  bear  ;  she  is  taxed  far  higher 
than  Great  Britain  or  than  Scotland 
taken  separately.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  is  always  antici- 
pating the  appeal  to  the  constituencies. 
The  constituencies  had  the  financial  pro- 
posals of  1886  before  them  at  the  last 
General  Election.  I  believe  the  English 
people  want  to  deal  with  Ireland  not 
shabbily,  but  generously.  They  may  reject 
our  scheme  of  Home  Rule  on  grounds  of 
Imperial  policy ;  they  may  think  it  bad  for 
Great  Britain  or  bad  for  Ireland  ;  but  they 
will  never  reject  it  on  a  miserable  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence  objection.  If  they 
think  the  people  of  Ireland  ought  to  have 
a  ^separate  Government,  managing  their 
own  affairs  and  working  out  their  own 
destinies,  I  know  enough  of  the  people  of 
England  to  assert  that  they  will  deal  with 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  a  generous  and  a 
liberal  spirit. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford):  I 
would  ask  to  be  allowed  at  this  early 
stage  of  the  discussion  to  intervene,  in 
order  to  explain  the  considerations  that 
are  weighing  on  my  mind  with  regard  to 
this  financial  scheme  of  the  Government. 
I  would  say,  in  commencing,  that  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  concluding  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  For  my 
part,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  English 
people,  still  less  that  the  Liberal  Party, 
desire  to  deal  shabbily  or  meanly  with 
Ireland  in  these  financial  arrangements  ; 
and  I  am  strongly  convinced,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is,  that  if  the  scheme 
otherwise  presents  itself  properly  to  the 
minds  of  the  electors,  it  will  not  be 
rejected  by  them  on  any  mere  considera- 
tion   of    pounds,   shillings,   and    pence. 
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That  beiDg  my  view,  I  regret  extremely 
that  the  scheme  the  GoverDment  have 
propouDded  has  uot  been  a  more  generous 
and  a  more  just  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  made  this  afternoon  a 
long  and  able  speech.  With  a  great  deal 
of  that  speech  I  have  no  concern.  It  is 
no  part  of  my  duty  to  defend  the  new 
financial    scheme    of    the   Government. 


first  criticism  I  make  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  second  is 
this — the  whole  of  his  arguments  which 
went  to  show  that  the  figures  of  the 
Government  were  not  to  be  implicitly 
trusted — that  estimates  had  been  wrong 
and  might  be  wrong  again,  and  that  there 
could  be  no  absolute  certainty  in  these 
matters  at  the  present  moment — go,  in  my 
mind,   conclusively    in    the   direction  of 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked  that !  supporting  so  much  of  this  scheme  a» 
scheme,  and  I  have  risen  also  to  '  makes  it  a  temporary  arrangement  sub- 
criticise  it,  but  to  criticise  it !  ject  to  revision  after  proper  investigation 
from  an  entirely  different  point  of  at  the  end  of  a  limited  period.  When 
view.  I  would  only  desire  to  say  two  I  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
things  in  criticism  of  the  speech  of  the  '  Minister  announced  the  substance  of  hi» 
right   hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for    new  financial  scheme  in  this  House  it 


West  Birmingham,  and  the  first  is  this  : 


will  be  remembered   that  I  at  once  rose 


I  do  think  it  is  a  pity,  even  upon  a  and  stated  that  that  portion  of  it,  at  any 
dry  question  of  finance  such  as  this,  that  I  rate,  which  proposed  to  take  from  Ire- 
he  cannot  address  himself  to  this  Irish  '  land  control  for  six  years  over  the  dis- 
question  without  hurling  across  the  '  position  and  management  of  taxation 
House  and  across  the  Channel  to  Ireland  |  would  be  opposed  by  me  as  unjust  and 
the  most  offensive  insults  and  aspersions  humiliating  to  that  country.  I  desire  to 
upon  the  Irish  people.     The  right  hon.    explain  very  shortly  to  the  Committee 


Gentleman    cast     his     sneer    at     Irish 
patriotism   as    a   plant   of    so   sickly   a 


the  view  that  I  take  on  this  matter.     It 
will  be  necessary  for  me  to  deal  in  some 


growth    that   it   must    be   watered    by  i  limited  degree  with  figures,  but  I  confess 
English  gold.     I  want  to  know  how  his  !  — ^and  I  am  not  ashamed  to  confess  it — 
case  or  the  case  of  his  Party  is  advanced  '  that   I    am   utterly   unqualified  to  deal^ 
by  introducing  into  a  discussion  of  this    under  these   circumstances,  with    these 
kind  insults  of   this    character  directed    matters.     There  are  Irish  Members  here 
against    the    whole    Irish    people  ?      I  |  — nota,bly  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
resent  such  an  insinuation  on  his  part,  i  her  for  North  Kerry — who  have  qualifi- 
I  will  define  the  position,  so  far  as  I  am    cations  that  I  cannot  pretend  to  in  this 
able  to  do  so,  which  Ireland  desires  to  I  matter.     No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
take  up  on  this  financial  question.     We  i  North    Kerry  will  deal  closely  with  this 
do  not  desire  to  obtain  one  single  farthing  |  question  of  figures.       But  I  take  up  this 
more  than  our  just  rights — more  than  we    broad  position  :  I  say  no  one,  whether  he 
are  able  to  show  to  be  our  just  rights,  i  has  the  qualifications  of  the  hon.  Member 
The  comparison  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  |  or   of  anyone  else  skilled    in  finance  iu 
man  made  between   this  country  and  the  ,  this  House,  is  iu  a  position  to  deal  with 
Transvaal  is  absurd  in  the  extreme.    We    any    certainty    or  accuracy    with    these 
remain  a  portion  of  the  Empire.     If  you  '  financial  questions  at  this  moment.     The 
are    to    treat    us    as    you    treated    the  i  considerations  which  I  will  put   before 
Transvaal,  then  put  an  end  to  all  connec-  {  the  House  are  considerations  not  merely 
tion    with    Ireland,    and    put    an    end  i  financial,  but  to  some  extent  I  may  say- 
to   all   control    over   Ireland   and   Irish    — to  some  large  extent — political   also* 
finance.     But  it   is  absurd  to  say   that    The   Bill  as   introduced   last    February 
under   the   conditions   proposed   in   this  |  gave  to  Ireland  immediate  control  over 
Bill  there  is  the  smallest  analogy  between  I  the  collection  of  all  taxes,  except    the 
the   case  of  the  Transvaal  and  that  of  .  Customs,  and  the  power  to  fix  all  taxes,. 
Ireland.     All    we   desire    is    that    this    except  Customs,  Excise,  and,  I  think,  the 
financial  scheme  should  be  drawn  on  such    Post  Office.   The  new  scheme  proposes  to 
lines    that   Ireland   will   not   be   in  the    deprive  Ireland  for  six  years  of  all  power 


future,  as  we  believe  we  can  show  she 
has  been  in  the  past,  robbed  by  her  con- 
nection with  this  country.     That  is  the 

Mr.  J,  E,  Redmond 


over  the  collection,  the  imposition,  or  the 
management  of  all  existing  taxes  in  th& 
country.    Now,  I  ask  myself  what  is  the 
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object,  what  is  the  motive,  which  has 
inspired  this  change  ?  To  the  Ist  sub- 
section of  this  clause,  which  deals  with 
the  matter  of  the  six  years'  control  of 
Irish  taxes,  I  have  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  Sub-section  1 — and  I 
am  dealing  with  these  matters  now  be- 
cause I  think  this  a  most  convenient 
opportunity  to  do  so,  and  because  it  will 
be  unnecessary  for  me  afterwards,  in 
moving  my  Amendment,  to  do  more  than 
say  one  sentence.  This  change  is  a 
grave  and  fundamental  change  in  the 
BUI  as  it  was  originally  proposed.  It  is 
not  merely  a  financial  change,  but  a 
political  change  ;  and  I  assert  here  again 
that  that  change  is  one  which  is  unjust 
to  Ireland  and  in  the  last  degree 
humiliating.  For  my  part,  I  cannot 
conceive  a  more  humiliating  position 
than  will  be  occupied  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment when  they  will  be  deprived  of 
all  control,  not  only  over  the  imposition 
of  taxes,  but  over  the  collection  of  every 
single  tax  in  the  country.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive from  what  quarter  the  pressure  could 
have  come  to  induce  the  Government  to 
make  this  change.  Certainly  it  has  not 
come  from  the  Irish  quarter  of  the  House, 
because  I  make  bold  to  say  that  no  Irish 
Nationalist  in  this  House,  on  its  merits, 
would  prefer  that  Ireland  should  be 
deprived  of  the  control  of  taxes  for  six 
years.  It  has  not  come  also,  I  am  con- 
vinced, from  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  I  am  quite  convinced  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  quite  correct  when  he  said  that  the 
Liberal  Party  and  the  country  would 
deal  fairly  and  even  generously  with  this 
question.  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
observe  the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party 
in  these  Debates,  it  has  led  me  to  believe 
that  the  restrictions  in  this  Bill  were,  on 
their  merits,  distasteful  to  the  Liberal 
Party.  Therefore,  I  am  convinced  that 
the  pressure  which  has  induced  this 
extreme  political  change  of  front  on  this 
matter  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
has  not  come  from  the  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  am  constrained, 
therefore,  to  believe  that  the  change 
has  been  brought  about  in  the  vain  hope 
of  conciliating  the  opponents  of  this 
Bill  in  one  quarter  of  the  House  or 
the  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  scheme  of  the  Government 
was  one  of  temporary  financial  arrange- 


ment. So  far  I  am  in  entire  sympathy 
with  it,  but  I  fail  altogether  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  any  necessary  or  even 
reasonable  connection  between  a  temporary 
financial  arrangement  and  the  deprivation 
of  Ireland  of  the  control  of  taxes  for  six 
years.  On  its  merits  I  am  opposed  to 
this  new  change,  on  political  as  well  as 
financial  grounds  ;  and,  therefore,  it  will 
be  necessary  for  me  to  propose  the 
Amendment  which  I  have  given  notice 
of.  I  can  quite  conceive  circumstances 
under  which  even  this  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  control  of 
the  taxes  for  six  years  might  be  made 
tolerable,  and  I  shall  state  four  conditions 
under  which,  to  my  mind,  it  might  be 
possible  for  us  to  agree  to  such  a  pro- 
posal. They  are  conditions  that  I  or 
my  friends  have  placed  on  the  Paper 
in  the  shape  of  Amendments,  and  they 
are  considerations  which  I  wish  to  im- 
press upon  the  Government.  The  first 
condition  is  this  :  that  it  is  impossible  for 
you  now  to  come  to  a  correct  idea  as  to 
what  Ireland's  annual  contribution  ought 
to  be.  In  order  to  arrive  at  that  con- 
clusion it  is  essential  that  you  should 
make  a  far-reaching  and  searching  in- 
quiry into  the  whole  question  of  Irish 
finance  ;  and  I  took  it  upon  myself  to 
urge  upon  Members  of  the  Government 
and  upon  the  Prime  Minister  the  neces- 
sity of  appointing  in  connection  with 
this  new  financial  scheme  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  investigate  this  subject.  At 
present  we  are  plainly  in  the  dark.  No 
man  can  judge  what  are  the  equities  of 
the  case  if  things  are  left  as  they  are 
now  without  proper  investigation.  Even 
at  the  end  of  the  six  years  we  will  be 
in  as  bad  a  position  as  we  are  in  at 
this  moment  if  an  investigation  by  a 
competent  tribunal  does  not  take  place.  I 
notice  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  has  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
suggesting  that  the  Joint  Committee  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill  to  investigate  certain 
matters  of  finance  ought  to  have  its  powers 
enlarged  and  ought  to  occupy  itself 
with  the  great  investigation  into  the 
financial  relations  of  the  two  countries. 
To  my  mind  there  are  many  reasons 
why  that  proposal  is  not  a  good 
one.  But  I  will  only  mention  one 
which  is  conclusive,  and  it  is  this : 
that  this  Bill  is  likely  to  meet  with  a 
disastrous     fate     in      another     House. 
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That  being  my  view,  I  regret  extremely 
that  the  scheme  the  GoverDmeut  have 
propounded  has  not  been  a  more  generous 
and  a  more  just  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  made  this  afternoon  a 
long  and  able  speech.    With  a  great  deal 


first  criticism  I  make  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  second  is 
this — the  whole  of  his  arguments  which 
went  to  show  that  the  figures  of  the 
Government  were  not  to  be  implicitly 
trusted — that  estimates  had  been  wrong 
and  might  be  wrong  again,  and  that  there 


of  that  speech  1  have  no  concern.  It  is  i  could  be  no  absolute  certainty  in  these 
no  part  of  my  duty  to  defend  the  new  matters  at  the  present  moment — go,  in  my 
financial  scheme  of  the  Government,  mind,  conclusively  in  the  direction  of 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked  that  I  supporting  so  much  of  this  scheme  a» 
scheme,  and  I  have  risen  also  to  makes  it  a  temporary  arrangement  sub- 
criticise  it,  but  to  criticise  it  ject  to  revision  after  proper  investigation 
from  an  entirely  different  point  of  1  at  the  end  of  a  limited  period.  When 
view.  I  would  only  desire  to  say  two  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
things  in  criticism  of  the  speech  of  the  |  Minister  announced  the  substance  of  hi& 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  new  financial  scheme  in  this  House  it 
West  Birmingham,  and  the  first  is  this  :  will  be  remembered  that  I  at  once  rose 
I  do  think  it  is  a  pity,  even  upon  a  and  stated  that  that  portion  of  it,  at  any 
dry  question  of  finance  such  as  this,  that  rate,  which  proposed  to  take  from  Ire- 
he  cannot  address  himself  to  this  Irish  ,  land  control  for  six  years  over  the  dis- 
question  without  hurling  across  the  '  position  and  management  of  taxation 
House  and  across  the  Channel  to  Ireland  |  would  be  opposed  by  me  as  unjust  and 
the  most  offensive  insults  and  aspersions  humiliating  to  that  country.  I  desire  to 
upon  the  Irish  people.     The  right  hon.    explain  very  shortly  to  the  Committee 


Gentleman    cast     his     sneer    at     Irish 
patriotism   as    a   plant   of    so   sickly   a 


the  view  that  I  take  on  this  matter.     It 
will  be  necessary  for  me  to  deal  in  some 


growth    that   it   must    be   watered    by  |  limited  degree  with  figures,  but  I  confess 
English  gold.     I  want  to  know  how  his  '  — and  I  am  not  ashamed  to  confess  it — 
case  or  the  case  of  his  Party  is  advanced  '  that   I    am   utterly   unqualified  to  deal^ 
by  introducing  into  a  discussion  of  this    under  these   circumstances,  with    these 
kind  insults  of  this    character  directed    matters.     There  are  Irish  Members  here 
against    the    whole    Irish    people  ?      I    — notably  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
resent  such  an  insinuation  on  his  part,    her  for  North  Kerry — who  have  qualifi- 
I  will  define  the  position,  so  far  as  I  am  .  cations  that  I  cannot  pretend  to  in  this 
able  to  do  so,  which  Ireland  desires  to  |  matter.     No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
take  up  on  this  financial  question.     We  i  North   Kerry  will  deal  closely  with  this 
do  not  desire  to  obtain  one  single  farthing    question  of  figures.       But  I  take  up  this 
more  than  our  just  rights — more  than  we    broad  position  :  I  say  no  one,  whether  he 
are  able  to  show  to  be  our  just  rights,    has  the  qualifications  of  the  hon.  Member 
The  comparison  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  '  or   of  anyone  else  skilled    in  finance  in 
man  made  between  this  country  and  the  ,  this  House,  is  in  a  position  to  deal  with. 
Transvaal  is  absurd  in  the  extreme.    We    any   certainty   or  accuracy   with    these 
remain  a  portion  of  the  Empire.     If  you    financial  questions  at  this  moment.     The 
are    to    treat    us    as    you    treated    the    considerations  which  I  will  put   before 
Transvaal,  then  put  an  end  to  all  connec-    the  House  are  considerations  not  merely 
tion    with    Ireland,    and    put    an    end    financial,  but  to  some  extent  I  may  say 
to  all   control    over  Ireland   and   Irish  i  — to  some  large  extent — political    also, 
finance.     But  it   is  absurd  to  say    that  '  The   Bill  as   introduced   last    February 
under   the   conditions   proposed   in   this  |  gave  to  Ireland  immediate  control  over 
Bill  there  is  the  smallest  analogy  between  *  the  collection  of  all  taxes,  except   the 
the   case  of  the  Transvaal  and  that  of  ,  Customs,  and  the  power  to  fix  all  taxes^ 
Ireland.     All    we   desire    is    that    this    except  Customs,  Excise,  and,  I  think,  the 


financial  scheme  should  be  drawn  on  such 
lines  that  Ireland  will  not  be  in  the 
future,  as  we  believe  we  can  show  she 
has  been  in  the  past,  robbed  by  her  con- 


Post  Office.  The  new  scheme  proposes  to 
deprive  Ireland  for  six  years  of  all  power 
over  the  collection,  the  imposition,  or  the 
management  of  all  existing  taxes  in  the 


nection  with  this  country.     That  is  the  '  country.    Now,  I  ask  myself  what  is  the 
Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond 
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object,  what  is  the   motive,    which  has 
iDspu*ed  this  change?     To  the  Ist  sub- 
section of  this  clause,  which  deals  with 
the  matter  of  the  six  years'  control  of 
Irish  taxes,  I  have  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  Sub-section  1 — and  I 
am  dealing  with  these  matters  now  be- 
cause I  think   this   a   most   convenient 
opportunity  to  do  so,  and  because  it  will 
be   unnecessary   for   me   afterwards,    in 
moving  my  Amendment,  to  do  more  than 
say   one   sentence.      This   change   is    a 
grave   and   fundamental   change  in    the 
Bill  as  it  was  originally  proposed.     It  is 
not   merely   a   financial   change,   but    a 
political  change  ;  and  I  assert  here  again 
that  that  change  is  one  which  is  unjust 
to     Ireland     and     in    the    last   degree 
humiliating.     For    my   part,    I    cannot 
conceive    a   more    humiliating    position 
than  will  be  occupied  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment when  they  will  be  deprived  of 
all  control,  not  only  over  the  imposition 
of  taxes,  but  over  the  collection  of  every 
single  tax  in  the  country.    I  cannot  con- 
ceive from  what  quarter  the  pressure  could 
have  come  to  induce  the  Government  to 
make  this  change.     Certainly  it  has  not 
come  from  the  Irish  quarter  of  the  House, 
because  I  make  bold  to  say  that  no  Irish 
Nationalist  in  this  House,  on  its  merits, 
would    prefer   that    Ireland    should    be 
deprived  of  the  control  of  taxes  for  six 
years.     It  has  not  come  also,  I  am  con- 
vinced, from  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party.     I  am  quite  convinced  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  quite  correct  when  he  said  that  the 
Liberal   Party   and   the   country   would 
deal  fairly  and  even  generously  with  this 
question.     As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
observe  the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party 
in  these  Debates,  it  has  led  me  to  believe 
that  the  restrictions  in  this  Bill  were,  on 
their  merits,  distasteful   to  the   Liberal 
Party.     Therefore,  I  am  convinced  that 
the   pressure   which    has    induced    this 
extreme  political  change  of  front  on  this 
matter  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
has  not  come  from  the  Members  of  the 
Liberal      Party.       I     am     constrained, 
therefore,    to    believe   that   the    change 
has  been  brought  about  in  the  vain  hope 
of    conciliating    the    opponents   of   this 
Bill    in   one   quarter   of   the    House   or 
the  other.     The  right    hon.  Gentleman 
said    the    scheme    of   the    Government 
was  one  of  temporary  financial  arrange- 


ment. So  far  I  am  in  enth-e  sympathy 
with  it,  but  I  fail  altogether  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  any  necessary  or  even 
reasonable  connection  between  a  temporary 
financial  arrangement  and  the  deprivation 
of  Ireland  of  the  control  of  taxes  for  six 
years.  On  its  merits  I  am  opposed  to 
this  new  change,  on  political  as  well  as 
financial  grounds  ;  and,  therefore,  it  will 
be  necessary  for  me  to  propose  the 
Amendment  which  I  have  given  notice 
of.  I  can  quite  conceive  circumstances 
under  which  even  this  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  control  of 
the  taxes  for  six  years  might  be  made 
tolerable,  and  I  shall  state  four  conditions 
under  which,  to  my  mind,  it  might  be 
possible  for  us  to  agree  to  such  a  pro- 
posal. They  are  conditions  that  I  or 
my  friends  have  placed  on  the  Paper 
in  the  shape  of  Amendments,  and  they 
are  considerations  which  I  wish  to  im- 
press upon  the  Government.  The  first 
condition  is  this  :  that  it  is  impossible  for 
you  now  to  come  to  a  correct  idea  as  to 
what  Ireland's  annual  contribution  ought 
to  be.  In  order  to  arrive  at  that  con- 
clusion it  is  essential  that  you  should 
make  a  far-reaching  and  searching  in- 
quiry into  the  whole  question  of  Irish 
finance  ;  and  I  took  it  upon  myself  to 
urge  upon  Members  of  the  Government 
and  upon  the  Prime  Minister  the  neces- 
sity of  appointing  in  connection  with 
this  new  financial  scheme  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  investigate  this  subject.  At 
present  we  are  plainly  in  the  dark.  No 
man  can  judge  what  are  the  equities  of 
the  case  if  things  are  left  as  they  are 
now  without  proper  investigation.  Even 
at  the  end  of  the  six  years  we  will  be 
in  as  bad  a  position  as  we  are  in  at 
this  moment  if  an  investigation  by  a 
competent  tribunal  does  not  take  place.  I 
notice  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  has  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
suggesting  that  the  Joint  Committee  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill  to  investigate  certain 
matters  of  finance  ought  to  have  its  powers 
enlarged  and  ought  to  occupy  itself 
with  the  great  investigation  into  the 
financial  relations  of  the  two  countries. 
To  my  mind  there  are  many  reasons 
why  that  proposal  is  not  a  good 
one.  But  I  will  only  mention  one 
which  is  conclusive,  and  it  is  this : 
that  this  Bill  is  likely  to  meet  with  a 
disastrous     fate      in      another      House. 
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We  know  that  this  Bill  is  not  going  to 
pass  this  year.     If  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.    Member    for    North   Kerrj   were 
carried  out  the  inquiry  would  fall  to  the 
ground  with  the  defeat  of  the  BilL     The 
investigation  I  desire  is  one  which  should 
be  entered  upon  at  once  and  carried  on 
by  a  tribunal  specially  appointed*  for  the 
purpose.      I    heard    with    the   greatest 
gratification  the  announcement  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  the  other  night  that 
the  Government  had  made  up  their  mind 
— first,  that  this  investigation  should  take 
place  ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  best  tri- 
bunal   was   a   Royal    Commission,   and 
that  they  should  charge  themselves  with 
the  responsibility  of  issuing  such  a  Royal 
Commission.      The   only   other   thing  I 
desire  to  say  on  this  first  matter  is  that  I 
would  impress  on  the  Government  the 
advisability  of  not  allowing  too  long  a 
period   to    elapse    before    the    issue   of 
the  Commission.     Of  course,  it  is  not  for 
me    to    dictate    to    them     the     precise 
moment,  but  I  would  point  out  to  them 
that  the  investigation  must  be  of  a  far- 
reaching  character,  and  must  extend  over 
a  considerable  time.     When  this  Bill  is 
defeated  in  another  place,  surely  it  will 
be  something  for  Home  Rulers  to  con-' 
gratulate   themselves    upon,     that     out 
of     the    wreck    of    this    Session    they 
have    obtained    an    investigation   of    a 
subject  which  must  be  investigated  before 
Home  Rule  can  be  put  on  a  permanent 
basis.     The  second  condition  is  that  at 
the  end  of  six  years  we  should  get  control 
of  the  collection  of  all  taxes.   The  clause 
provides  that  at  the  end  of  the  six  years 
we  should  have  the  control  of  the  collection 
of  all  taxes  except  the  Customs.  I  say  that 
at  the  end  of  the  six  years  we  ought  to 
get    control    of    the    collection   of   the 
Customs  as  well.     Such  control  is  taken 
from    us   for   a    special    reason.       The 
Customs  Fund  was  seized  upon  bodily  in 
satisfaction    of    our    contribution ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  natural  perhaps  that  the 
collection  of  that  Fund  should  be  retained 
by    the   Imperial    Authority.     But   the 
provision  for  taking  the  Fund  bodily  in 
satisfaction  of  our  contribution   has  dis- 
appeared, and  I  say  that  under  the  new 
scheme  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
we  should  not  at  the  end  of  the  six  years 
obtain  the  control  of  the  collection  of  the 
Customs.      On  this  question  there   has 
been  a  good  deal  of  misrepresentation  of 
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the  attitude  that  was  taken  up  by  Mr. 
Parnell.  In  the  Debate  of  1886,  Mr. 
Parnell,  speaking  on  the  question  of 
Customs,  said — 

**  In  giving  up  the  Customs  we  should  practi- 
cally give  to  you  the  whole  control  of  six-eighths 
or  three-fourths  of  the  Revenues  of  Ireland. 
It  would  be  absolutely  as  much  within  your 
power  as  it  is  now,  both  as  regaitls  the  original 
assessment  of  the  taxes,  and  the  receiving  of  the 
money.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ex- 
plaine<l  to  us  that  if  we  were  to  insist  on 
separate  Custom  Houses,  England  by  collecting 
the  duties  on  whisky  and  tobacco  in  her 
own  Custom  Houses,  gives  iB  1,400,000  a 
year.  This,  of  course,  is  a  very  serious  con- 
sideration, and  it  may  be  very  ftiirly  balanced 
against  the  cession  of  the  control  of  the 
Customs  and  Excise.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
in  his  speech,  twitted  Mr.  Parnell  with 
having  said  previously  that  he  would 
insist  on  having  the  control  of  the 
collection  of  taxes.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

"  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  again  and 
again  in  his  public  sijeeches  stated  in  the  most 
emphatic  way  that  he  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  any  Parliament  which  did  not  have  the 
Customs  and  the  Excise,  antl  the  right,  if 
necessary,  to  put  a  protective  duty  on  Irish 
industries,  with  the  Irish  Authorities.' 

Mr.  Parnell  thereupon  interrupted  and 
said — 

"  I  have  said  frequently  that  I  should  claim 
that  right  for  the  Irish  i>eople,*  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  has  cer- 
tainly in  his  speech  ycstenlay  been  enabled  to 
show  us  that  we  are  getting  a  very  good  quid 
pro  quv  in  cxchan^  for  giving  up  this  right  of 
collecting  the  Customs  in  the  shape  of 
£1,400,000  a  year." 

I  say  that  we  are  getting  no  quid  pro  quo 
under  this  Bill  in  exchange  for  giving  up 
the  Customs.  Therefore,  I  say  that  the 
second  condition  for  making  tolerable 
the  proposal  to  take  the  control  of  onr 
taxes  from  us  for  six  years  is  that  we 
should,  at  the  eud  of  the  six  years,  get 
control  of  the  collection  of  our  taxes, 
including  the  Customs.  The  third  con- 
dition, which  I  think  essential  to  make 
any  such  scheme  as  the  present  tolerable, 
is  that  Ireland^s  contribution  during  the 
transitional  period  should  be  calculated 
upon  the  most  moderate  and  most 
generous  basis.  You  start  wuth  the 
proposition  that  you  cannot  ^x  her  con- 
tribution permanently  and  with  any 
degree  of  certainty  or  accuracy,  and  you 
agree  that  during  the  six  years  a  tribuDal 
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is  to  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
matter  and  to  decide  upon  the  proper 
contribution.  Weil,  we  say  that  during 
the  jears  in  which  the  investigation  is 
going  on  Ireland,  at  anj  rate,  ought  to  get 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt  which  you  your- 
selves admit  exists.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowl«r) 
has  endeavoured  to  show  that  the  con- 
tribution Ireland  will  bo  called  upon  to 
pay  under  the  present  scheme  will  be  the 
net  profit  which  England  is  obtaining 
from  Ireland  at  this  time.  I  have  serious 
doubts  upon  that  point.  On  this  ques- 
tion of  contribution  there  are  two  most 
vital  matters  which  were  only  partly 
discussed  when  the  clauses  were  passed. 
They  are  the  questions  of  the  pen- 
sions and  gratuities  to  be  given  to  the 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  and  the 
cost  and  pensions  of  the  police.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  admitted  that  if  it  were 
necessary  for  the  Irish  Government  to 
pension  off  wholesale  the  Irish  Civil 
Service  the  surplus  that  would  be  left  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Irish  Gi>vernment,  eveu 
under  this  scheme,  might  be  very 
seriously  diminished.  But  the  Govern- 
ment, by  their  scheme  of  Civil  Service 
pensions,  have  made  it  absolutely  certain 
that  a  very  large  number  of  Civil 
servants  will  retire.  Instead  of  holding 
out  inducements  to  these  men  to  continue 
their  service  to  the  English  Government, 
they  have  held  out  a  series  of  bribes  to 
them  to  induce  them  to  retire,  and  the 
result  will  be  to  burden  the  Irish 
Exchequer  with  a  large  sum  for  pensions 
for  them.  We  moved  an  Amendment  in 
favour  of  Ireland  paying  only  half  the 
pensions.  The  Irish  Civil  Service  is 
twice  as  costly  as  the  Civil  Service  of 
England.  That  has  been  directly  the 
result  of  the  system  of  government 
introduced  into  Ireland  by  this  country  ; 
and  we  say  it  is  only  fair,  therefore,  that 
Ireland  should  be  asked  to  pay  only 
one-half  these  gratuities  and  pensions. 
The  Committee  decided  against  us  on 
the  point ;  but  I  allude  to  it  now  because 
the  fact  that  Ireland  has  to  pay  the 
irhole  of  the  pensions  must  be  taken  into 
account  when  we  consider  what  is  fair 
and  reasonable  with  regard  to  the 
contribution  you  exact  from  Ireland. 
The  second  vital  question  affecting  the 


contribution  is  the  question  of  the  Police. 
I  resent  altogether  the  phrase  used  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  dealing  with  the  £500,000 
a  year  towards  the  cost  of  the 
Police.  He  spoke  of  this  as  a  free  gift 
or  contribution  to  Ireland.  What  is  the 
history  of  this  Police  Force  ?  This  Police 
Force  has  been  almost  from  its  inception 
a  purely  Imperial  Force.  Thirty  years 
ago  the  cost  of  the  Police  was  less  than 
half  what  it  is  now.  Do  hon.  Members 
recollect  these  facts  ?  In  the  year  1860 
the  cost  of  the  Irish  Constabulary  was 
only  £700,000,  while  now  it  is  £  1,500,000. 
It  has  been  converted  into  a  regular  stand- 
ing army.  It  has  been  kept  up  in  Ireland 
for  purely  political  and  Imperial  purposes. 
Crime  in  Ireland,  such  as  it  has  been,  is 
not  what  has  necessitated  the  existence  of 
this  Police  Force.  I  assert  that  the  crime 
of  Ireland  for  the  last  30  years  has  not 
been  greater  than  the  average  crime  of 
England  and  Scotland,  and  yet  you  have 
to  maintain  police  in  Ireland  more  than 
three  times  as  expensive,  and  probably 
three  times  as  large  in  proportion  to  the 
population  as  you  maintain  in  this 
country.  To  say  now,  when  you  are 
establishing  self-government  in  Ireland, 
and  when  in  that  transaction  you  pay 
one  third  of  your  liability  instead  of  the 
whole — to  say  that  you  are  giving  a 
bonus  to  Ireland,  and  making  a  free  gift 
or  contribution,  seems  to  me  not  only 
senseless,  but  absolutely  offensive.  I 
have  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  on  tliis 
subject  of  the  most  moderate  character. 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
Members  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
1886,  specifically  stated  that  if  the  Police 
Force  in  Ireland  were  maintained  on  the 
same  conditions  and  upon  the  same  basis 
as  the  Police  Force  in  this  country  and 
in  Scotland,  the  cost  of  the  Police  would 
be  under  £600,000  a  year,  instead  of 
£1,500,000.  I  think  that  estimate  was 
an  excessive  one.  I  have  made  some 
inquiries,  and  I  find  that  in  Scotland  the 
whole  cost  of  the  Police,  including  the 
police  of  the  great  cities,  is  only  about 
£400,000  a  year.  Now,  the  population 
of  Sco^and  may  be  said  to  be  less  than 
that  of  Ireland,  but  the  need  for  police 
arising  from  the  number  of  large  cities  is 
greater  by  far  in  Scotland  than  it  is  in 
Ireland.  £400,000  a  year  is  sufficient  to 
pay  the  entire  cost  of  the  Police  in  Scotland, 
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and  in  Ireland  the  cost  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  is  £1,500,000.  Now,  under 
the^  circumstances,  I  deduce  from  the 
Prime  Minister's  own  statements  the  fact 
that  it  is  only  just  that  Ireland  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay  such  a  proportion  of 
the  cost  of  the  Police  in  Ireland  as  would 
have  been  borne  by  her  if  she  were 
governed  upon  the  same  terms  as  England 
and  Scotland  are  governed.  Therefore, 
in  winding  up  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, Ireland  should  pay  one-third 
of  the  amount  instead  of  two-thirds. 
I  think  it  is  an  extraordinary  thing  for 
any  Englishman  to  suppose  that  the 
contribution  of.  one-third  to  the  Police 
is  anything  whatever  in  the  nature 
of  a  favour  —  or  a  generosity  —  by 
England.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  a  means 
of  getting  out  of  two-thirds  of  her  just 
liability.  These  are  the  considerations 
which  must  guide  the  Committee  when 
they  are  judging  what  is  the  true  con- 
tribution. We  say  that  the  contribution 
ought  not  to  be  more  than  a  fourth  of 
our  income  during  these  six  years,  in- 
stead of  a  third.  I  come  to  the  foiuth 
condition,  which  I  say  is  essential.  I 
agree  with  almost  everything  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
as  to  the  possibility  of  mistakes  iu  the 
Revenue.  I  cannot  form  any  satisfactory 
idea  whatever  as  to  the  correctness  of 
the  estimates  given  to  us.  I  know  that 
in  1886  the  figures  were  wrong.  I  know 
that  in  February,  1893,  the  figures  were 
wrong.  I  have  no  assurance  that  the 
figures  produced  now  are  not  w^ong. 
Although  you  make  out  in  your  balance- 
sheet  that,  under  this  scheme,  Ireland 
will  have  a  surplus  of  £500,000,  still  a 
mistake  may  be  discovered  which  will 
destroy  that  surplus  altogether.  And  if 
that  happens,  consider  for  a  moment  the 
position  in  which  the  Irish  Government 
will  be  placed.  If  a  deficit  arises,  we 
cannot  remedy  it  by  dealing  with  our 
taxes.  Surely  it  is  reasonable  that  we 
should  have  some  guarantee  that  we 
shall  have  such  a  surplus  as  will  enable 
the  country  to  be  governed.  What  do  I 
mean  by  that  ?  I  take  the  position  of 
the  Government.  The  Government 
themselves,  by  their  various  proposals, 
admit  that,  in  future,  a  surplus  of 
£500,000  a  year  is  essential  to  enable 
Ireland  to  start  under  fair  conditions. 
During  these   six  years  the  control   of 
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the  imposition  and  collection  of  taxes  is 
to  be  in  your  hands.  Admitting,  as  you 
do,  that  you  cannot  trust  the  figures, 
that  you  cannot  decide  with  accuracy  the 
true  state  of  the  case,  you  should  give 
us  a  guarantee  during  these  years  that 
that  surplus  will  be  forthcoming,  as 
suggested  by  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Clancy)— 

"Whenever  the  surplus  available  for  the 
Irish  Government  amounts  to  not  less  than 
£500,000  ; " 

then  in  the  words  of  the  clause — 

**  One-third  part  of  the  general  Revenue  of 
Ireland  shall  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  the 
United  Kingdom  as  the  contribution  of  Ireland 
to  Imperial  liabilities  and  Expenditure." 

We  believe  that,  as  things  stand  at  pre- 
sent, under  this  clause  the  financial 
position  of  Ireland  will  be  a  most  dan- 
gerous and  hazardous  one.  We  believe 
that  owing  to  mistakes  which  may  occur 
in  these  estimates,  owing  to  the  new 
Government  charges  that  will  be  neces- 
sary after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  owing 

to  the  Civil  Service  bonuses,  and  to  the 
undue  proportion  of  the  Constabulary 
charges  which  we  have  to  pay,  as  we 
stand  at  present  our  surplus  is 
likely  to  disappear,  and  that  we 
have  no  certainty  that  we  will 
be  able  to  carry  on  the  government  of 
the  country.  It  may  be  said  we  have 
power  to  impose  new  taxes.  Surely,  no 
reasonable  man  will  say  that  it  is  a  satis- 
faction to  us  to  know  that  if  our 
siu-plus  entirely  disappears  for  the 
reasons  I  have  mentioned  we  can 
commence  our  career  of  governing  Ire- 
land by  inventing  and  imposing  a 
series  of  new  taxes.  Every  man  must 
know  that  the  Government  of  Ireland 
cannot  be  safely  undertaken  unless  the 
credit  with  which  it  starts  is  well- 
founded.  The  Prime  Minister  said  in 
1886— 

"When  Ireland  gets  the  management  of  hv 
own  affairs  I  venture  to  prophesy  that  she  wUl 
want  for  useful  purposes  to  borrow  money. 
But  the  difficulty  of  that  operation  will  be 
enormously  higher  or  lower,  according  to  the 
condition  of  her  public  credit.  Her  publio 
credit  is  not  yet  born.  It  has  yet  to  lie  like  an 
infant  in  the  cradle,  and  it  may  require  a  great 
deal  of  nursing ;  but  no  nursing  would  be 
effectual  unless  it  were  plain  and  palpable  to 
the  eye  of  the  whole  world  that  Ireland  had 
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proTision  in  actual  working  order  for  discharg-  ' 
ing  her  old  obligations  so  as  to  make  it  safe  for  ' 
her  to  contract  new  obligations."  \ 

We  say  that  the  new  scheme  of  the 
Grovemment  is  ouly  tolerable  if  this  i 
fourth  condition  is  added — namely,  that  | 
during  these  six  years  of  pupilage  we  1 
shall  have  a  sufRcient  guarantee  where- 
with to  govern  our  country.  To  sum  up, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  object  in  toto  to  this 
proposal  of  taking  control  from  us  for 
six  years.  I  object  to  it  as  unjust  and 
as  humiliating  in  the  lowest  degree  to 
Irehind ;  I  say  that  even  that  may  be 
tolerable  if  four  conditions  were  fulfilled  ; 
if,  firstly,  there  were  issued — as  I  am 
glad  to  know  there  will  be  issued — a 
Royal  Commission  to  investigate  what 
are  our  proportions.  Secondly,  we 
ought,  at  the  end  of  six  years,  to  have  the 
power  to  collect  ail  taxes,  and  not  all 
taxes  except  Customs.  Thirdly,  our 
contribution  should  be  reduced  in  re- 
spect of  matters  I  have  mentioned  to 
one-fourth  instead  of  one-third.  Lastly, 
the  surplus  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Government  have  ad- 
mitted is  necessary  for  the  government 
of  Ireland  should  be  guaranteed.  These 
are  considerations  which  weigh  in  my 
mind  in  connection  with  the  new  scheme 
of  the  Government.  I  trust  that  they  will 
commend  themselves  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Government.  At  any  rate,  my 
course  is  perfectly  plain.  What  I  pro- 
pose to  do  is,  of  course,  not  on  this 
Motion  to  raise  any  objection  ;  but  if  the 
clause  is  read  a  second  time,  I  certainly 
iBtend  to  move  my  Amendment  to  omit 
Sub-section  1,  and  if  that  Amendment  is 
not  accepted,  to  move  any  further 
Amendment  as  far  as  time  will  allow  me. 
I  trust  that  this  financial  question  will 
be  dealt  with  in  a  comprehensive  and 
generous  way  by  the  Government  and 
the  House,  and  I  would  urge  strongly  on 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  and 
the  Bill  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  remove  from  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment any  idea  that  may  be  still  lurking 
there,  that  upon  this  financial  question 
there  is  any  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Cnglish  Radicals  to  act  in  a  niggardly 
or  unjust  fashion  towards  Ireland. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  :  I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon. 
JtC ember  for  Waterford  that  we  should 
with  this  question  of  the  financial 


relations  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  under  the  Home  Rule  scheme  in 
a  fair  and  reasonable  spirit  ;  and  that  we 
ought  to  discuss  the  matter  in  a  business- 
like manner  in  order  that  the  conclusion 
at  which  we  may  arrive  shall  be  just  and 
fair  to  both  countries.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  assured  that  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  into  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween the  countries  which  has  been 
promised  by  the  Government  will  be 
satisfactory  to  Ireland.  I  confess  I  look 
forward  to  that  inquiry  in  a  somewhat 
different  manner,  for  I  believe  the  result 
will  not  justify  the  anticipations  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  thorough  discussion 
and  elaborate  Returns  of  English, 
Scotch,  and  Irish  contributions  to,  and 
grants  out  of,  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
recently  issued  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, will  have  had  at  least  one  effect 
very  satisfactory  to  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen.  We  have  been  continually 
told  that  Ireland  has  been  treated  with 
unfairness  ;  that  her  national  interests 
have  been  sacrificed,  and  that  she  has 
been  greatly  overtaxed.  .It  now  appears 
from  the  Returns  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment, by  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  that 
while  Ireland  has  103  Members  out  of 
670,  or  more  than  15  per  cent.,  her 
taxation  is  under  8  per  cent.,  we  paying 
over  92  per  cent.  ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  our  grants  to  the  Sister  Island  have 
been  so  large  that  her  net  contribution  is 
only  3  per  cent,  to  our  97  per  cent.  No 
one,  I  think,  can  deny  that  a  contribu- 
tion of  3  per  cent,  is  a  very  small  fraction 
for  Ireland  to  pay.  Again,  if  we  look  at 
the  grants  for  public  works,  while  Scot- 
land has  received  £9,400,000  and  Eng- 
land £50,000,000,  Ireland  has  actually 
had  £52,000,000,  or  more  than  we  have  ; 
and  while  the  amounts  remitted  have 
been  only  £365,000  for  Scotland  and 
£474,000  for  England,  in  Ireland  the 
amount  has  been  £10,400,000.  I  do  not 
allude  to  this  as  any  charge  against  Ire- 
land. The  main  part  arose  out  of  the 
famine,  and  we  were  glad  to  assist  Ire- 
land in  that  terrible  time  of  suffering.  I 
only  allude  to  it  to  show  that  we  have 
come  forward  liberally.  I  believe,  there- 
fore, that  the  intelligent  foreigner  will 
feel,  that  the  civilised  world,  of  which  we 
hear  so  much,  will  admit,  that  there  has 
been  no  sufficient  ground  for  the  attacks 
made  on  us,  and  that  we  have  not  only 
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Bill  Ireland  will  pay  £2,000,000  too  little, 
which  we  shall  have  to  pay.  That  while 
every  Englishman  and  Scotchman  will 
have  to  pay  358.  for  common  purposes, 
the  Irish  will  only  contribute  6s.  6d. ;  and 
that  while  Ireland  will  contribute  one- 
third  and  keep  two-thirds  of  her  Revenue 
for  her  own  purposes,  Great  Britain 
will  have  to  contribute  more  than  two- 
thirds,  and  is  allowed  to  keep  less  than 
one-third  for  herself.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  sneer  at  this  as  a  matter  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  ;  but  these 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  are  only 
mere  counters,  and  represent  so  much 
human  labour.  I  say  that  this  arrange- 
ment is  most  unjust  to  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen,  and  I  feel  satisfied  that  they 
will  never  consent  to  it. 

•Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devonport) 

said,  that  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 

Member  for  West  Birmingham  had  asked, 

in  a  more  or  less  rhetorical  manner,  the 

question    why    we   should   provide   the 

Irish  Exchequer  with  a  surplus  at  all. 

The  inquiry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

was   received   with    some    cheers    from 

Members  who  seemed  to  think  it  a  good 
point.  Further,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  asked  why,  taking  the  incomes  of 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain  as  they  are, 
we  were  to  pay  a  larger  proportion  of  oa^ 
income  towards  Imperial  charges  than 
the  Irish  Exchequer  was  to  pay 
towards  the  same  Imperial  charges. 
He  only  desired  to  answer  on 
grounds  of  fairness  and  on  his- 
torical grounds  these  two  questions. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  made  the 
astonishing  statement  that  during  the 
present  century  we  had  been  financially 
generous  to  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Morton) 
denied  this.  He  would  take  only  one  partis 
cular  point.  He  would  refer  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  to  the  first  16year8  of 
the  Union  and  to  the  financial  juggle — nay, 
the  fraud — that  was  perpetrated  on 
Ireland  by  the  arrangement  made  in 
the  Act  of  Union  itself  and  by  the 
method  in  which  those  arrangements 
were  carried  out.  In  the  Act  of 
Union  it  was  laid  down  that  at 
first  the  Exchequer  of  Ireland  sboald 
remain  separate  from  the  Exchequer  of 
Great  Britain,  and  it   was  further  laid 
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down  that  the  proportion  to  be  paid  to- 
wards the  taxation  of  the  United  King- 
dom by  Ireland  so  long  as  the  Exchequers 
remained  separate  was  to  be  2-l5th8  of 
that  paid  by  Great  Britain.  It  was 
further  provided  that  if,  and  when,  the 
Debt  of  Ireland  came  to  be  in  the  propor- 
tion of  2  to  15  of  the  Debt  of  Great 
Britain,  the  two  Exchequers  were  to  be 
amalgamated.  What  happened  ?  At 
the  time  of  the  Union  the  Debt  of  Ire- 
land was  £21,000,000,  and  that  of  Great 
Britain  £460,000,000.  During  the  16 
years  that  followed  the  Act  of  Union 
the  Debt  of  Great  Britain  rose  and  rose  ; 
but  during  that  time,  while  there  was  a 
uniform  taxation  imposed  by  Parliament 
on  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  the  Irish  Exchequer  never 
received  out  of  that  the  proportion  of 
2  to  15  which  had  been  agreed  upon. 
The  result  was,  that  the  Irish  Exchequer 
had  to  borrow  and  borrow  to  pay  the 
proportion  of  2-15ths  laid  down  in  the 
Act  of  Union  as  the  contribution  of  Ire- 
land to  Imperial  Expenditure.  At  last 
by  the  operation  of  this  process,  the  Debt 
of  Ireland  was  brought  up  to  the  propor- 
tion of  2  to  15  of  the  Debt  of  Great 
Britain,  which  was  the  proportion  which 
had  been  fixed  to  determine  the  time  when 
the  Exchequers  should  be  amalgamated 
in  the  manner  he  described.  At  the  time 
the  Debt  of  Ireland,  from  having  been 
£21,000,000,  had  risen  to  £118,000,000. 
By  that  fraudulent  arrangement  in  the 
Act  of  Union  we  deliberately  increased 
the  Debt  of  Ireland,  fie  held  that  now, 
if  we  were  to  do  justice  between 
the  two  countries,  we  owed  to  Ireland 
what  we  in  this  way  robbed  her  of. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  it 
was  unfair  that  we  should  give  to 
Ireland  £500,000  surplus.  But  when 
this  statement  was  made  he  pointed 
to  the  proceeding  which  he  had  just 
described,  which  would  be  admitted 
to  have  been  one  of  the  grossest  pieces  of 
swindling  ever  perpetrated.  Th6  financial 
basis  of  Unionism,  as  represented  bj 
those  who  had  spoken  for  it  that  day,  was 
based  upon  the  perpetuation  of  that  same 
swindling,  for  he  could  call  it  nothing 
else.  The  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham had  made  a  statement  such  as  was 
fond  of  making,  a«  to  wbat  they  of  the 
majority  had  pledged  themselves  to  do 
when    before    their    constituents.       He 
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could  speak  for  himself.  He  knew  what 
he  told  his  constituents.  He  told  them 
that  Ireland  ought  to  pay  her  fair  pro- 
portion of  Imperial  taxation,  and  he 
fixed  tnat  proportion  at  l-53rd. 
[^LaughterJ]  Yes,  it  was  on  that  hasis 
he  was  elected  to  that  House.  He  based 
his  calculations  upon  the  figures  that  had 
been  alluded  to  that  afternoon  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  as  contained  in  an  article  by  Mr. 
Gifien.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  to  judge  from  his  speech  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  apparently 
thoiight  that  no  person  was  ever  actuated 
in  politics  by  any  but  selfish  and 
materialistic  motives.  But  he  believed 
with  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  the  people  of  England 
were  above  all  a  just  people,  and  he  was 
perfectly  content  that  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  should,  when  the  time 
came,  stake  the  success  of  his  cause  on 
his  appeal  to  the  cupidity  of  the  people. 
He  would  be  confident  in  basing  the 
success  of  his  cause  upon  an  appeal  to 
their  sense  of  justice. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  There  wai  one  thing  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
with  which  all  will  agree,  that  in  any 
scheme  for  establishing  Home  R^le  Ire- 
land should  be  asked  to  pay  only  her  fair 
proportion.  I  was,  however,  extremely 
astonished  by  the  hon.  Member's  idea  of 
that  proportion.  The  hon.  Member  told 
his  constituents  that  that  proportion  was 
l-53rd,  but  the  hon.  Member  is 
going  to  vote  for  the  Bill  in  which  the  fair 
proportion  is  put  down  at  1 -27th  or  l-28th. 
As  regards  the  other  argument  the  hon. 
Member  advanced — the  historical  argu- 
ment— I  confess  that  it  has  never  had 
any  effect  on  my  mind  ;  and  I  am  sur- 
prised at  the  efiect  it  has  on  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  could  never  understand  upon 
what  principle  an  excessive  amount  of 
money  should  be  exacted  from  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  in  favour  of  the 
taxpayers  of  Ireland,  because  at  the 
beginning  of  this  century  an  injustice 
was  inflicted  by  some  people  who  are 
dead  upon  others  in  Ireland  who  are  dead 
also.  The  finances  of  this  country  have 
for  a  long  period  of  this  century  been 


directed  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I 
believe  that  during  all  that  period,  at 
all  events,  Ireland  has  been  treated  not 
only  with  justice,  but  with  generosity  ; 
and  I  think  we  may  proceed  to  consider, 
if  partnership  between  the  two  countries 
is  to  be  dissolved,  what  financial  relations 
should  be  established  between  them,  just 
both  to  Ireland  and  the  British  taxpayer, 
in  a  calm  and  philosophic  spirit,  and 
even  with  some  amount  of  coldness  in 
the  arguments  we  may  address  to  each 
other.  We  have  all  listened  with  great 
interest  and  instruction  to  the  able  speech 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  ;  but  we  have  listened  to  it, 
too,  with  disappointment,  because  he  did 
not,  as  we  expected,  declare  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  Government  have 
proceeded  in  fixing  the  contribution  of 
Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Expenditure.  It 
is  generally  admitted  that  Ireland  ought 
to  contribute  something  to  the  Imperial 
charges  by  which  she  will,  to  some  extent, 
benefit,  and  the  first  thing  we  should 
address  ourselves  to  is  not  the  figures,  but 
the  principle,  on  which  we  are  going  to 
determine  what  is  a  fair  thing  for  the 
Irish  people  to  be  asked  to  pay.  We 
have  had  in  the  course  of  this  Home 
Rule  controversy  three  distinct  and  even 
antagonistic  plans  before  us,  of  which,  I 
must  say,  the  present  is  the  worst.  By 
the  Bill  of  1886  Ireland  was  to  pay  a 
definite  sum,  which  was  not  to  be 
altered  for  30  years,  but  was  to  be  liable 
to  reduction  upon  certain  contingencies. 
That  was  a  perfectly  intelligible  principle. 
It  was  the  only  possible  principle,  because 
under  the  Bill  of  1886  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  be  excluded  from  the  House,  and 
therefore  you  could  not  expect  from  them 
a  varying  contribution.  But  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  that  scheme,  for  it  has  passed 
into  the  realm  of  ancient  history.  In 
February  of  this  year  there  was  pro- 
pounded a  new  and  very  extraordinary 
scbeme.  It  was  that  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment should  possess  itself  of  the 
Customs  Duties  of  Ireland,  and  that  Ire- 
land should  pay  as  its  contribution  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  the  varying  produce, 
be  it  less  or  more,  of  these  Customs 
Duties.  I  was.  never  able  to  see  any 
principle  in  that  proposal.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  present  amount  of  the 
Customs  comes  very  nearly  to  the  net 
sum  which  Ireland  for  the  last  year  or 
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two  has  contributed  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue.  But  to  say  that  for  better  or 
for  worse  the  proceeds  of  a  particular 
tax  is  to  be  Ireland^s  contribution  to  the 
Imperial  Revenue  is  a  principle  which 
I  have  never  been  able  to  understand. 
The  principle  of  the  new  clause,  which  is 
the  third  scheme,  is  equally  unintelli- 
gible. It  is  based  on  the  principle  that 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the  Im- 
perial Expenditure  should  be  a  fraction  of 
her  Revenue.  But  why  should  the  con- 
tribution of  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer be  a  certain  fraction  of  her 
Revenue  ?  If  the  Imperial  Expenditure 
burdens  this  country,  why  should  it  not 
burden  Ireland  as  well  ?  If  the  Imperial 
Expenditure  is  to  be  increased,  why 
should  not  the  contribution  of  Ireland  be 
increased  also  ?  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  than  whom 
nobody  could  be  more  clear  and  explicit 
when  he  pleased,  passed  over  unnoticed 
and  unanswered  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham as  to  the  practical  inconvenience 
of  the  working  of  the  scheme.  I  will 
not  attempt  to  go  over  again  the  ground 
which  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  so 
excellently  traversed  ;  but  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  amounted 
to  this  :  that  if  this  principle  is  to  be 
carried  out  it  does  not  matter — it  makes 
no  difference — what  the  fraction  is  ; 
that  there  will  have  to  be  two  Budgets, 
an  Irish  Budget  and  a  British  Budget — 
and  that  there  will  be  the  greatest 
possible  confusion  in  dealing  with  the 
finances  of  both  countries.  Whenever 
there  is  a  change  in  taxation — and 
changes  must  constantly  be  made  in  the 
taxes,  unless  we  are  to  stereotype  the 
present  Imperial  taxation  for  the  six 
years  during  which  this  scheme  is  to 
last — there  will  inevitably  be  contro- 
versies between  the  Irish  Government 
and  the  British  Government,  and  between 
the  Irish  Members  sitting  in  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  and  the  British  Mem- 
bers. The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  did  not  condescend 
to  take  any  notice  whatever  of  that 
argument.  We  are  now  at  the  present 
moment  as .  ignorant  as  when  the  clause 
was  put  on  the  Paper  of  the  principle 
which  has  induced  the  Government  to 
make    the    contribution    of   Ireland   to 
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Imperial  charges  a  fraction  of  her  whole 
Revenue.  Now  comes  the  question, 
what  would  be  a  fair  contribution  for 
Ireland  to  pay  ?  The  answer  to  that 
is  that  Ireland  ought  to  contribute  the 
same  proportion  of  the  amount  of  her 
Revenue  which  Great  Britain  contri- 
butes to  Imperial  charges.  The  only 
fair  and  just  principle  on  which  you 
can  act  is  that  Ireland  must  contribute 
some  fraction  or  other  of  the  Imperial 
Expenditure,  and  that  contribution  must 
rise  and  fall  proportionately  with  the 
rise  and  fall  of  Imperial  Expenditure. 
Such  a  proposal  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  of  1886  would  be  monstrously  un- 
fair, because  the  Irish  Members  were 
excluded  from  the  Imperial  Parliament ; 
but  under  the  present  Bill  Ireland  will 
have  as  potent  a  voice  in  this  House  as 
the  Representatives  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales ;  and,  therefore,  they 
ought  to  contribute  an  equal  share  to- 
wards the  Expenditure,  which  is  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all  and  is  equally 
directed  by  all.  If  I  were  an  Irishman 
and  a  Home  Ruler  I  should  be  ashamed 
to  ask  that  Ireland  should  stand  on  a 
lower  pedestal  than  Great  Britain.  I 
would  insist  on  being  put  in  an  equal 
position  as  regards  Imperial  contributions, 
and  if  I  thought  I  had  any  claim  for 
past  injustice  I  would  demand  a  definite 
subsidy  from  Great  Britain  on  that 
account.  Then  comes  the  question, 
what  is  a  fair  quota  for  Ireland  to  pay  ? 
We  have  had  a  good  many  suggestions 
iu  the  course  of  this  discussion.  There 
was  the  Suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, which  was  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  1886.  It  was 
substantially  agreed  to  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  in  his 
speech  that  the  proportion  of  the  amount 
of  property  assessed  for  Death  Duties  in 
Ireland  to  the  amount  of  property  assessed 
in  Great  Britain  was  1-1 8th,  and 
as,  according  to  the  Prime  Minister,  thai 
is  the  best  test  of  the  tax-paying  powers 
of  a  country,  1-1 8th  would  be  the 
proper  quota  for  Ireland  to  pay  to 
Imperial  charges.  Another  eood  test  is 
the  savings  banks'  profits,  and  the  profits 
in  Ireland  are  l-19th  of  the  profits 
in  Great  Britain,  which  is  nearly  the 
same  proportion.     The  President  of  the 
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Local  Government  Board  quoted  Mr. 
Giffen's  arguments.  I  believe  that 
calculations  made  from  the  data  em- 
ployed by  Mr.  Giffen  are  extremely 
fallacious.  Tou  can  make  anything  you 
like  out  of  them.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  suppose  that  the 
cost  of  living  in  Ireland  was  equivalent 
to  the  cost  of  living  in  England.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  know  much  about  Ireland, 
but  I  see  an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland 
present  who  knows  that  I  once  en- 
deavoured to  learn  something  in  Ireland 
of  the  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ; 
and  though  I  should  not  wish  to 
dogmatise,  I  say  that  the  cost  of  living 
in  Ireland  is  very  much  less  than  the 
cost  of  living  in  England.  [Cn'e*  of 
"  No  !  "  from  Nationalist  Members,'] 
House  rents  are  much  cheaper  in  Ireland. 
The  working  man  in  Ireland  spends  less 
than  the  working  man  in  England  on 
house  rent.  ICries  of  "  No  !  "]  But  I 
am  not  competent  to  enter  into  a  con- 
troversy on  these  figure's  with  hon. 
Members  representing  Irish  constituencies. 
I  will  only  say  that  you  can  prove  any- 
thing by  these  figures,  and  the  arguments 
as  to  the  tax -paying  capacity  of  the 
country  derived  from  such  sources  are 
perfectly  worthless.  A  very  fair  test  of 
the  tax-paying  capacity  of  the  country 
is  the  actual  taxes  raised  when  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  two  countries  is  governed  by 
precisely  identical  laws.  Taxation  in 
this  country  does  not  greatly  oppress  the 
poor  man,  because  the  only  taxes  which 
the  working  man  pays  in  the  United 
Kingdom  are  those  upon  alcohol, 
tobacco,  and  tea.  In  fact,  the  only  tax 
which  is  a  really  oppressive  tax  on  the 
poor,  and  one  which  everybody  would 
like  to  see  remitted,  is  the  tax  on  tea. 
The  late  Lord  Derby  once  said  that  a 
working  man  who  did  not  drink  or  smoke 
paid  little  taxation.  With  a  uniform 
system  of  taxation  the  Revenue  which  is 
raised  in  Ireland  is  about  1-1 2th 
of  the  whole  Revenue  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  I  should,  therefore,  hesitate 
to  place  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland 
80  low  as  the  President  of  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board  does.  I  understand 
the  Government  to  say  the  present  con- 
tribution of  Ireland  to  Imperial  purposes 
ought  to  be  stereotyped  for  six  years. 
But  why  do  they  not  state  a  proportion 
which  would  rise  and  fall  with  the  Im- 
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perial  charges  instead  of  a  fixed  sum  ? 
The  Imperial  charges  fluctuate,  and 
before  the  end  of  the  six  years  there  may 
be  an  excess  or  a  deficit.  But  even  their 
own  principle  is  not  fairly  applied  by  the 
Government.  With  great  ingenuity  the 
Government  have  given  twice  over  to 
the  Irish  Exchequer  the  benefit  of  the 
£500,000  contribution  to  the  cost  of  the 
Police.  They  first  reckon  it  as  Irish 
instead  of  Imperial  Expenditure,  and  then 
they  use  it  over  again  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reducing  the  contribution  of 
Iceland  in  the  future  to  Imperial  charges. 
I  believe  that  all  Members  are  animated 
by  the  desire  that  strict  justice  should  be 
done,  if  a  scheme  can  be  devised  that 
will  do  justice  between  the  two  countries 
in  the  event  of  partnership  being  dis- 
solved. But  I  cannot  say  that  a  financial 
scheme  of  this  sort,  and  which  is  based  on  no 
principle  whatever,  and  which  has  nothing 
but  these  assumptions  and  mistaken 
calculations  of  figures  to  recommend  it  to 
the  Committee,  will  satisfy  the  House  or 
the  people  of  either  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland. 

•Mr.  LOUGH  (IsUngton,  W.)  said,  that 
there  was  one  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  with 
which  he  entirely  agreed,  and  that  was 
that  persons  should  not  dogmatise  about 
Ireland,  who  knew  nothing  of  the 
country,  and  who  were  not  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  Irish  life.  He  only 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

did  not  observe  that  rule  throughout  his 
speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  living  was  cheaper  in  Ireland 
than  in  England,  and  he  mentioned 
house  rents  as  an  illustration.  He  (Mr. 
Lough)  said  that  the  same  houses  were 
not  cheaper  in  Ireland  than  in  England. 
The  reason  rents  were  lower  in  Ireland 
was  that  a  great  many  of  the  people  had 
to  live  in  hovels  in  which  the  English 
people  would  not  keep  their  dogs,  and 
yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  taunted 
the  country 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  did  not  taunt  the 
country.  I  did  not  use  a  single  word  of 
the  nature  of  a  taunt. 

Mr.  lough  said,  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  as  the 
same  laws  of  taxation  applied  in  Great 
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Britain  and  Ireland  they  must  work  with 
equal  fairness  in  both  countries.  He 
denied  that  statement  altogether.  A  law 
which  might  be  fair  and  just  when  it 
was  applied  in  London  or  Manchester,  or 
over  the  whole  of  Great  Britain,  might 
be  perfectly  unjust  when  applied  to  the 
peasants  of  Connemara,,  and  it  was  that 
fact  which  gave  so  much  force  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Irish  Members  against 
the  financial  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
declared  that  the  share  which  Ireland 
must  contribute  to  the  Imperial  expenses 
must  not  be  a  fixed  sum,  but  must  rise 
and  fall  with  Imperial  Expenditure. 
That  would  be  a  fair  argument  enough 
if  Ireland  derived  the  same  advantages 
3A  Great  Britain  from  the  Imperial 
Expenditure.  But  Ireland  was  a  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which 
very  little  advantage  accrued  from  the 
Imperial  Expenditure,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  absurd  to  say  that  its  contribution 
should  go  up  and  down  with  that  Ex- 
penditure. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Giffen. 
That  was  a  very  bold  remark  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make,  for  Mr. 
Gifien  was  the  best  authority  on  this 
question,  and  his  figures  had  been  before 
the  country  since  1886,  and  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  controvert  them.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
London  University  had  said  that  it  was 
a  satisfaction  to  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men to  know  that  Ireland  had  had  in 
proportion  a  larger  representation  in  the 
House  than  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  an  unjust  system  of 
taxation  in  Ireland  was  not  balanced  by 
allowing  70  or  80  Irish  Members  to  sit  in 
the  House,  when  no  attention  was  paid 
to  whai  they  said  and  when  they  were 

subjected  to  insults  every  day [^Oppo^ 

siHon  cries  of  "  No  I  "J  Well,  he  had 
been  in  the  House  only  a  year,  and  he 
did  not  think  a  single  day  had  passed 
during  the  Sittings  of  the  House  on  which 
the  Irish  Members  had  not  been  insulted. 
He  saw  opposite  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunder- 
8on),  who  was  one  of  the  greatest 
offenders  in  that  way,  and  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
bear  out  the  truth  of  what  he  said. 
However,  his  point  was  that  an  unjust 
system  of  taxation  was  not  balanced  by 

Mr.  Lough 


extra  representation  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  also 
said  that  the  remission  of  amounts  due 
by  Ireland  proved  the  fairness  and 
liberality  of  England  towards  Ireland  in 
the  past. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  said  exactly 
the  reverse. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  forgets  what  he  did 
say.  I  took  his  words  down.  He  dis- 
tinctly said  that  the  remissions  of  taxation 
in  Ireland  proved  the  fairness  and 
liberality  of  England  in  the  past. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  referred  to  the 
representation  of  Ireland  in  this  House, 
and  distinctly  said  that  we  could  not  ex- 
pect Ireland  to  contribute  in  the  same 
proportion. 

Mr.  LOUGH  :  Then  the  right  hon. 

Baronet  admits  that  I  have  quoted  him 

correctly  on  this  point  of  the  remissions, 

I  say  it  does  not  follow,  because 
England  has  given  large  remissions  to 
Ireland  in  times  of  famine,  that  the 
system  of  taxation  is  just. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  did  not  say  that 
either. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  pardon.  I  took  down  his 
words. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  merely  used  it 
as  an  illustration  of  the  fact  that  we  had 
dealt  fairly  and  liberally  with  Ireland  in 
the  past. 

Mr.  lough  said,  his  point  was  that 

the  remissions  of  those  sums  in  times  of 

famine  proved  nothing  of  the  kind.     A 

fair  and  liberal  way  of  treating  Ireland 

would  be  by  taking  all  the  circumstances 

of  Ireland  into  account,   and   trying  to 

devise  a  fiscal  system  which  the  people 

could  bear  and  not  a  fiscal  system  which 

constantly  led  to  famine,  and  then  when 
the  famine  arose  to  give  large  remissions. 
Another  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  that,  whilst  England  con- 
tributed two-thirds  of  her  Revenue  to 
Imperial  resources,  Ireland  contributed 
only  one-third  of  her  Revenue.  The 
answer  to  that  was  simple.  It  was 
because  there  was  such  an  extravagant 
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administration  in  Ireland — a  matter  for 
which  the  people  were  not  at  all  to  blame- 
that  all  the  taxes  were  used  up  in  the 
country,  and  that  onlj  this  very  small 
portion  remained  for  Imperial  purposes. 
Of  the  £  10,000,000  of  taxation  contributed 
by  Scotland  only  £3,250,000  went  in 
local  expenditure,  and  the  remainder 
towards  Imperial  charges,  while  of  the 
£7,600,000  raised  in  Ireland  over 
£5,000,000  were  devoted  to  local 
expenditure.  One  other  remark  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  said 
they  were  going  to  alter  the  whole 
relations  of  Ireland  to  Great  Britain, 
and  that,  therefore,  though  they  had  been 
liberal  to  Ireland  in  the  past,  they  could 
not  be  liberal  to  her  under  Home  Rule. 
He  begged  leave  to  disclaim  that  argu- 
ment in  toto.  The  Government  were 
trying  to  unite  the  Empire  more  strongly 
together;  and  therefore,  instead  of  being 
lees  liberal  to  Ireland,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  suggested,  they  ought  to  be 
more  liberal  towards  her.  He  considered 
that  the  discussion  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  engaged  went  to  the  very  root 
of  the  situation;  and  unless  they  managed 
to  arrive  at  a  good  solution  of  these 
questions,  the  great  policy  which  the 
Government  had  in  hand  would  not  be  a 
success,  but  a  failure. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Conmiittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

IRISH  EDUCATION  ACT   (1892)  AMEND- 
MENT (No.  2  )  BILL.— (No.  297.) 
COMMITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
irhat  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  chief  SECBETAEY  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  was  assented  to  by  the 
Xieader  of  the  Opposition,  especially  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  approved  of  by 
the  right  hon.  (gentleman  the  Member 


for  North  Leeds.     The  Bill  is  intended 

to    remedy    some  difficulties  discovered 

by  experience  in  the  working  of  the  Act 

of  1892,  which  was  brought  in  by  the 

right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member   for 

North  Leeds  for  improving  the  facilities 

for  acquiring  sites. 

\ 
Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  the  Third  Reading  to  be 
taken  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  J.  Morley.) 

Mr.  CARSON  (DubUn  University) :  I 
object. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

WATER    PROVISIONAL   ORDER    (No.    2) 
BILL.-(No.  338.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION    (LONDON,    No.    2)    BILL 
[Zor<i#].— (No.  419.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION     (SCHOOL 
ATTENDANCE)  BILL.— (No.  241.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee   report    Progress ;    to    sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  That 
they  had  added  the  foUdwing  Members 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade 
(including  Agriculture  and  Fishing), 
Shipping  and  Manufactures :  Mr.  William 
Abraham  (Cork,  N.E.),  Mr.  Asher, 
Sir  Walter  Foster,  and  Sir  George 
Trevelyan. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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TAXATION  (GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  IRE- 
LAND). 
Return  presented, — ^relative  thereto 
[ordered  17th  July  ;  Mr.  Chamberlain]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  344.] 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  7th  July,  1893,  declaring  that 
George  Grahan^  Labourer,  Royal  Gun 
Factory,  War  Office,  was  appointed 
without  a  Civil  Service  Certificate 
through  inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the 
Head  of  his  Department  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869,  AND 
AMENDING  ACTS,  AND  WELSH  INTBR- 
MBDIATE  EDUCATION  ACT,  1889. 

Copy  presented, — of  Scheme  for  the 
management  of  the  Funds  applicable  out 
of  the  County  Rate  and  moneys  provided 
by  Parliament,  and  out  of  the  Local 
Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties, 
to  the  Intermediate  and  Technical  Educa- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  the  County  of 
Cardigan,  in  the  matter  of  the  Founda- 
tion called  the  Free  School  of  the  county 
town  of  Cardigan  (including  the  Charity 
of  Letitia  Comwallis),  and  in  the  matter 
of  "  The  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Act,  1889,"  "The  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  1890,*'  and 
in  the  matter  of  "  The  Endowed  Schools 
Act,  1869,''  and  Amending  Acts  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  345.] 

SEAL   FISHERY  (NORTH  PACIFIC)  ACT* 

1893. 

Copy  pre8ented,^-of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  4th  July,  1893,  entitled  ''  The  Seal 
Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Order  in  Council, 
1893"  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copy  presented,— of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finance, 
No.  1264  (Jeddah)  [by  Command]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

REVOLVERS  (DEATHS  AND  INJURIES). 

Address  for  *'  Returns  giving  par* 
ticulars  of  cases  treated  for  Revolver  or 
Pistol  wounds  in  hospitals  during  the 
years  1890,  1891,  and  1892" : 

*'  Of  inquests  held  during  the  same 
period  on  the  bodies  of  persons  killed  by 
the  discharge  of  Revolvers  or  Pistols  "  : 

'^  And  the  number  of  persons  sentenced 
to  death  in  each  of  the  aforesaid  years 
for  murder  committed  by  means  of 
Revolvers." — {Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone.) 

EVENING     SITTING. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
'^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Imperial  Taxation. — Resolution. 
Mr.   PROVAND    (Glasgow,   Black- 
friars)  :  I  rise  to  ask  the  House  to  accept 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name — 

"That  a  Select  Committae  be  appointed  to 
coDBider  the  financial  reUtions  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer." 

In  support  of  this  Motion  I  may  refer  to 
the  discussions  that  take  place  annually 
in  this  House  .upon  the  Estimates,  and 
also  at  other  times,  when  not  only  Mem- 
hers  from  one  part  of  the  country,  bat 
Members  from  different  parts  of  the 
country 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present : — 


Honse  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
Nine  o'clock  till  Konday 


s: 
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would  be  convenient  to  him.-  My  noble 
Frieod  replied  that,  so  far  as  he  knew,  the 
date  would  be  quite  convenient  to  Her 
Majesty's  Governmeut.  I  have  just  had 
a  private  communication  from  my  noble 
Friend  in  which  he  regrets  his  inability 
to  be  present,  and  adds  that  he  is  at  this 
moment  labouring  under  somewhat  severe 
indisposition.  It  is  distasteful  to  me, 
as  it  would  be  to  any  one  of  your  Lord- 
ships, to  criticise  the  action  of  an  impor- 
tant Member  of  the  Government  like  the 
Viceroy  of  Ireland  in  his  absence.  I  am 
aware  that  in  ordinary  circumstances,  in 
Ilis  Excellency's  absence,  we  should  look 
to  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  answer  any  question  or  give 
any  information  we  may  require  ;  but  we 
have  to  remember  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  entirely  free  agents 
in  this  matter.  Unfortunately,  they  are 
bound  hand  and  foot  to  a  section  of  their 
supporters  in  the  other  House,  by  whose 
authority  and  by  whose  support 
thev  live  and  move  and  have  their 
being,  and  without  whom  probably 
they  could  not  continue  as  a  Government. 
I  venture  to  think  that  much  of  the 
action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  which 
we  now  have  to  complain  must  have  been 
repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  my  noble 
Friend  and  to  noble  Lords  opposite,  and 
I  am  quite  willing  to  give  them  every 
credit  for  the  difficulty  of  the  position  in 
which  they  now  find  themselves  placed 
with  reference  to  the  government  of 
Ireland.  The  Notice  I  have  placed  on 
the  Paper  will,  I  think,  sufficiently  ex- 
plain the  object  I  have  in  view.  I  wish 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  refer- 
ence to  the  rejection  and  refusal  of 
addresses  in  Ireland.  Briefly  stated,  the 
accusation  is  this :  that,  whereas  some 
few  months  ago  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
declined  to  accept  addresses  proposed  to 
be  presented  to  him  by  the  loyal  inhabi- 
tants and  Unionists  of  Dublin,  on  subse- 


NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B., 
K.C.S.I.,  CLE.,  Agent  and  Consul- 
Greneral  in  Egypt,  a  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary in  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic 
Service,  having  been  created  Baron 
Cromer  of  Cromer  in  the  county  of  Nor- 
folk— ^Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Lord  Calthorpe — ^after  the  death  of  his 
brother. 

MABRIAGE    OF   HIS   ROYAL  HIGHNESS 
THE  DUKE  OF  YORK. 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  reported.  That 
his  Grace  and  the  Duke  of  Westminster 
waited  on  Their  Royal  Highnesses  the 
Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  with  the 
message  of  the  14th  instant,  and  that 
Their  Royal  Highnesses  had  returned 
the  following  answer,  viz.  : — 

My  Lords, 

We  thank  you  for  the  message 
by  which  you  have  expressed  to  us 
your  congratulations  on  the  marriage 
of  our  dear  son. 

We  are  glad  to  feel  that  an  event 
80  full  of  happiness  to  ourselves  is  a 
cause  of  rejoicing  to  you,  and  that 
the  sentiments  and  the  interests  of 
our  Family  and  those  of  the  Nation 
are  the  same. 

THE  VICEROY  OF  IRELAND  AND  IRISH 

UNIONISTS. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  CADOGAN  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  what  principle 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
had  acted  with  reference  to  the  accept- 
ance or  refusal  of  addresses  to  His 
Excellency  ?  He  said  :  My  Lords,  be- 
fore asking  the  question  I  wish  to  express 
my  very  sincere  regret  at  the  absence  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Viceroy  of  Ireland. 
When  I  placed  this  Notice  on  the  Paper 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  communicate 
privately  with  my  noble  Friend,  and  I 
asked   him  whether   the  day  suggested 
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quent  occasions,  and  as  I  believe  without 
any  exception,  my  noble  Friend  has, 
although  he  constantly  deprecated  allu- 
sions in  such  addresses  to  political  sub- 
jects, accepted  and  received  them.  I  will 
briefly  state  to  your  Lordships  the  facts 
as  they  have  arisen.  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
arrived  in  Dublin  in  1892.  At  that  time 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  and  the 
authorities  at  Kingstown,  after  debates 
and  divisions,  decided  that  they  would 
not  pay  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  usual 
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compliment  of  an  address.  A  few  days 
afterwards,  however,  the  Dublin  Chamber 
of  Commerce  resolved  to  present  an 
address  to  His  Excellency,  and  they  sent 
a  copy  of  it  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  requesting  that  His  Lordship 
would  receive  it.  A  few  lines  of  that 
correspondence  will  show  exactly  the 
position  in  which  the  matter  stood.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Dublin  Chamber  of 
Conamerce  forwarded  to  Major  Jekyll, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Secretary,  the 
address  it  was  proposed  to  present.  They 
first  of  all  proposed  to  assure  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  of  their  loyal 
devotion  to  Her  Majesty's  person  and 
Throne,  and  their  attachment  to  the  Con- 
stitution, and  concluded — 

"  We  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  declare  our  con- 
viction that  the  maintenance  of  the  legislative 
Union  now  existing  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  is  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  Ireland." 

That  is  the  only  allusion  in  the  address 
which  might  be  considered  to  bear  on 
contemporary  politics.  In  the  reply  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  I 
find  the  following  paragraph  : — 

"His  Excellency,  however,  observes  with 
regret  that  the  address  contains  allusions  to 
matters  of  a  controversial  kind  which,  in  his 
opinion,  render  it  impossible  for  him  to  receive  it 
in  its  present  form." 

Then,  my  Lords,  the  committee  of  the 
Methodist  Church  also  desired  to  present 
an  address,  which  declared  their  belief 
that  the  legislative  Union  so  long  exist- 
ing between  England  and  Ireland  should 
be  preserved  inviolate.  Again,  Major 
Jekyll  replied — 

"  It  is  with  great  regret  that  he  (the  I^ord  Lieu- 
tenant) finds  coupled  with  the  loyal  expressions 
which  your  committee  desire  to  tender  to  him 
as  the  Queen*s  Representative  declarations  of 
opinion  upon  matters  of  acute  Party  controversy, 
which  precludes  him  from  receiving  the  addr^ 
in  the  form  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  be 
presented." 

Your  Lordships  will  see  that  on  the 
ground  alone  of  these  two  allusions  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Union,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  declined  to  receive  these 
addresses.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  has  ever  been  the^custom  to 
refuse  to  receive  addresses  ooi  similar 
grounds.  I  do  not  say  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  not  be  justified  in 
departing  from  precedent  if  he  thought 
it  wise  to  do  so,  but  there  is  oneVpoint 
of  enormous  importance  in  this  d^cus- 
sioD.     In   my   view,  the  Constitu^onal 
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objection  is  one  which  it  was  hardly  within 
the  power  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
take.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  is  the  Representative  of 
the  Sovereign,  is  morally,  if  not  legally, 
bound  to  administer  the  law  as  he  finds 
it.  When  my  noble  Friend  went  to 
Ireland  he  found  the  Union  existing 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  It 
may  have  been  his  opinion  that  the 
Union  should  no  longer  exist,  but  I  sub- 
mit to  the  House  that  as  long  as  that 
Union  exists  there  could  be  nothing 
in  any  address  expressing  loyalty  to 
that  Union  to  justify  their  rejection. 
If  any  partiality  is  to  be  shown,  surely 
it  is  not  unreasonable  to  say  that 
Her  Majesty's  Representative  should  re- 
ceive addresses  expressing  loyalty  to  the 
law  as  it  exists,  and  should  reject  those 
which  touch  upon  controversial  subjects; 
in  other  words,  which  suggest  alterations 
in  the  law.  I  now  pass  on  as  briefly  as 
possible  to  state  exactly  what  happened. 
After  having  declined  to  accept  addresses 
from  these  two  loyal  Bodies,  His  Excel- 
lency proceeded  on  a  tour  in  the  West 
and  South  of  Ireland  ;  but  I  will  confine 
myself,  in  the  remarks  I  have  to  make, 
to  the  larger  towns  he  visited.  The  first 
place  I  will  mention  is  MuUingar,  where 
two  addresses  containing  political  allu- 
sions were  presented.  The  first  was 
from  the  Rev.  Father  Drum,  and  the 
following  is  an  extract  from  it : — 

"While  we  admire  in  you  a  distinguished 
scholar  and  a  man  of  letters,  we  greet  Tour 
Excellency  more  particularly  as  a  bearer  of  a 
message  of  peace  and  justice  to  our  country 
from  Her  Majesty's  present  Government.  The 
English  nation  believes  the  time  has  come  when, 
as  a  matter  of  right  and  justice,  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  b^  intrusted  with  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs.  The  Irish  nation  be- 
lieves that  the  Home  Rule  Bill  at  present  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons,  when  passed  into 
law,  will  largely  contribute  to  the  peace  and 
stability  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  to  the  de- 
velopment of  the  natural  resources  of  our  own 
country.  The  noble  exertions  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  promoting  this  measure  of  peace  and  justice 
must  ever  meet  with  our  grateful  recognition.** 

And  a  similar  passage  occurred  in  another 
address.  It  is  fair  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant that  I  should  read  to  the  Bouse 
his  dignified  protest  against  such  allu- 
sions— 

"  It  is,  however,  my  duty  now  to  allude  to 
what  I  may  call  the  political  part  of  the  ad- 
dresB  which  you  have  been  so  good  as  to  present 
to  me.  I  cannot  affect  to  be  surnrised  at  find- 
ing political  allusions  in  these  aadreesea.  The 
sunject  is  one  that  you  have  greatly  at  heart, 
and,  as  I  say,  I  am  net  surprised  at  the  warm 
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a   very   stormy,    lively,   and  interesting 
debate  took  place,  chiefly  as  to  whether 
some  sentences  which  partook  of  a  loyal 
character  in  the  draft  address  should  be 
expunged.     After  many  hours'  discussion 
it  was  agreed,  on  a  division,  that  all  loyal 
expressions  should  be  expunged  from  this 
address.     So   impressed  was   the  Mayor 
of  Cork  with  this  result  that  after  the 
division  he  expressed  his  opinion  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  His  Excellency 
to   receive   such    an   address.     But  the 
address  was  received  on  the  very  evening 
of  the  day  on  which  the  discussion  took 
place.     It  is  impossible  to  believe  that 
the  Lord   Lieutenant  had  not  been  in- 
formed of  the  discussion.     He  must  have 
known  that  the  absence  of  any  allusions 
of  a  loyal  character  did  not  arise  from 
any  oversight  or  any  desire  for  brevity, 
but  was  the  result  of  the  decision  which 
had  been  arrived  at  by  the  Corporation. 
There  were  no  political  allusions  in  the 
address  ;  but  I  think,  if  there  is  to  be 
any    discrimination   as   to  the  addresses 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  receive 
or    reject,    that    that   was   an   occasion 
on  which  the   Lord   Lieutenant  ought, 
by    refusal     to     receive     the     address, 
to  have  marked  in  some  sense  his  opinion 
of  the  proceedings  of  which  the  address 
was   the   result.      At    Queenstown    the 
Town  Commissioners  and  the  Board  of 
Guardians  presented  addresses  containing 
political  allusions.     These  allusions  were 
deprecated  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but 
he  accepted  them,  and  so  it  goes  on,  my 
Lords  ;  but  I   will  not  weary  the  House 
by    going  further  into  the  history  of  the 
tour.     I   think  I  have  said  enough,  and 
laid  before  the  House  sufficient  facts,  to 
support  to  some  extent  the  accusations 
which  I  have  made — first  of  all,  that  there 
has  been  inequality  and  injustice  in  the 
conduct   of   the    Lord    Lieutenant   with 
regard  to  these  addresses  ;  and,  secondly, 
that  where  addresses  have  been  rejected 
they   have  been   addresses    from  Bodies 
who  not  only  have  been  loyal,  but  whose 
only  fault  has  been  that  they  have  made 
allusions  to  the  Union  under  which  they 
are  now  existing.     I  have  put  my  Notice 
in  the  form  of  a  question,  and  I  sincerely 
trust   the   Government   will   not   refuse 
some  explanation   of  facts  which  are,  I 
think,  indisputable.     We  certainly  hare 
not    had    much    encouragement   to    ask 
questions    on    the    subject    of    Ireland. 
Many    noble   Lords   from    Ireland  have 
repeatedly    asked     for    information    on 
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and    picturesque  manner  in  which  you  have 
alluded  to  it.     If  you  ha^l  failetl  to  do  so,  your 
hostile  critics  might  take  the  omission  as   a 
paark  of  supposed  indiflference  on  your  part,  but 
in  this  matter  there  is  nothing  couhl  be  more 
certain  than  that,  holding  the  office  I  do  in  this 
country,  I  am  Constitutionally  debarre<l  from 
discussing,  or  even  alluding  to,  a  measure  of  a 
political  character,  such  as  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment Bill,  while  it  is  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.      That  is  a  disability  which  rests 
U{>on  me  as  representing  the  Crown,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  it  goes  further.     It  prevents  me  from 
receiving  officially  on  public  occasions  like  this 
expressions    of     political    opinion    upcm    this 
measure.     There  are    other    means    by   which 
your  wishes,  if  it  was  thought  desirable,  can  be 
brought  under  the    notice    of   Parliament.     I 
particularly  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I  en- 
tirely appreciate  the  motives  that  induced  you 
to  make  these  allusions,  and  I  do  not  attach  the 
smallest    blame  to  anybody  here  for  making 
them.     Your    addresses    have    been  somewhat 
recently  placed  in  my  hands,  or  I  would  have 
taken  other  means  to  express  my  views,  but  I 
am   not   sorry   to    have    this   o[)port unity    of 
making    a    public    appeal    to    iieople   of    all 
Parties   in    all    places     I    will     visit    during 
my     present    journey,    to    their   good    sense 
and   to    their    self-restraint,   and,  in  courtesy 
towanls  myself,  to  prevent  the  necessity  for  re- 
peating my  views  on  this  subject,  as  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  which  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt. 
I  am  confident  that  I  will  not  be  misunderstoofl 
and  that  you  will  receive  what  I  liave  said  in 
the  same  spirit  of  goodwill  in  which  I  have 
said  it." 

Nothing  could  be  better  as  a  protest  or 
as  a  speech  in  deprecation  of  the  para- 
graphs contained  in  these  addresses  than 
the  words  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     The 
noble  Lord  repeated  this  protest  in  reply 
to  a  whcle  series  of  similar  addresses  ; 
but  what  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  is  that  in  spite  of  that,  at 
every    single    place,    he    received     the 
addresses.     The  only  addresses  which  he 
is  known  to  have  refused  to  receive  on 
account  of  their  political  allusions  were 
the  two  loyal  addresses  proposed  to  be 
presented  to  him  in  Dublin.     I  will  men- 
tion a  few  other  instances,  assuring  noble 
Lords  opposite  that  I  have  chapter  and 
verse  for  them  in  what  I  may  call  the 
organ  of  the  Government,  The  Freeman's 
Journal,     At  Galway  the  addresses  from 
the  local  branch  of  the  Irish  National 
Federation  contained  political  allusions  ; 
at    Limerick   the  Mayor   in   his   speech 
alluded  to  the  political  situation,  and  an 
address  was  presented  which  discussed 
one  of  the  clauses   of  the    Home   Rule 
Bill ;  and  atTralee  the  address  from  the 
Commissioners  contained   political  allu- 
sions.    On  the  day  on  which  the  Lord 
X^ieutenant  was  expected  to  arrive  the 
Oorporation  of  Cork  held  a  sitting,  and 
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various  subjects  couoected  with  that 
country,  and  the  replies  which  have  been 
furnished  have,  to  say  the  least,  not  been 
very  satisfactory.  I  trust  on  this  occasion 
to  hear  something  that  will  be,  to  a 
certain  extent,  satisfactory.  We  have 
had  a  great  deal  to  complain  of  during 
the  past  few  months  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  towards  the 
loyal  minority  in  Ireland,  and  I  have  very 
little  doubt  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  left  to  their  own  devices,  spurred 
and  urged  on  as  they  are  by  their 
political  masters,  that  there  is  worse  still, 
in  store  for  the  Unionists  of  Ireland. 
But  whatever  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  do,  to  whatever  depths  of 
degradation  their  present  position  may 
lead  them,  I,  for  one,  must  strongly  pro- 
test against  the  Representative  of  the 
Sovereign  being  involved  in  a  course  of 
action  which  I  can  only  describe  as  dis- 
honest, dishonourable,  and  discreditable 
to  all  concerned. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Earl  Spencer)  :  My  Lords,  1 
rise  to  answer  the  question  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  put  to  me  in  regard  to 
addresses  which  have  been  presented  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  First  of 
all,  I  should  like  to  sav  that  I  waited 
with  considerable  curiosity  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  because  he  will 
agree  that  it  is  a  very  unusual  course  to 
take  to  criticise  or  bring  under  discussion 
the  question  of  addresses  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  his  replies  to 
them.  With  regard  to  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  I  regret  very  much  to 
hear  that  he  is  unwell,  but  I  do  not 
understand  that  he  or  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  put  his  absence  from  his  place 
to-night  on  that  ground.  He  put  it,  as 
we  know,  deliberately  on  other  grounds. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  It  is  rather  a 
delicate  matter.  In  the  first  letter  I 
received  from  my  noble  Friend  he  said 
that  the  date  I  suggested  would  be,  as 
far  as  ho  knew,  quite  convenient.  I 
reeeive<l  another  letter  yesterday  morning 
from  my  noble  Friend.  It  was  marked 
"  private,"  and  I  hardly  know  whether  I 
ought  to  quote  it  in  this  House,  but  in  it 
he  most  distinctly  told  me,  much  to  my 
regret,  that  he  was  indisposed. 

Earl  SPE^'CER  :  I  only  expressed 
my  regret  that  such  was  the  case ;  but 
the  Government  are  quite  prepared  to 
take  on  themselves  the  responsibility  of 
having  advised  the  Lonl  Lieutenant  not 
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to  take  part  in  this  Debate,  and  I  will 
give  my  reasons  for  it.     I  do  not  say  it 
has  been  the  invariable  practice,  but  it 
has    been    for     many    years    past    the 
usual    practice,    for    Lord    Lieutenants 
of     Ireland     not     to     take      part      in 
political  Debates  in  this  House.     I  am 
aware  that  there  have  been  exceptions. 
There  was  a  notable   exception  in   the 
time  of  the  noble  Marquess,  at  which  I 
was  very  much  surprised.     I  refer  to  the 
time   when    Lord    Carnarvon    was    the 
organ  for  declaring  the  Irish  policy  of 
the   Government   in   this   House.      But 
that  was  quite  contrary  to  practice,  and 
I   will  broadly  state  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  it  has  not  been  the  policy  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  as  the  Representative 
of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  to  take  part  in 
political  Debates  in  this  House.     On  one 
occasion  Lord  Clarendon  took  part  in  a 
Debate,  and  defended  himself  in  a  par- 
ticular  case — the   supersession  of   Lord 
Roden  ;  and  I  myself  engaged  in  a  dis- 
cussion, either  on  the  Church  Bill  or  the 
Land  Bill ;  but  I  was  very  young  to  the 
office  then,  and  I  always  repented  having 
done  so.     I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  I 
stand  in  a  very  good  position  with  regard 
to  that  circumstance,  and  I  frankly  admit 
I  have  learned  from  experience  it  was 
most  undesirable,  considering  the  respon- 
sible position  the  Lord  Lieutenant  occu- 
pies, in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  has  to 
come   into   contact     with    men    of    the 
opposite  side,  that  he  should  take  part  in 
political  discussion  in  this  House.     That 
is  an  opinion   which   I   have  held  since 
1872  ;  I  adhere  to  it,  and  believe   it  to 
be  absolutely  right.     The  present  Lord 
Lieutenant   consulted   my  noble   Friend 
the  Leader  of  this  House  on  the  subject, 
and   he   advised   him   that    it   was    not 
desirable  to  break  what  the  Government 
considered  was  the  wise  usage   in  this 
matter.      I   was   also   consulted,   and    I 
agreed   with    the   advice   given    to    the 
Lord  Lieutenant.     The  Lord  Lieutenant 
immediately   acquiesced    in    that    vieiv. 
He  wrote   to   me   stating   that  he  con- 
sidered it  was  most  undesirable  that  the 
Lord      Lieutenant,      unless      absolutely 
obliged   to  do   so,  should   take   part    iu 
political   discussions    in   this   House.      I 
thought  it  was  due  to  him  to  say  this,  as 
I  thought  your  Lordships  might  think 
he  had   shown   a   want   of  courtesy   or 
disregard  of  the  gravity  of  the  accusation 
made  against  him  if  he  did  not  come. 
When  my  conduct  was  called  in  question 
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with  regard  to  the  supersession  of  Lord 
Rossmore    on    the   Commission    of   the 
Peace    for    the  County    Monaghan,   an 
attack  was  made  directly  upon  me  by  a 
learned    and    distinguished    Member   of 
your    Lordships'    House,    Lord    Cairns. 
That  case  was  almost  on  a  par  with  the 
case  of  Lord  Clarendon  ;  but  the  Cabinet 
of  the  day  thought  it  inadvisable  that  1 
should  take  part  in  the  discussion,  and 
my  defence  was,  therefore,  left  to  Lord 
Carlingford,  who  was  then  Lord  Privy 
Seal.     I  do  not  think  any  rigid  rule  can 
be  laid  down  as  to  how  addresses  are  to 
be   answered   or   how   addresses   are  to 
be  received  by  Viceroys  in  Ireland.     One 
Viceroy  may  take  a  different  view  from 
another,  and  the  circumstances  of  each 
address  must  also  be  considered.     There- 
fore, I  am  quite  clear  that  no  rigid  rule 
can   be  laid  down   as   to  what  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  can  receive  or  as  to  what  he 
can   reject,  nor  can   any  rigid   rule   be 
laid  down  as  to  what  is  required  in  such 
addresses.     I  have  heard  from  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Lieutenant,  and  he  says  tliat 
in  the  addresses  of  the  Dublin  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  of  the  Methodists  in 
Ireland  there  were  allusions  to  the  poli- 
tical controversy  that  was  going  on  in 
Parliament,   to   which    the    Lord   Lieu- 
tenant    made     objection.      The     Lord 
Lieutenant  said  there  were  three  courses 
open    to   him.      He   might   receive   the 
address  and  pass  over  such  allusions  in 
silence ;    he   might   receive   the  address 
and  give  his  views  upon  it ;  or  he  might 
send    back    the   address   and    ask   for  a 
re-consideration  of  its  terms.     The  Lord 
Lieutenant  deliberately  adopted  the  third 
course.     He  considered  that  there  were 
two   kinds   of  addresses,   and   that   the 
ordinary  addresses,  such   as   those   pre- 
sented to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  when  he  makes  a 
tour,  are   to   be  distinguished  from  the 
addresses  presented  to  him  on  his  first 
arrival  in  Dublin.     The  latter  are  con- 
gratulatory   addresses ;    and    when    he 
entered  upon  the  Viceroyalty  he  had  no 
desire   to    discuss   questions    which    he 
knew  excited  strong  opposition  in  Ire- 
land.     He    therefore   desired    to   avoid 
discussing  addresses    which  touched  on 
the  burning  question  of  Home  Rule.    He 
was  quite  aware  that  some  of  his  Prede- 
cessors had  replied  to  similar  references, 
and  had  dealt  with  them  in  no  measured 
terms.      The  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
Lord  Zetland,  had  a  reference  to  the  sub- 


ject,  and   replied   at  length,  in  such  a 
manner  as  he  might  have  replied  in  Par- 
liament  on    the   subject.     The    present 
Lord    Lieutenant   does   not  criticise   or 
object  to  hia  Predecessor's  action  ;  but  if 
he  answers  addresses,  he  claims  a  free 
hand  with  regard  to  the  views  he  holds 
upon  the  same  questions.     Some  deputa- 
tions who  were  to  present  addresses — 
notably    Trinity  College — willingly  fell 
in  with  the  suggestion  to  eliminate  from 
their  addresses  the  references  to  Home 
Rule.     I  now  come  to  the  tour  of  Lord 
Houghton  made  in  the  South  and  West. 
The  noble  Earl,  who  alwavs  shows  fair- 
ness  in  these  matters,  drew  a  distinction 
between   addresses   received  from  large 
and  small  cities  through  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant   might    pass.     I   agree   that 
there  is   a   marked  distinction    between 
those  and  addresses  sent  beforehand  to 
be  considered  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  first  place  he  stopped  at  was  Mul- 
lingar.     He  had  not  had  an  opportunity ' 
of  receiving  the  addresses  from  MuUingar ; 
and  when  they  were  put  into  his  hand  as 
he  was  going  by  the  train,  he  considered 
it  was  best,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
allow   those  addresses  to   be  presented, 
and  that  he  should  reply  to  them  in  a 
way  which  would  show  during  the  rest 
of  his  tour  what  were  his  wishes.     The 
noble  Earl  has  very  fairly  admitted  that 
that  reply  was  dignified  and  proper.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  tells  me  that  after  the 
expression   of   his   desire   that   political 
allusions    with   reference   to    a    subject 
under  consideration  in  Parliament  should 
not   be  made   in   addresses,   his   wishes 
were,  with  some  few  exceptions,  com- 
plied  with.     I  do   not   know    how    the 
noble     Lord      could      avoid      receiving 
addresses     as     he    went     through    the 
countrv  :  and  had  he  refused  addresses 
because  there  were  omissions  or  because 
they    contained    political    allusions,    he 
would  have  done  much  more  barm  than 
good  by  his  refusal.     The  noble  Earl  did 
not  criticise  the  address  presented  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  at  Cork,  but  he  criticised 
the  omissions.     He  drew   a   distinction 
between  questions  which  are  matters  in 
controversy  before  Parliament  and  ques- 
tions which  are  not  before  Parliament, 
or  which  are  intimately  connected  with 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  I  did  not  men- 
tion questions  like  the  release  of  the 
prisoners,    and   other   matters    which    I 


283         The  Viceroy  of  Ireland        {LORDS}  and  Irish  Unionists.  284 


might  have  dealt  with,  which  might  be 
considered  to  be  Executive  matters. 

Earl  SPENCER:  If  the  noble 
Earl  did  not,  there  have  been  very 
severe  criticisms,  because  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  received  addresses  in  which 
amnesty,  evicted  tenants,  and  one  or  two 
other  subjects  have  been  mentioned.  I 
had  a  very  long  experience  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  never  stayed  at  home  in 
Dublin.  I  visited  every  part  of  the 
country,  and  wherever  I  went  questions 
of  political  amnesty  were  always  brought 
forward.  I  did  not  refuse  to  receive 
addresses  on  that  subject,  because  I 
thought  it  was  within  the  legitimate  right 
of  every  subject  of  Her  Majesty  to  bring 
forward  a  question  of  that  sort.  Other 
subjects  of  local  interest  were  continually 
raised — subjects  on  which  there  was 
considerable  difference  of  opinion — and  I 
never  hesitated  to  state  my  opinion,  if  I 
thought  it  desirable,  as  opposed  to  the 
views  of  those  who  brought  forward 
these  addresses.  Now  I  come  to  the 
gravamen  of  the  charge  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  made — that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
received  an  address  in  which  no  allusion 
whatever  was  made  to  Her  Majesty. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  From  which 
such  an  allusion  had  been  struck  out. 

Earl  SPENCER  :  I  was  going  to 
refer  to  the  other  point,  which  is  a 
matter  of  notoriety.  On  the  day  of  the 
arrival  of  the  Enchantress  in  the  harbour 
of  Queenstown  a  discussion  had  taken 
place  in  the  local  Town  Council,  and  by 
a  majority  words  of  loyalty  towards  Her 
Majesty  were  omitted  from  the  address. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  The  words  were 
expunged. 

Earl  SPENCER  :  Very  well ;  I  am 
ready  to  admit  that  they  were  expunged, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  from  the 
address.  With  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  was  not  aware  of 
this  when  lie  informed  the  Town  Council 
that  he  would  receive  the  address. 
Would  it,  then,  have  been  desirable  for 
nim  to  have  refused  to  receive  it  ?  I  am 
very  clear  that  it  would  have  been 
exceedingly  injudicious  on  his  part  to 
refuse  to  receive  the  address  on  account 
of  this  vote  of  the  Town  Council.  I 
deplore  that  the  paragraph  was  ex- 
punged from  tlie  address,  but  I  believe 
that  it  would  have  given  enormous 
importance  to  certain  persons,  and  would 
have  increased  the  dormant  disloyalty 
of     what    1     believe     to     be     but    a 
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small  portion  of  the  population,  if  Lord 
Houghton    had   refused   to    receive   the 
address,  and  I  feel  convinced  that  this 
would  have  been  a  most  injudicious  st^p 
to  have  taken.     What  did  he  do  ?     He 
received  an  address   of   welcome.     The 
Mayor  of   Cork  welcomed    him   as    the 
Representative  of  the  Queen,  and  in  that 
way    approached   the  Lord    Lieutenant 
not  in  his  individual  or  personal  character, 
but  as  the  Representative  of  the  Sove- 
reign.    That  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind 
in  all  these  cases  of  addresses.     I  have 
always  thought  that  in  approaching  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  those  who  come  to  him 
show  by  that  very  act  that  they  are  de- 
sirous of  addressing  him  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the   Sovereign.     The  Lord 
Lieutenant  did  not  reply  to  this  address. 
He  treated  it  entirely  as  an  affair  in  which 
the  local  people  had  an  interest,  and  he 
discussed  the  various  points  raised  with 
those  who  presented  the  address.     The 
question  of  amnesty,  of  Haulbowline,  and 
of  evicted  tenants  were  all  subjects  pro- 
per to  be  brought  before  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  that  way.     Really,   I   hardly 
know  what  the  noble  Earl  and  those  who 
support  him  have  to  say  in  this  matter. 
They  cannot  complain  of  the  language 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     His  language 
was  dignified  and  proper  on  every  occa- 
sion.    When  he  answered  an  address,  no 
one  can  take  the  slightest  exception  to 
what  he  said.     It  comes,  then,  to  drawing 
a    distinction     between     congratulatory 
addresses  and  other  addresses.     You  find 
fault  with  his  exercise  of  discretion  in 
receiving  addresses  from  other  parts  of 
the  country.     I  think  it  will  be  unfortu- 
nate if  Parliament  steps  in  and  criticises 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  says  whether 
he   is   to   receive    one    address    and    to 
reject  another.      All  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  place  must  be  con- 
sidered, and  there  might  well  be   times 
when  it  would  be  right  for  him  to  reject 
addresses  and  others  when  it  would   l>o 
far  better  that  he  should  see  the  people, 
even  if  tlieir  addresses  be  not  couched  in 
language  which  he  would  wholly  approve, 
I  confess  I  think  the  charge  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  is  a  very  petty  one.       I  do 
not  consider  that  it  is  warranted  by  the 
facts  brought  forward,  or  that  it  is  justi- 
fied by  the  usages  of  Parliament ;  and   I 
sincerely  hope  that  a  precedent  will  not 
be  formed  from  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl,  and  that  the  discretion  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  upon  facts  such  as  those  which 
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have  been  brought  forward  will  not  in 
future  be  called  in  question. 

•Earl  COWPER  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  great  interest  and  some 
anxiety  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down ;  but,  to  his 
mind,  it  gave  no  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  question  or  defence  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  whom  he  was  sorry  not  to  see 
in  the  House  to  answer  for  himself. 
Earl  Spencer  had  let  fall  some  observa- 
tions upon  that  question  which  to  him 
were  entirely  new.  He  had  always  been 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  de- 
sirable the  Viceroy  should  not  come  over 
and  make  speeches  on  legislative  matters 
such  as  the  Land  Act  in  former  days  or 
the  present  Home  Rule  Bill,  but  that  a 
personal  attack  would  justify  and  demand 
his  appearance,  as  in  the  cases  of  Lord 
Clarendon  and  of  Earl  Spencer  himself. 
As  to  the  distinction  drawn  between 
different  addresses,  he  thought  this  was 
an  afterthought,  and  could  not  be  main- 
tained. He  was  unwilling  to  attack 
Lord  Houghton.  He  thought,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  was  a  patriotic  thing 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  have  accepted  the 
Viceroyalty  under  the  circumstances, 
when  his  Chief  Secretary  was  in  the 
Cabinet  and  was  expected  to  do  all  the 
work,  and  when  the  noble  Lord  was  in  a 
really  subordinate  position,  though  nomi- 
nally the  superior.  Besides,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  the  circumstances  were  not 
very  pleasant.  A  large  body  of  the  well- 
to-do  people  had,  owing  to  no  per- 
sonal feeling  towards  Lord  Houghton — 
that  would  be  impossible — shown  that 
politically  they  were  bitterly  and  strongly 
opposed  to  him,  and  had  kept  away 
from  him  and  given  him  the  cold 
shoulder.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Nationalists  seemed  rather  lukewarm 
in  their  appreciation  of  him.  No 
one  could  get  over  the  fact  that  when 
the  loyal  people  came  forward  with 
addresses  they  were  not  received  on 
account  of  one  paragraph  about  the  legis- 
lative Union.  If  anybody  wished  to 
make  a  difference  in  the  rule  that  every- 
thing political  should  beexcluded,  it  would 
be  far  more  graceful  to  make  the  exception 
in  favour  of  political  opponents  rather 
than  in  favour  of  political  friends.  He 
would  ask  those  in  favour  of  Home  Rule 
whether  they  did  not  think  that  the 
loyal  Protestants  would  suffer  consider- 
ably, and  that  their  position  would 
become  a  very  painful  and  cruel  one  ? 


They  all  ought  to  be  treated  with  every 
consideration ;  and  if  their  addresses  had 
been  accepted  and  those  on  the  other 
side  refused,  even  the  warmest  supporters 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
have  considered  it  an  error  on  the  right 
side.  The  Government  were  granting 
what  had  been  refused  for  many  years,  and 
supported  by  very  questionable  means. 
Therefore,  it  was  important  to  show  that 
when  they  granted  it  they  were  not 
influenced  by  fear  or  compulsion  or  by  a 
mere  desire  to  obtain  popularity.  He 
would  not  say  how  much,  in  his  opinion, 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  influenced  by  such  con- 
siderations. But  their  representative  had 
snubbed  the  loyal  people,  and  truckled 
to  those  few  counties  where  no  conciliation 
was  necessary.  In  his  opinion,  every 
address  to  Her  Majesty  ought  to  contain 
the  ordinary  expressions  of  loyalty;  and  if 
they  did  not  do  so,  it  must  be  taken  to  be 
equivalent  to  an  expression  of  disloyalty 
somewhat  similar  to  refusing  to  drink 
Her  Majesty's  health  at  a  public  dinner, 
or  to  stand  up  and  take  off  one's  hat  upon 
tl.e  singing  of  "  God  save  the  Queen." 
That  was  especially  the  case  when  the 
act  was  done  deliberately  and  after  dis- 
cussion, as  had  been  the  case  at  Cork, 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  had  no  right  to 
act  in  that  way,  and,  in  his  opinion,  had 
made  a  great  mistake. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Earl 
Spencer)  had  said  it  was  an  unusual 
course  to  criticise  the  reception  of 
addresses  presented  to  Viceroys.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  admit  it  was  a 
most  unusual  course,  and  one  which  was 
never  adopted  before,  because  it  was  not 
necessary.  No  previous  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  ever  shown  such  partisanship  or  had 
declined  to  receive  the  addresses  of  one 
class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  contentious 
whilst  he  had  received  from  another  class 
addresses  of  an  even  more  contentious 
character.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  had 
said  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  justi 
fled  in  refusing  to  take  part  in  the 
Debate  in  that  House  on  this  question, 
but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Earl  that 
Viceroys  had  come  over  from  Ireland 
over  and  over  again  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  so,  and  that  he  himself  when  he 
was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
taken  part  in  Debates  in  that  House 
when  similar  questions  were  raised.    For 
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his  own  part,  he    was  most  anxious  to 
know     the     reasons     why     the      Lord 
Lieutenant  had  not  either  refused  to  re- 
ceive all  contentious  addresses  or  received 
all  of  them.     He  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Lieutenant   might  have 
given  a  much  more  full  and   satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question  than  that  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  given.     The  real  fact 
was  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  trying 
to  occupy  an  impossible  position,  because 
he  was  endeavouring  at  the  same  time  to 
represent    both    the    Queen    and     Her 
Majesty's    present    Government.      Pre- 
vious Lord  Lieutenants  had  never  for- 
gotten that  they  represented  a  Constitu- 
tional   Sovereign,     who    maintained    a 
perfect  impartiality  between  all  classes 
of  her  subjects.    The  noble  Earl  opposite 
went  over  to  Ireland  to  administer  the 
Kilmainham  Treaty. 
Earl  SPENCER  :  No. 
The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said  that,  if  the  noble  Earl  objected  to 
the    term    ^^  Kilmainham     Treaty,"    he 
would  say  that  he  went  over  to  Ireland 
to   attempt  to   administer   the  arrange- 
ment that  had  been  come  to  at  that  time. 
That  attempt  had  been  as  successful  as 
the  present  attempt  to  bring  about  "  the 
union  of  hearts  "  was  likely  to  be.      The 
noble  Earl,  while  engaged  in  keeping  his 
present  friends  in  order  in  Ireland,  had,  at 
any  rate,  always  acted  with  fairness  and 
discretion,  and  he   would   not  have  re- 
fused   addresses    from    one   Party   and 
accepted  them   from  another  under  pre- 
cisely similar  circumstances.      The  Irish 
Nationalists  themselves  had  described  the 
present   Lord   Lieutenant   as   "  a  Home 
Rule   Lord  Lieutenant,"  and  the  noble 
Lord,    in   accepting   the  address  of  the 
Home  Rule  Party,  had  said  that  he  could 
not  attach  the  smallest    blame   to  those 
who  had  drawn   up  those  addresses  for 
the  language  which  they  contained.  The 
Representative   of  the  Queen  in  Ireland 
received  altogether  12  addresses  contain- 
ing statements  favourable  to  Home  Rule, 
but  the  two  addresses  expressive  of  views 
favourable   to    the   existing    regime   he 
would  not  receive.   The  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  done   much  to  discourage  the  loyal 
classes  in  Ireland  and  to  encourage  the 
forces  of  disorder,  because  he  supposed 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  de- 
pended  for    their    very  existence   upon 
their   friends.     His  Excellency  possibly 
did  not  dare  to  refuse  to  receive  the  ad- 
dresses  in   which  Home  Rule  was  ap- 
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proved.  Perhaps  he  had  had  a  hint  from 
headquarters  here  that  he  ought  to 
accept  them.  The  Government  would 
do  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  might 
have  to  call  upon  the  loyal  classes  io 
Ireland  for  support  at  no  very  distant 
date ;  that  they  might  want  assistance 
against  those  who  were  their  present 
friends.  For  himself  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  "  union  of  hearts  "  would  be  of 
very  long  duration.  Before  much  time 
had  elapsed  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  was 
convinced,  would  greatly  regret  having 
taken  this  one-sided  and  un-Constitutiona) 
action  in  connection  with  these  addresses 
and  having  used  his  high  position  to  show 
gross  partiality  as  between  the  different 
classes  interested  in  political  affairs  in 
Ireland. 

•The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
Earl  Spencer  had  stated  it  was  not  the 
proper  course  for  the  Viceroy  to  defend 
himself  against  attacks  in  that  House^ 
but  had  given  instances  of  some  excep* 
tions.     He  would  cite  another  case,  wheo 
Lord  Carlisle  was  Viceroy  in  1860.     It 
was  not  connected  with  an  address,  but 
with  a  matter  of  administration.     Lord 
Carlisle  had,  in  the  exercise  of  his  dis- 
cretion,  appointed   a    gentleman    to    be 
Lieutenant  of  a  Northern  county.     Look- 
ing back  upon  the  matter,  there  was,  he 
must  admit,  not  much  exception  to  be 
taken  to  it.     It  was,  however,  an   un- 
popular   appointment ;     and    he    (Lord 
Belmore)  was  asked   by  the  late  Lord 
Mayo  and  one  of  his  colleagues  in  the 
last  Conservative  Government  to  bring 
the  matter  before  their  Lordships.     On 
that  occasion  he  was  not  so  fortunate  as 
his   noble   Friend   (Earl   Cadogan)   had 
been,  as  to  get  the  matter  on  early — some 
other  business  came  first  ;  and  the  sacred 
hour  of  dinner  was  approaching.      He 
went  over  to  Lord  Carlisle  and  suggested 
postponing    it  ;     when     Lord     Carlisle 
replied,  that  that  course  would  be  most 
unfair  to  him,  as  he  had  to  leave  London 
next  day,  and  pressed  him  to  go  on  with 
it   at   once.      Lord    Houghton's    initial 
mistake  had  been   in  refusing  to  receive 
the  addresses  from  the  Dublin  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  from  the  Committee  of 
the  Irish   Wesleyan  Body.     He  did  not 
intend    to   make  an    attack   upon    Lor& 
Houghton ;    but    he    was    no   doubt   a. 
Minister  of  the  Crown  as  well  as  Her 
Majesty's  Representative.     The  subject 
of  Home  Rule  was  almost  the  only  one 
about    which    anyone    in    Ireland 
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thinkiDg.     It  huug  over  everything  like 
a  black  cloud  from  the  Loyalist  point  of 
view,  as  was  remarked  to  him  quite  lately 
by  a  former  Colleague  of  Earl  Spencer's 
during    his    first    Vice-Royalty,   whose 
bad  health  now  unfortunately  prevented 
him  from  often  attending  in  this  House. 
There  would  be  no  real  valid  reason  for 
refusing    an    address    which    contained 
mention  of  that  subject,  aud  the  Lord 
Lieutenant   was    not    bound    either    to 
allude  to  it  in  his  reply  or  to  discuss  it  if 
he  did  not   see   fit   to   do   so.     Having 
refused  those  addresses,  of  course  con- 
sistency obliged  him  to  take  exception  to 
any  mention  of  the  matter  in  addresses 
coming  from  the  other  side.     As  to  the 
addresses  from  which  loyal  allusions  had 
been  deliberately   expunged,   the    Lord 
Lieutenant  ought  not  to  have  received 
them.      When    he  (Lord  Bel  more)  was 
Governor  of  New  South  Wales  he  should 
certainly  have  refused  to  accept  addresses 
under  such  circumstances  had  they  been 
brought  to  his  notice. 
^•The     Marquess     of     LONDON- 
DERRY said,  he  had  not  expected,  after 
the  very   able  and  lucid  speech  of   his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Cadogan),  to  be  called 
upon  to  address  their  Lordships,  but,  as 
far  as  he  could  see,  his  noble  Friend's 
question   was  to  remain   absolutely    un- 
answered.    Her  Majesty's    Government 
were  pursuing  the  same  policy  in  Office 
as  when   they  were  in  Opposition.     He 
remembered   when  he   was   Lord   Lieu- 
tenant  coming   from  Ireland   to  defend 
the    Government  against  the  attacks  of 
the   then    Opposition,   but    he  returned 
with   an    undelivered    speech    upon   his 
mind  because   noble  Lords  opposite,  who 
did  not  hesitate  on  public  platforms  to 
denounce    the     Irish     Executive    with 
which  he  was  connected,  dared  not  do  so 
in    that   House  where  they    could  have 
been  answered.     In    his    opinion,    Lord 
Houghton   had  acted   in   an   absolutely 
inconsistent  and    wrong   manner   in    re- 
fusing to  accept  addresses  from  various 
Bodies     in    Ireland,     and    that     incon- 
sistency    and    wrong     course    of     con- 
duct   had  not  been    defended    by  noble 
Lords    on    the    Front   Bench    opposite. 
Addresses  of  a  similar  character  to  those 
of  the  Dublin  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
the  Methodists  of  Ireland  had  been  pre- 
sented  to   Lord   Aberdeen  and  to  Lord 
Spencer ;  and  those  addresses  were  n6t 
refused.     The  conduct  of  Lord  Hough- 
ton was  more  than  inconsistent ;  it  was 


ridiculous.  If  a  deputation  waited  on 
the  Home  Secretary  to  present  an  address 
approving  of  capital  punishment  the 
Home  Secretary  dare  not  refuse  the 
address  because  he  objected  to  capital 
punishment.  As  to  the  addresses  which 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  did  receive, 
in  five  of  them  no  mention  what- 
ever was  made  of  Her  Majesty.  He 
himself  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience as  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
in  receiving  addresses,  and  he  had  always 
insisted  upon  having  a  copy  of  the  ad- 
dress sent  to  him  beforehand  that  it 
might  be  carefully  examined.  Why  had 
not  Lord  Houghton  followed  that  course  ? 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the 
House  whether,  when  he  was  Lord 
Lieutenant,  he  had  ever  had  addresses 
thrust  into  his  hand  at  the  last  moment 
without  knowing  or  caring  what  they 
contained  ?  With  regard  to  the  Cork 
address,  the  Corporation  of  that  city 
never  meant  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  re- 
ceive the  address  at  all,  as  was 
shown  by  the  manner  in  which 
they  framed  it.  One  member  of 
the  Corporation  said,  "  As  soon  as 
the  political  prisoners  are  released,  it  will 
be  time  to  talk  of  loyalty."  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  must  have  known  of  the 
course  taken ;  therefore,  under  whose 
instructions  did  he  accept  the  address  ? 
He  pressed  for  an  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion. Did  the  Cabinet  know  in  October 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  going 
to  refuse  addresses  from  the  repre- 
sentatives of  loyalty,  industry,  and  com- 
merce in  Ireland  ;  and  did  the  Cabinet 
know  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  the 
following  July  was  going  to  receive 
addresses  in  which  matters  of  a  most  con- 
troversial and  contentious  character,  such 
as  the  release  of  the  dvnamiters  and  the 
reinstatement  of  the  evicted  tenants,  were 
introduced  ?  He  had  ha<I,  when  acting 
as  Lord  Lieutenant,  two  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  as  his  Colleagues ;  and  he  never 
took  an  important  action  of  any  kind — 
such  as  that  under  discussion — without 
consulting  with  the  Minister  who  was 
virtually  responsible  for  the  government 
of  Ireland.  It  was  impossible  to  conceal 
this  fact,  that,  when  Lord  Houghton 
refused  addresses  in  October  last  and  re- 
ceived others  in  July,  though  the  voice 
was  the  voice  of  Lord  Houghton,  the  hand 
was  the  hand  of  Mr.  Morley  in  the  one 
case  and  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the 
other.     It  was  known  that  the  Govern- 
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the  acts  of  the  Goverument  upon  every 
subject.  The  charge  made  against  my 
noble  Frieud  is  that  he  has  taken  a  line 
which  favours  one  political  Party  more 
than  another,  and  I  believe  that  one  noble 
Lord  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  he  bad 
acted  as  a  Political  Agent.  I  eutirely 
agree  that  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  acts  as 
a  Political  Agent  he  is  not  acting  as  he 
should  act.  That  is  the  reason  why  he 
should  not  come  over  here  and  take  part 
in  our  discussions,  and  it  is  much  better 
that  when  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Government  are  criticised  we  should  be 
defended  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
other  House  and  in  this  House  by  his 
Colleagues.  Of  course,  there  may  be  per- 
sonal accusations  which  he  would  be 
bound  to  answer.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
them.  But  this  is  a  charge  that,  in  the 
performance  of  his  duties,  my  noble  Friend 
has  shown  the  temper  of  a  partisan.  On 
that  I  will  only  say  one  or  two  words. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  was  placed  in  a 
position  of  considerable  difficulty ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  very  clear  that  his  desire 
was  to  separate  himself  from  this  great 
political  controversy  with  regard  to  Home 
Rule.  You  cannot  compare  this  con- 
troversy with  any  others,  and  my  noble 
Friend  is  right  in  calling  it  acute.  It  is 
one  which  arouses  strong  passions,  espe- 
cially in  Ireland,  and  he  was  well-advised 
in  wishing  to  dissociate  himself,  as  far  as 
possible,  from  that  controversy.  But  the 
accusation  against  him  that,  after  refusing 
to  receive  certain  loyal  addresses  against 
Home  Rule,  he  received  several  addresses 
expressing  opinions  of  a  contrary  nature,  I 
admit  there  was  a  certain  inconsistency 
in  this  ;  but,  on  the  otiier  iiand,  my 
noble  Friend  laid  down  in  his  answer  to 
the  address  at  Mulliugar  his  wish  that 
there  should  be  no  mention  of  Home 
Rule  in  the  addresses,  and  that  he  de- 
sired to  keep  himself,  as  far  as  possible, 
free  from  all  these  political  controversies. 
With  regard  to  the  Cork  case,  that  was 
one  of  a  very  delicate  nature  ;  but  I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend.  If  I  had 
been  placed  in  that  position  I  should  have 
acted  as  Lord  Houghton  did  ;  but  that  is  a 
matter  on  which  people  might  differ.  If 
there  had  been  any  expression  of  dis- 
loyalty in  it  no  one  could  possibly  have 
received  such  an  address.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  behind  the 
document  itself.  There  is  the  document, 
and  if  it  contains  nothing  which  is 
disloyal    you    cannot    refuse    to    receive 
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the  address.  If  you  are  to  refuse 
addresses  or  Petitions  on  account  of 
want  of  compliance  with  certain  forms, 
you  must  prescribe  some  common  form 
just  as  you  would  reject  Petitions  in  this 
House  for  failure  to  express  humility.  I 
do  not  think  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  open  to  such  condemnation  as 
noble  Lords  opposite  think,  nor  do  I 
think  that  the  subject  of  these  addresses 
is  of  such  extreme  importance  as  has 
been  attached  to  it  to-night.  I  say 
frankly  if  I  had  been  in  the  same 
position  in  the  exercise  of  my  discretion, 
I  should,  on  the  whole,  have  done  as  my 
noble  Friend  did,  and  received  the 
address.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  called 
upon  me  in  strong  terms  to  answer 
whether  this  matter  had  been  before  the 
Cabinet.  To  that  I  answer.  No.  Of 
course  it  was  not  before  the  Cabinet. 
This  is  a  matter  which  is  properly  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
I  do  not  think  anything  serious  has 
happened,  and,  on  the  whole,  I  am 
entirely  confident  in  my  conviction  that 
Lord  Houghton  had  not  the  smallest 
desire  to  show  himself  a  mere  political 
partisan.  I  am  sure  he  had  every  desire 
to  perform  the  duties  of  his  office  and 
to  hold  a  strict  impartiality  between  the 
two  Parties  in  the  country,  while  not,  of 
course,  disguising  those  particular  prin- 
ciples which  we  profess. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDO WN  said, 
the  noble  Earl  had  contended  that  it  was 
not  right  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
appear  in  the  House  to  defend  his  con- 
duct. If  that  was  so,  surely  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  defend  him. 
But  the  noble  Earl  said  the  Government 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter — that 
they  were  absolutely  ignorant  of  it,  and 
yet  at  the  same  time  they  declared  in 
that  House  their  absolute  responsibility 
for  these  things.  Therefore,  the  House 
was  in  this  position  :  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  not  to  come  to  defend  him- 
self, and  those  who  ought  to  defend  him 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter  with 
which  he  was  charged,  but  were  ap- 
parently prepared  to  defend  him  in  any 
circumstances. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL.— (No. 213.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Onler  of  the  Dav  for  the  Second  Read- 
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not  the  same  thing.  The  very  essence 
of  Parliamentary  government  is  that 
Ministers  should  meet  Parliament  face  to 
face,  and  should  in  the  face  of  Parliament 
defend  their  actions  when  they  are  con- 
troverted or  attacked.  I  feel  that  this  is 
a  new  doctrine  which  has  been  laid  down, 
and  that  it  is  necessary  to  protest  against 
it.  I  do  not  suppose  that  anyone  would 
seriously  defend  Lord  Houghton  in 
receiving  addresses  of  one  political  colour 
and  refusing  those  of  another.  It  is  an 
impossible  positiou.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  he  is  acting  on  his  discretion 
as  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  it  is  a  Party- 
coloured  discretion  which  follows  the 
instructions  of  the  Parliamentary  Whip.  I 
certainly  join  Lord  Spencer  in  regretting 
that  the  actions  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  be  the  subject  of  Parliamentary 
debate.  I  admit,  with  him,  that  it  has 
not  very  often  taken  place  in  the  experi- 
ence of  either  House.  But  I  say  that,  the 
reason  why  it  has  not  is  that  the  Lords 
Lieutenant  have,  as  a  rule,  been 
singularly  careful  of  the  decorum  and 
impartiality  of  their  office  ;  and  until 
that  good  tradition  returns,  there  is  great 
danger  that  such  Debates  may  become 
frequent.  And  I  must  say  it  is  a  ques- 
tion which  is  likely  to  trouble  us  a  little 
in  the  future.  I  think  that  Ireland  and 
Jrish  controversies  are  likely  to  be  with 
US  for  some  time.  If  I  can  forecast  the 
future  aright,  my  impression  is  that  from 
time  to  time,  from  five  years  to  five 
years,  there  will  always  be  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  who  differs  profoundly  from 
the  North  or  from  the  South  of  Ireland; 
and  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  cannot  put  a 
bridle  on  the  expression  of  his  own 
opinions,  and  cannot  imitate  the  extreme 
impartiality  of  the  Sovereign,  he  will 
expose  his  office  to  much  obloquy,  and 
will  lose  a  great  part  of  its  influence  and 
utility.  It  is  in  times  of  trouble  like 
these  that  all  the  impartiality  of  the  office 
should  come  out.  It  is  in  the  first  time 
of  trial  that  Lord  Houghton  has  failed  in 
this  respect. 

•The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  After 
vrhat  the  noble  Marquess  has  said,  I  will, 
with  your  Lordships'  permission,  say  a 
few  words.  I  thought  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Spencer)  had  answered  the 
immediate  question.  The  noble  Marquess 
takes  exception  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  my  noble  Friend,  that  it  is  undesirable 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  come  over 
from  Ireland  and  take  part  in  our  dis- 


cussions. I  share  entirely  the  opinion  of 
my  noble  Friend  beside  me.  I  perfectly 
admit  that  there  have  been  cases  in 
which  Lords  Lieutenant  have  come  over 
to  defend  themselves  ;  but  this  I  can  say 
most  positively  :  that  I  have  always 
heard  it  said  in  discussions  I  have  had 
with  Members  of  various  Cabinets  that 
it  was  highly  undesirable  that  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  come  over  to  defend 
his  conduct  in  Parliament.  And,  more 
than  that,  the  action  of  Lord  Clarendon 
in  coming  over  for  that  purpose  was  very 
severely  criticised  at  the  time.  I  think 
the  noble  Marquess  himself  has  adduced 
a  strong  argument  why  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  not^  come  over  and 
take  part  in  our  Debates.  He  said,  first 
of  all,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
always  either  a  Member  of  Parliament  or 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  order 
that  he  might  be  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  might  come  over  and  defend 
himself  for  his  conduct,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  went  on  to  lay  down  what  he 
considered,  and  quite  rightly,  to  be  the 
proper  function  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
He  said  it  would  be  a  matter  for  great 
regret  if  the  Representative  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  did  not  imitate  the 
impartiality  of  the  Crown.  That  is  pre- 
cisely the  ground  on  which  I  stand. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  is  bound  to  display 
the  impartiality  of  the  Sovereign,  and  it 
is  because  he  occupies  that  position  ai^d 
because  it  is  most  desirable  that  he  should 
occupy  that  position — it  is  precisely  for 
that  reason  that  it  is  very  undesirable,  in 
my  opinion,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  come  over  here  and  take  part  in 
our  Debates. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  did  not  say  come  over  and  take  part  in 
our  Debates,  but  that  he  should  defend 
himself  if  his  action  was  impugned. 

•The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Pre- 
cisely so  ;  taking  part  in  our  Debates  to 
defend  himself.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
an  Executive  officer,  and  as  such  he,  in 
some  cases,  has  to  be  responsible  for  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  I  was,  perhaps,  in  a 
peculiar  position,  as  my  Chief  Secretaries 
were  not  in  the  Cabinet.  To  show  your 
Lordships  how  it  sometimes  works,  I  may 
say  that  the  whole  conduct  of  tlie 
Executive  in  Ireland  was  in  my  hands  ; 
and  if  I  had  responded  in  Parliament  for 
the  acts  of  the  Government,  I  should,  in 
point  of  fact,  have  had  to  respond  for  all 
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the  acts  of  the  Government  upon  every 
subject.  The  charge  made  against  mj 
noble  Friend  is  that  he  has  taken  a  line 
which  favours  one  political  Party  more 
than  another,  and  I  believe  that  one  noble 
Lord  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  he  had 
acted  as  a  Political  Agent.  1  entirely 
agree  that  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  acts  as 
a  Political  Agent  he  is  not  acting  as  he 
should  act.  That  is  the  reason  why  he 
should  not  come  over  here  and  take  part 
in  our  discussions,  and  it  is  much  better 
that  when  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Government  are  criticised  we  should  be 
defended  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
other  House  and  in  this  House  by  his 
Colleagues.  Of  course,  there  may  be  per- 
sonal accusations  which  he  would  be 
bound  to  answer.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
them.  But  this  is  a  charge  that,  in  the 
performance  of  his  duties,  my  noble  Friend 
has  shown  the  temper  of  a  partisan.  On 
that  I  will  only  say  one  or  two  words. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  was  placed  in  a 
position  of  considerable  difficulty ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  very  clear  that  his  desire 
was  to  separate  himself  from  this  great 
political  controversy  with  regard  to  Home 
Rule.  You  cannot  compare  this  con- 
troversy with  any  others,  and  my  noble 
Friend  is  right  in  calling  it  acute.  It  is 
one  which  arouses  strong  passions,  espe- 
cially in  Ireland,  and  he  was  well-advised 
in  wishing  to  dissociate  himself,  as  far  as 
possible,  from  that  controversy.  But  the 
accusation  against  him  that,  after  refusing 
to  receive  certain  loyal  addresses  against 
Home  Rule,  he  received  several  addresses 
expressing  opinions  of  a  contrary  nature,  I 
admit  there  was  a  certain  inconsistency 
in  this  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  my 
noble  Friend  laid  down  in  his  answer  to 
the  address  at  Mullingar  his  wish  that 
there  should  be  no  mention  of  Home 
Rule  in  the  addresses,  and  that  he  de- 
sired to  keep  himself,  as  far  as  possible, 
free  from  all  these  political  controversies. 
With  regard  to  the  Cork  case,  that  was 
one  of  a  very  delicate  nature  ;  but  I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend.  If  I  had 
been  placed  in  that  position  I  should  have 
acted  as  Lord  Houghton  did  ;  but  that  is  a 
matter  on  which  people  might  differ.  If 
there  had  been  any  expression  of  dis- 
loyalty in  it  no  one  could  possibly  have 
received  such  an  address.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  behind  the 
document  itself.  There  is  the  document, 
and  if  it  contains  nothing  which  is 
disloyal    you    cannot    refuse    to   receive 
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the  address.  If  you  are  to  refuse 
addresses  or  Petitions  on  account  of 
want  of  compliance  with  certain  forms, 
you  must  prescribe  some  common  form 
just  as  you  would  reject  Petitions  in  this 
House  for  failure  to  express  humility.  I 
do  not  think  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  open  to  such  condemnation  as 
noble  Lords  opposite  think,  nor  do  I 
think  that  the  subject  of  these  addresses 
is  of  such  extreme  importance  as  has 
been  attached  to  it  to-night.  I  say 
frankly  if  I  had  been  in  the  same 
position  in  the  exercise  of  my  discretion, 
I  should,  on  the  whole,  have  done  as  my 
noble  Friend  did,  and  received  the 
address.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  called 
upon  me  in  strong  terms  to  answer 
whether  this  matter  had  been  before  the 
Cabinet.  To  that  I  answer.  No.  Of 
course  it  was  not  before  the  Cabinet. 
This  is  a  matter  which  is  properly  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
I  do  not  think  anything  serious  has 
happened,  and,  on  the  whole,  I  am 
entirely  confident  in  my  conviction  that 
Lord  Houghton  had  not  the  smallest 
desire  to  show  himself  a  mere  political 
partisan.  I  am  sure  he  had  every  desire 
to  perform  the  duties  of  his  office  and 
to  hold  a  strict  impartiality  between  the 
two  Parties  in  the  country,  while  not,  of 
course,  disguising  those  particular  prin- 
ciples which  we  profess. 

The  Earl  ofCAMPERDOWN  said, 
the  noble  Earl  had  contended  that  it  was 
not  right  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
appear  in  the  House  to  defend  his  con- 
duct. If  that  was  so,  surely  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  defend  him. 
But  the  noble  Earl  said  the  Government 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter — that 
they  were  absolutely  ignorant  of  it,  and 
yet  at  the  same  time  they  declared  in 
that  House  their  absolute  responsibility 
for  these  things.  Therefore,  the  House 
was  in  this  position  :  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  not  to  come  to  defend  him- 
self, and  those  who  ought  to  defend  hira 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter  with 
which  he  was  charged,  but  were  ap- 
parently prepared  to  defend  him  in  any 
circumstances. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BnX.— (Na.213.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Dav  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing,  read. 
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•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  this  was  a 
very  simple  Bill.     Its  object  was  essen- 
tially contained  in  the  1st  clause.  Under 
the   Act    of    1838,    if  the   rates    with 
regard    to    the    conveyance     of     mails 
were     not   settled  by  agreement,     they 
were      to      be     decided     by       arbitra- 
tion.    But      the      arbitration     provided 
for  by  the  Act  of  1838  had  been  found 
extremely  cumbrous  and  difficult  to  work, 
and  the  1st  clause  in  this  Bill  proposed 
that  the  arbiters  in  future  should  be  the 
Railway  Commissioners  who,  from  their 
great   experience  in  dealing   with  rates 
upon   railways,  were  supposed  to   be   a 
body    which    would   form   an   excellent 
arbitrator  in  case  of  disputes  as  to  rates 
for  the  conveyance  of  mails.     The  2nd 
and  3rd  clauses  were  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  embodying  in  one  Bill  what  was 
always  included  in  Tramway  and  Light 
Railway  Acts.     The  authorities  of  the 
House  were  desirous  that  the  clauses  for 
the  protection  of  the  public  should  be  put 
in  and  form  one   general  Act.       That 
was  the  object  of  those  clauses  being  put 
into  the  Bill. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read2^" 
— {The  Lord  Play  fair.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

WATER  PROVISIONAL    ORDERS    (No.   2) 
BILL.-(No.  176.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Amendments  made  ;  Standing 
Committee  negatived  ;  the  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

SALMON  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  189.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  An  Amendment  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendment  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

TRUST    INVESTMENT   BILL  [h.l.]. 
(No.  183.) 

House  in  ,  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

IMPROVEMENT   OF  LAND  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  184.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 
the  Commons. 


CONGESTED   DISTRICTS  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND) (No.   3)  BILL.— (No.  202.) 
House   in    Committee    (according   to 
Order)  :  Bill    reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

CONSOLIDATED    FUND   (No.    3)  BILL. 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order)  :  Com- 
mittee negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3* 
To-morrow. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  (LORDS  OF 

PARLIAMENT). 
Return   respecting ;    laid    before    the 
House  (pursuant  to  Order  of  the  1 6th  of 
March  last),  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  217.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  195.) 
Moved  that   the  Order  made  on  the 
13th  day  of  March  last, 

•'That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  27th  day  of  June 
next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the   Bill  be 
read  2*  ;  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted ;  the  Committee  to  be  proposed 
hv  the  Committee  of  Selection. 


House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half-past  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE      OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  24th   July  1893. 


PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 


CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND    CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  [NAVIGATION 
OF  THE  RIVERS  AIRE  ANDCALDER] 
BILL. 
CONSIDERATION,  AS    AMENDED. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 
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Sir  F.  MILNER  (Notts,  Bassetlaw)  : 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  raise  opposition 
to  the  further  stages  of  the  Bill ;  but  the 
Aire  and  Calder  Navigation  do  desire 
me  to  place  on  record  their  strong  regret 
that  after  the  past  services  of  the  Navi- 
gation to  the  public,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  developed  and  improved 
their  navigation  at  great  cost,  the  Joint 
Committee  should  have  come  to  de- 
cisions involving  the  Navigation  in  an 
annual  loss  in  revenue  of  some  £15,500, 
and  the  Navigation  regard  it  as  almost 
certain  that  they  will  be  compelled  in 
the  near  future  to  seek  some  relief  from 
Parliament  from  the  consequences  which 
they  regard  as  certain  to  ensue.  I  am 
the  more  induced  to  say  this,  because 
the  Aire  and  Calder  Navigation  regard 
the  legislation  as  being  quite  as  injurious 
to  the  traders  as  to  the  Navigation, 
as  the  result  of  the  Committee's 
decision  must  inevitably  be  to  cripple  the 
resources  of  the  Navigation,  and  thereby 
reduce  its  efficiency  and  further  develop- 
ment and  its  controlling  power  over 
railways.  During  the  last  few  years  the 
Navigation  have  spent  tens  of  thousands 
of  pounds  in  improving  the  rivers  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  I,  therefore,  desire 
to  record  my  most  solemn  protest  against 
the  decision  of  the  Joint  Committee. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
oppose  the  Bill,  and  move  that  it  be 
postponed  till  to-morrow. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 


POSTAL  OFFICIALS'  TRAVELLING 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
bes:  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  an  officer  of  the  General  Post 
Office,  London,  is  at  present  employed 
as  acting  surveyor's  clerk  in  the  Northern 
surveying  district  of  the  Irish  Post 
Office,  and  is  allowed  158.  per  diem 
while  absent  from  London,  in  addition  to 
first  class  travelling  expenses  ;  and  is  it 
true  that  an  officer  of  the  Irish  Post 
Office,  to  whom  the  same  position  was 
offered,  refused  it  because  his  allowances 
would   have   been   limited  to  lOs.  a  day 


and  second  class  travelling  expenses ; 
and,  if  so,  how  does  it  happen  that  the 
English  official  receives  a  larger  pay- 
ment than  was  offered  to  the  Irish 
official  for  performing  the  same  duties  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
case  is  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  officer  of  the  Irish  Post  Office  to 
whom  the  question  refers  belongs  to  a 
class  to  which,  under  Treasury  Regula- 
tion, no  more  than  10s.  a  day  with 
second  class  railway  fare  can  be  allowed. 
Of  this  class — which,  I  may  observe,  is 
common  to  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land— the  officer  sent  from  England  is 
not  a  member. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  a  satis- 
factory state  of  affairs  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Yes.  There  is  no 
difference  of  treatment  in  the  case  of  the 
three  countries.  The  same  rule  applies 
to  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  equally. 
All  second  division  officials  are  allowed 
only  10s.  per  diem  and  second  class 
railway  fares. 

THE  COOLIE  QUESTION. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Cen- 
tral) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  India  whetKer  the  Indian 
Government  has  yet  re-considered  the 
question  of  permitting  Coolie  emigration 
to  French  Colonies  ;  and  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  come  to  any 
decision  on  the  subject  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  lOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G. 
Russell,  North  Beds.)  :  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  has  decided — and  the 
Secretary  of  State  concurs  in  the  decision 
— that  in  the  interests  of  Her  Majesty's 
Indian  subjects  it  is  not  desirable  to 
renew  emigration  to  the  French  West 
Indian  Colonies.  As  regards  Reunion 
the  question  is  still  under  consideration. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  AND  MILITARY 
ENGINEERS. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  in  accordance  with  a 
letter  from  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross,  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  written  on 
3rd  April,  1883,  in  which  he  states 
that — 
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**  Lord  Kimberley  observes  that  you  are  under 
the  impression  that  the  present  disparitj  of  the 
pay  of  the  Civil  and  Military  Engineers  will  be 
maintained.  This  is  not  the  case  ;  it  is  intended 
that  they  shall  in  future  receive  the  same  amount 
of  pay  " 

— any  such  equalisatiou  of  pay  has  yet 
taken  place ;  and,  if  not,  when  it  is  in- 
tended to  carry  out  the  Resolutions 
arrived  at   10  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  G.  RUSSELL  :  The  equalisation 
of  the  pay  of  Civil  and  Military  Engi- 
necTs  in  the  Indian  Public  W  orks  Depart- 
ment, as  indicated  in  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross's 
letter,  dated  3rd  April,  1883,  was  not 
carried  into  effect,  because,  as  was  stated 
in  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  the  11th 
December,  1888,  subsequent  representa- 
tions received  from  the  Government  of 
India  convinced  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  it  was  an  inexpedient  measure. 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
ROSSE'S  POINT. 

Mr.  COLLERY  (Sligo,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  has  received  complaints  of  the  great 
inconvenience  caused  to  shipmasters  and 
others  by  the  want  of  telegraphic  com- 
munication between  Rosse's  Point  and 
Sligo,  a  distance  of  five  miles  ;  if  he  has 
received  a  Memorial  from  the  Sligo 
Harbour  Board,  pointing  out  that  masters 
of  large  vessels  arriving  for  Sligo,  having 
to  discharge  in  deep  water  at  Rosse^s 
Point,  are  much  inconvenienced  in  not 
being  able  to  telegraph  their  owners  ;  if 
he  is  aware  that  Rosse's  Point  is  a 
much-frequented  watering  place,  having 
Catholic,  Protestant,  and  Presbyterian 
churches,  also  a  police  barrack  and  coast- 
guard station,  and  containing  about  1,500 
inhabitants,  increasing  to  2,500  in  the 
summer  season,  all  of  whom  complain  of 
the  want  of  telegraphic  communication  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have 
the  want  remedied  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  question  of 
a  telegraphic  extension  to  Rosse^s  Point 
has  received  very  careful  consideration  ; 
and,  as  it  is  not  estimated  that  an  office 
at  that  place  would  be  remunerative,  I 
regret  that,  as  I  have  already  informed 
the  hon.  Member,  I  am  precluded  by 
the  Treasury  Regulations  from  opening 
an  office  except  under  a  guarantee. 

HOME  RULE  AND  THE  IRISH  BUILDING 

TRADE. 

Me.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to   ask   the  President  of  the  Board  of 


Trade  whether  statements  lately  made 
by  Lord  Penrhyn's  agent  to  his  work- 
people regarding  slackness  in  the  Irish 
building  trades  consequent  on  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  are  borne 
out  by  information  at  the  disposal  of  the 
.Department  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  have  not  seen  the  state- 
ments by  Lord  Penrhyn's  agent  referred 
to  in  the  question  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  look  at  the  Reports  from  the 
local  Labour  Correspondents  in  Ireland, 
published  in  the  last  two  numbers  of 
The  Labour  Gazette^  he  will  see  that 
the  Irish  building  trades  in  the  three 
important  centres  of  Dublin,  Belfast,  and 
Cork  are  reported  to  be  in  a  satisfactory 
condition,  and  that  no  slackness  by 
reason  of  the  introduction  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  or  any  other  cause,  is  men- 
tioned. 

EXAMINATIONS  FOR  THE  BRITISH 
MARINE  SERVICE. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  upwards  of  two 
years  ago  a  representation  was  made  to 
the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board,  on 
behalf  of  the  shipmasters  and  officers  of 
the  British  Merchant  Service,  pointing 
out  that  the  compulsory  examinations  for 
certificates  might  be  improved,  without 
endangering  the  advancement  of  compe- 
tent seamen  already  in  the  Service,  and 
offering  several  practical  suggestions  for 
testing  the  intelligence  of  the  candidates, 
and  more  particularly  that  the  degree  of 
accuracy  in  the  calculations  for  deter- 
mining a  ship's  position  would  be  better 
secured  by  giving  a  pass  for  a  high  per- 
centage of  accuracy  than  by  merely 
telling  a  candidate  which  of  his  calcula- 
tions was  wrong  and  giving  a  chance  to 
correct  them,  and  that  candidates  should 
understand  the  construction  and  use  of 
the  barometer,  thermometer,  and  hydro- 
meter ;  and  whether  effect  has  been  given 
to  these  suggestions  ;  if  not,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  endeavour  to  give  a 
more  practical  character  to  the  com- 
pulsory examinations  of  the  navigating 
officers  in  the  Merchant  Service  ? 

Mr.  mundella  :  Representations 
to  the  effect  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  1891 
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by  the  Shipmasters  and  Officers*  Federa- 
tion ;  buty  after  careful  consideratiou  of 
various  representations  made  to  them  on 
the  subject,  the  Department  did  not  feel 
justified  in  taking  action  in  the  matter. 
The  Regulations  relating  to  the  examina- 
tions of  masters  and  mates  are  now  under . 
revision,  and  the  suggestions  for  im- 
proving such  examinations  will  be  con- 
sidered. 

SCOTCH  NAVIGATION  SCHOOLS. 

Sir  J.  LENG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  can 
state  to  what  extent  the  navigation 
schools  in  the  seaports  of  Scotland  share 
in  the  grants  for  technical  education ; 
whether  he  has  any  power  to  direct  that 
such  schools  shall  participate  in  the 
advantages  of  such  grants  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  ship- 
masters, officers,  and  seamen  in  the 
Merchant  Service  being  well  instructed 
in  navigation,  he  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  Education  Boards  and  Committees 
in  Scottish  seaports  to  the  claims  of 
properly-constituted  navigation  schools 
or  classes  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any  case 
in  which  aid  has  been  given  to  naviga- 
tion schools  from  the  grants  which  Town 
or  County  Councils  may  give  to  technical 
education,  except  in  Dundee,  where  a 
grant  of  £20  has  been  given  to  the 
Navigation  School,  and  in  Lewis,  where 
the  fees  of  certain  teachers  attending 
courses  at  these  schools  are  to  be  paid. 
I  understand  also  that  it  is  proposed  to 
make  a  grant  of  £100  to  the  Navigation 
School  in  Aberdeen.  Grants  have  in 
other  cases  been  made  for  navigation 
classes  in  ordinary  schools.  Two  of 
these  schools — those  at  Dundee  and 
Leith — obtain  grants  from  the  Science 
and  Art  Department.  It  is  difficult  for 
the  Department  to  bring  specially  l)efore 
Local  Authorities  the  claims  of  any 
particular  subject ;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  have  from  time  to  time  drawn 
attention  to  the  expediency  of  teaching 
navigation  in  certain  districts,  and  will 
continue  to  do  so  as  occasion  ofiers. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  SPAIN. 
Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affieiirs  if  he 
can  give  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 

Mr.  Mundella 


gross  of  the  negotiations  with  the 
Spanish  Government  for  a  new  Commer- 
cial Treaty  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  A  Commercial  Agreement  was 
signed  on  the  1 8th  instant,  which  con- 
firms and  extends  the  existing  modus 
Vivendi. 

SMERWICK  HARBOUR  FISHING  TRi^DE. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if,  in  view  of 
the  great  quantities  of  fish  brought  to 
Smerwick  Harbour,  and  the  want  of 
facilities  for  transport  from,  and  of  pre- 
serving the  fish  at,  that  place,  he  will 
advise  the  Congested  Districts  Board  to 
repeat  there  the  experiment  they  have 
already  tried  with  so  much  success  in 
Galway,  of  providing  fish  boxes,  an  ice 
hulk  and  ice,  for  the  use  of  the  fishermen  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  experiment  to  which 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  refers  is 
carried  on  in  the  Spring  of  the  year  only, 
and  the  Congested  Districts  Board  will 
consider  before  next  Spring  the  suggested 
extension  of  the  experiment  to  Smerwick. 

TRALEE  AND  DINGLE  RAILWAY. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  l>een  called 
to  the  Report  of  Major  Marindin  on  the 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  in  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  Inspector  lays  special  stress 
upon  the  desirability  of  re-constructing 
portions  of  the  Tralee  and  Dingle  Rail- 
way line,  and  of  adding  to  and  improving 
its  rolling  stock,  and  suggests  that,  in 
the  public  interest,  a  grant  in  aid  of  these 
improvements  should  be  made  ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  plans  of  this  line  were 
passed  by  the  Irish  Board  of  Works,  and 
that  the  rolling  stock  and  the  permanent 
way  of  this  line  were  passed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
cesspayers  of  the  various  guaranteeing 
baronies  are  so  heavily  taxed  already  in 
respect  of  this  line  that  they  are  unable 
to  bear  any  further  burdens  on  account 
of  it ;  if  he  is  aware  that  these  baronies 
are  threatened  with  an  enormous  increase 
in  their  local  taxation  on  account  of  a 
recent  accident  on  this  railway,  which 
will  probably   bring   one   of   them   into 
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baokruptcj  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  advise  the  Trea- 
sury to  give  effect  to  Major  Marindin^s 
recommendation  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  Major  Marindin 
did  not  recommend  that  a  grant  in  aid  of 
the  improvements  indicated  in  his  Report 
should  be  made  ;  what  he  suggested  was 
that  it  was  difficult  to  see  how  the  money 
necessary  to  make  these  improvements 
could  be  raised  without  some  assistance ; 
and,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  there  are  no  funds  at  the 
disposal  of  Government  of  which  to  make 
any  grant  for  the  purpose. 

THE  BBHAR  CADASTRAL  SURVEY. 
Sir  W.     WEDDERBURN     (Banff- 
shire): I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of    State  for    India    whether  the 
Government     of     Bengal    proposes    to 
diminish   the   cost  of  the  Cadastral  Sur- 
vey of  Behar  by  employing  the  village 
"Patwaris "   (or    accountants)   as    sur- 
veyors, without  paying  these  officials  for 
the  extra    duties   imposed   upon   them, 
and    without    paying    for  the    "Naib- 
Patwaris "    (or  substitutes)    whom    the 
Patwaris  would  be  compelled  to  employ 
in  their    villages ;     whether  the   Com- 
missioner  of  Patna   has  questioned  the 
legality  of  compelling  the  Patwaris  to  do 
the  work    which  it  is  proposed  to  exact 
from  them,  and  has  suggested  that  the 
proposal  should   be   either  confirmed  or 
set  aside  by  legal  advice  ;  whether  the 
Law    Officers    of    the   Government    of 
Bengal  have  advised  that  the  imposition 
of  new  duties,  other  than  those  expressly 
recognised  in  the  existing  regulations  as 
incumbent  on  Patwaris,  would  be  legally 
indefensible ;     and,    further,     that    the 
Patwaris  cannot  legally  be   required  to 
undergo  training   in   practical   cadastral 
surveying  or   to  carry  out  such  survey 
work ;    whether   the    Bengal    Board  of 
Revenue   has  advised  that,   apart   from 
the   question  of   legality,   the  economy 
secured  by  their  employment  would  be 
dearly  purchased  on  the  ground  that  the 
results  would  not  be  trustworthy  ;   and 
whether  the  grounds  on  which  the  de- 
cision of  the  Government  of  Bengal  have 
been    based  can  be  laid   before    Parlia- 
ment ? 

•Mr.  G.  RUSSELL  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  is  not  in  possession  of  precise 
information  on  the  topics  raised  in  my 
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hon.  Friend^s  questions.  But  he  will 
ask  the  Government  of  India  to  furnish 
a  Report  upon  the  matter. 

THE  NORFOLK  CRAB  AND  LOBSTER 
FISHERIES. 

Mr.  COZENS-HARDY  (Norfolk,N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Provisional 
Order  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
1883  for  the  protection  of  the  Crab  and 
Lobster  Fisheries  on  the  ooast  of  Norfolk 
expired  last  February ;  and  whether  he 
is  now  willing  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quest of  the  Norfolk  County  Council  for 
the  formation  of  a  fishery  district  co- 
extensive in  area  with  that  upon  which 
the  Provisional  Order  operated  ;  and,  if 
not,  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to 
prevent  the  speedy  destruction  Q?  tb^ 
fisheries  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  expiration 
of  tlie  Order  of  1883  does  not  affect  the 
arrangements  which  are  in  progress  for 
the  creation  of  a  Sea  Fisheries  District. 
The  negotiations  on  this  subject  are 
proceo<liug,  and  I  hope  that  they  will 
very  soon  be  successful.  It  is  desirable 
that  there  should  be  complete  agreement 
as  to  the  constitution  of  the  district 
before  final  steps  are  taken. 

THE    MAIL   SERVICE   IN   THE    UNITED 

STATES. 

Mr.  F  O  R  W  O  O  D  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  :*  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  letters  posted  in  the 
United  States  addressed  to  places  in 
Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  and  super- 
scribed "  via  Queenstown, "  without  the 
name  of  any  specific  steamer,  are  on  the 
days  on  whith  steamers  under  the  United 
States  Flag,  and  subsidised  by  that 
Republic,  sail  for  Southampton,  for- 
warded by  such  vessels,  although  British 
steamers  sail  on  the  same  day  and  call  at 
Queeustown,  thus  in  effect  ignoring  the 
directions  of  the  writers  ? 

Mu.  a.  MORLEY:  The  official 
publications  supplied  to  the  Post  Office 
from  Washington  do  not  show  whether 
the  name  of  the  ship  as  well  as  the  route 
must  be  specified.  I  have  no  informa- 
tion which  would  enable  me  to  give  a 
positive  answer  to  the  question  ;  but  I 
will  make  inquiries,  and  inform  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 
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THE  CASE  OF  MR.  SAMPSON. 
Mr.  COLLERY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  any  com- 
plaint was  made  to  the  Post  Office 
authorities  at  Sligo  or  Dublin  of  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Sampson,  an  official  in 
the  Sligo  Post  Office  ;  if  so,  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  complaint,  and  by  whom 
made ;  and  whether  any  investigation 
was  held  ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
result  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject  beyond  that 
furnished  to  the  hon.  Member  on  Friday 
last ;  but  I  am  making  inquiries,  and  will 
acquaint  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
result. 


SIGJ^ALMEN  FOR  THE  NAVY. 
Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty   whether  he  has  seen  the 
statemenis  in  the  Press  that  there  is  a 
difficulty  in  getting  a  sufficient  number 
of  men  to  take  up  signalling  in  the  Navy, 
in  consequence  of  the  special  work  in- 
volved being,  as  is  alleged,  inadequately 
recognised   by  appropriate  pay  and  pro- 
motion ;  whether  the  ships  now  engagetl 
in  the  manoeuvres  are,  in  some  instances, 
short-handed  as  regards  signalmen  ;  and 
whether  the  Admiralty  will   inquire  into 
the   alleged  grievances,  and  take   steps 
calculated  to  increase  the  popularity  of 
this  branch  of  the  Service  ? 

The   SECRETARY   to    the    AD- 
MIR  ALT  Y     (Sir     U.   Kay-Siiuttle- 
woRTH,    Lancashire,    Clitheroe)  :     The 
statements  to   which    the  hon.  Member 
has    directed    my   attention   are   not    in 
accordance  with  the  facts.     No  difficulty 
has  been  experienced  in  getting  a  suffi- 
cient number   of   signalmen.     No   ships 
are  without  their  total  numbers  of  sia:nal- 
men  ;  and  in  the  Royal  Sovereign^  the 
Flagship  of  the  Chauuel  Squadron,  there 
are    18   disposable   signalmen   over  and 
above    her   proper   complement    of     15. 
The  numl)er  of  ships  in   commission  has 
been  considerably  increased  of  late  years, 
and    trahiing  for  the   higher   ratings  of 
signalmen  is  being  pushed  forwanl  as  fast 
as  possible.     The  position  as  to  pay  and 
jiroraotfon  compares  very  favourably  with 
that  of  other  branches  of  seamen. 


CHOLERA  AT  MECCA. 
Sir  IL  ROSCOE  (Manchester,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 


sury whether,  in  view  of  the  imminent 
danger  to  the  health  of  Europe  caused  by 
outbreaks  of  vinilent  cholera  amongst  the 
pilgrims  at  Mecca,  and  of  the  acknow- 
ledged absence  in  that  city  of  the  most 
ordinary  sanitary  regulations  and  pre- 
cautions, he  will  consider  whether  the 
time  has  now  arrived  when,  by  Inter- 
national representations  addressed  to  the 
Porte,  the  Government  of  the  Sultan 
may  be  induced  to  enforce  measures  by 
which  this  most  serious  state  of  things 
may  be  mitigated  if  not  altogether 
remedied  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  This  question  will 
not  be  lost  sight  of  by  Her  Majesty's 
Representative  at  Constantinople;  but 
there  is  reason  to  think  that  the  cutjum- 
stances  connected  with  the  recent  out- 
break of  cholera  in  Mecca  are  now  en- 
gaging the  attention  of  the  Ottoman  Board 
of  Health  at  Constantinople  ;  and  until 
further  information  is  received  as  to  the 
action  of  this  Board  it  would  seem  to  be 
premature  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  any  formal  representatioi^ 
to  the  Porte. 

Sir  H.  ROSCOE:  Has  the  boo. 
Baronet  any  idea  how  soon  that  Report 
will  be  forthcoming  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  commit 
myself  to  any  statement  on  that  points 


GOVERNMENT    SUBVENTIONS    TO 
COUNTY    POLrCE    FORCES. 

Mr.   STANLEY   LEIGHTOX 
(Shropshire,   Oswestry) :    I   beg  to  a**k 
the  Secretary  of   State   for    the   Home 
Department  whether  the   Parliamentary 
subventions  towards  the  support  of  the 
County    Constabularv   Forces  are    made 
subject  to  a  Report  that  the  several  forces 
are  sufficiently  maintained  and  carry  out 
their  duties  efficiently  ;  whether  be  can 
state  for  what  length  of  time  orders    of 
the  Newcastle-Emlyn  County  Court    in 
Cardiganshire  have  remained  imexecuttxl^ 
in   consequence   of   organised   resistance 
having  been  offered  to  the  County  Court 
bailiff  and  the  police  ;  and  if  he  can  st&te 
how  many  orders  of  the  County  Court 
still  remain  unexecuted  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  kor 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQtiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  subventious 
to  the  County  Police,  which  are  uo^w 
paid  from  the  Exchequer  contribation 
account,  are  paid  upon  a  certificate  from 
the   Secretary  of  State  in  terms  wKich 
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are  prescribed  by  the  Conntv  Borough 
Police  Act,  1856 — namely,  that  the 
Police  Force 

"  Has  been  maintained  in  a  state  of  efficiency 
in  point  of  number  and  discipline  for  the  year 
ending  29th  September." 

The  number  of  Orders  for  distraint  of 

tithe,    issued   by  the    Newcastle-Em lyn 

County  Court,  and  now  unexecuted,  is 

141.     These  Orders  are  of  various  dates, 

from   September,  1891,  to  June,   1893. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the   main  reason 

for  this  state  of   things  is  that,  under  the 

Act,  1891,  the  bailiff  has  no  legal  power 

to  make  a  forcible  entry  for  the  purpose 

of   levying   the   distress,   and   that    the 

tithe-payers  have,  in  several  cases,  been 

successful    in    excluding    him    without 

violating  the  law.  It  is  the  case  that  on 
one  occasion — oth  May  last — he  was 
assaulted  by  a  person  who  has  since  been 
convicted.  On  that  occasion  I  thought 
the  police  protection  given  was  inade- 
quate, and  so  informed  the  Chief  Con- 
stable, who  has  since  assured  me  that  in 
future  he  will  take  every  possible  pre- 
caution to  prevent  the  repetition  of 
violence.  He  states,  that  since  that  date 
he  has  had  no  application  from  the  County 
Court  for  police  protection  to  the  bailiff, 
and  that  previous  to  that  date  he  had  had 
application,  not  merely  for  protection, 
but  for  assistance  in  effecting  an  entrance 
which,  as  I  am  advised,  is  not  a  duty 
that  devolves  on  the  police. 

H.M.S.  *«  APOLLO.*' 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,   VV.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty   whether  his    attention    has    been 

directed  to  the  action  of  Thomas  Goggin 
and  John  Regan,  who  have  prevented 
the  wreck  of  H.M.S.  Apollo  off  the 
coast  of  Crookhaveu  ;  and  whether  these 
men  will  be  compensated  for  their  heroic 
action  in  this  matter  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  two  fishermen  named  in  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  have  addresseii  a 
letter  to  the  Admiralty  which  will  at 
once  be  referred  to  Admiral  Dale  for  his 
remarks.  In  the  meantime,  the  House 
will  be  glad  to  learn  that  the  Admiral 
has  sent  a  telegram  to  the  following 
effect  to  the  Admiralty  : — 


'^'^  Apollo  was  making  land  to  ascertain  position, 
and  was  not  at  any  time  in  danger.  Land  was 
seen  before  boats  were  met  with.  Newspaper 
report  exaggerated." 

A  Report  has  also  been  received  from 
the  Captain  of  the  Apollo  giving  more 
fully  the  facts  on  which  this  telegram  is 
based. 

OUTRAGES  IN  IRELAND. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  many  outrages  have  been 
recorded  by  the  Constabulary  in  Ireland, 
under  the  headings  intimidation,  agrarian 
and  non-agrarian,  respectively,  between 
1st  January  and  30th  June,  1893,  and  in 
how  many  of  such  cases  were  firearms 
used  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  were  16 
agrarian  and  19  non-agrarian  outrages 
recorded  under  the  heading  "Intimida- 
tion ^^  in  the  past  six  mouths,  and  of 
these  firearms  were  used  in  6  ao:rariau 
and  1 1  non-agrarian  cases.  For  the  six 
months  ended  June  30,  1892,  there 
were  13  agrarian  and  7  non-agrarian 
cases  of  intimidation,  and  of  these  fire- 
arms were  used  in  6  agrarian  and  4 
non-agrarian  cases.  For  the  six  mouths 
ended  June  30,  1891,  there  were  18 
agrarian  and  19  non-agrarian  cases  of 
intimidation,  and  of  these  firearms  were 
used  in  1 1  agrarian  and  1 1  uon-agniriau 
cases. 

MOONLIGHTING    OUTRAGES    IN 
IRELAND. 

Colonel  WARING  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  was  the 
number  of  the  moonlighting  outrages  in 
Clare,  Kerry,  Cork,  and  Limerick 
agrarian  and  non-agrarian  respectively, 
from  22nd  August,  1 892,  to  30th  June, 
1893  ;  number  in  corresponding  period 
from  22nd  August,  1891,  to  30th  June, 
1892;  and  number  with  regard  to  all 
Ireland  in  respective  periods  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  following 
are  the  figures  : — In  Clare,  between 
August  22,  1892,  and  June  30,  1893, 
there  were  26  such  outrages,  of  which  9 
were  agrarian  and  17  non-agrarian  ;  and 
in  the  corresponding  period  of  1891-2 
there  were  11  cases,  of  which  7  were 
agrarian  and   4  non-agrarian.     In  Cork 
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there  were  14  cases  in  the  former  period, 
made  up  of  4  agrarian  and  10  non- 
agrarian  ;  and  9  in  the  latter  period,  of 
which  7  were  agrarian  and  2  non- 
agrarian.  In  Kerry  there  were  15  cases 
in  the  former  period,  made  up  of  9 
agrarian  and  6  non-agrarian  ;  and  7  in 
the  latter  period,  of  which  3  were 
agrarian  and  4  non-agrarian.  In  Lime- 
rick there  were  19  cases  in  the  former 
period,  consisting  of  10  agrarian  and  9 
non-agrarian  ;  and  in  the  latter  period 
there  was  1  case,  which  was  agrarian. 
The  total  number  of  moonlighting  out- 
rages for  all  Ireland  in  the  period  from 
August  22,  1892,  to  June  30,  1893,  was 
S4i,  consisting  of  37  agrarian  and  47 
non-agrarian  cases ;  and  in  the  cor- 
responding period  of  1891-2  the  total 
number  was  39,  of  which  28  were 
agrarian  and  11  non-agrarian. 

PROCLAIMED  MEETINGS  IN  IRELAND- 
Colonel  WARING  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
meetings  convened  by  the  Irish  National 
Federation  and  the  Irish  National 
League  have  been  prohibited  or  interfered 
with  by  Government  since  22nd  August, 
1892? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Nine  such  meet- 
ings have  been  interfered  with  since  the 
date  mentioned. 

LABOURERS'     COTTAGES     IN    THE 
DUNSHAUGHLIN  UNION. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  applications  for  four  labourers' 
cottages  from  the  Garristown  (County 
Dublin)  district  of  the  Dunshaughlin 
Union  were  forwarded  to  the  Dun- 
shaughlin Board  of  Guardians  eight  years 
ago,  and  that  no  action  has  ever  since 
been  taken  upon  those  applications  by 
that  body  ;  that  two  of  those  applications 
were  renewed  four  years  ago  witb  the 
like  result ;  and  that  two  other  similar 
applications  from  the  same  district  were 
forwarded  to  tbe  Dunshaughlin  Board 
four  years  ago  with  the  like  result ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Local  Goverftment 
Board  will  avail  themselves  of  the 
provisions  of  "  The  Labourers'  (Ireland) 
Act,"  by  itself  taking  (he  necessary 
steps  to  carry  out  the  law  on  a  request 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


being  made  to  it  to  that  effect  by  the 
If^bourers  interested,  or  by  any  person 
authorised  to  act  in  the  matter  on  their 
behalf  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  information 
as  to  the  particular  applications  referred 
to  in  the  question,  but  point  out  that  at 
tbe  meeting  of  the  Guardians,  held  in 
April  last,  it  was  decided  to  make 
improvement  schemes  for  the  erection  of 
72  cottages,  of  which  nine  are  proposed 
to  be  built  in  the  Garristown  Division. 
It  is  right  to  add  that  84  cottages, 
including  seven  in  this  Division,  have 
already  been  authorised  to  be  provided 
in  the  Union. 

PARLIAMENT  AND  THE  MAGISTRACY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  considering  the 
public  confidence  placed  by  constitu- 
encies in  their  Members  of  Parliament,  he 
will  communicate  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor as  to  the  desirability  of  conferring 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  on  every 
Member  of  Parliament  for  the  county  or 
borough  in  which  his  constituency  is 
situate  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  be  disposed 
to  look  favourably  on  such  a  proposal  as 
the  hon.  Member  suggests,  and  I  certainly 
shall  not  take  the  responsibility  of  making 
it. 

RE-ADDRESSED  PAMPHLET  POSTAL 

CHARGE. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  on  what 
ground  he  justifies  a  charge  of  2^d,  for 
the  re-address  of  a  pamphlet  to  a  street 
within  a  few  hundred  yards  of  the 
original  address,  and  on  which  pamphlet 
2J^.  had  already  been  paid  ? 

Mk.  a.  morley  :  The  late  Go- 
vernment,  after  very  full  consideration, 
decided  to  allow  the  free  re-direct iou  of 
letters,  but  to  maintain  the  charge  on  all 
other  postal  packets.  I  regret  I  cannot 
see  my  way  to  recommend  a  departure 
from  this  decision.  My  hon.  Friend 
will,  I  am  sure,  agree  that  it  wonM  l>e 
impossible  to  make  any  distinction  in 
favour  of  short  distances  over  long  ones 

Mr.  STOREY:  My  point  is  this! 
Why,  when  once 2^.  has  been  paid  on  the 
packet,   should   the  Government    exact 
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another  2Jd.  ?      Why    not    be  content 
with  a  smaller  amount  ? 


Mh.  a.  MORLEY  :  Because  the  same 
process  has  to  be  gone  through  again. 

Mb,  storey  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Post  OflRce  of  this  country  is  not 
conducted  on  the  principle  of  exacting  a 
charge  for  each  individual  act  performed, 
80  as  to  make  a  profit  ?  Why  in  some 
places  is  the  business  carried  on  at  a  loss, 
simply  for  the  general  convenience  ? 
Why  should  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charge  a  double  fee  in  these  cases  ? 

SMALL-POX  IN  SALVATION  ARMY 

SHELTERS. 
Mb.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  10  cases  of  small-pox  have 
occurred  at  the  Salvation  Army  Shelterin 
theBlackfriars  Road,  the  persons  affected 
having  afterwards  walked  through  the 
streets  to  various  hospitals  ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  possibility  of 
cholera  being  spread  through  these 
"shelters,"  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  bringing  them  under  the  Common 
Lodging  House  A  cts  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.) :  !•  am 
aware  that  cases  of  small-pox  have 
occurred  at  the  Salvation  Army  Shetter 
*n  Blackfriars  Road  ;  but  I  am  assured 
that,  in  any  cases  where  the  patients 
have  been  certified  as  suffering  from  that 
disease,  they  have  been  removed  to 
hospital  in  ambulances.  The  provisions 
of  the  Public  Health  (London)  4ct 
with  reference  to  overcrowding  and  the 
sanitary  condition  of  premises  apply  to 
these  shelters  in  like  manner  as  to  any 
other  house  used  as  a  dwelling.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  is  probably  aware,  proceed- 
ings were  recently  instituted  in  the  case 
of  the  shelter  to  which  he  alludes,  and  a 
penalty  was  imposed  in  consequence  of 
persons  having  been  admitted  after  a  case 
of  small-pox  had  occurred  there  before 
the  premises  had  been  disinfected  to  the 
satisfaction  of  a  legally-qualified  medical 
practitioner.     I  cannot,  at  present,  give 

y  undertaking  to  propose  the  legisla- 
n„n  suggested. 


THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON 
AGRICULTURE. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Gnmsby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  he  can  state  what  was  the  entire 
cost  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Agricul- 
tural Interests,  presided  over  by  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  ;  and  whether  there  will  be 
any  Supplementary  Estimate  for  the  pro- 
posed Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture, 
or  any  opportunity  given  to  the  House 
of  expressing  an  opinion  on  this  expendi- 
ture  of  public  money  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
The  cost  of  this  Commission  appears 
from  the  Parliamentary  Return  to  have 
been  £24,226. 

Mr.  HENEAGE:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  the  last  para- 
graph of  my  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  No,  Su- ; 
Supplemental  Estimates  are  never  pro- 
posed in  such  cases. 

Mr.  HENEAGE :  Are  we  to  have 
no  opportunity  of  discussing  this  matter 
before  it  is  proceeded  with  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  prevent  an 
inquiry  of  this  kind,  no  doubt  he  will  find 
an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

PROPOSED  NEW   LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 

DISTRICTS. 

Mr.    STANLEY    LEIGHTON :    I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  before  pro- 
ceeding  with  the  Second  Rending  of  the 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  he  will  furnish  the  House  with  a 
Return,  accompanied  by  a  map,  showing 
how  the  union  and  division  of  parishes 
can  be  effected,  so  as  to  create  the  pro- 
posed new  administrative  districts,  and 
also  a  Return  of  the  Charities  proposed 
to  he  placed  under  the  Parish  Councils  ? 
♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  altera- 
tions of  areas  will  be  made  by  Orders  of 
the  County  Council,  and  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  them  to  consider  the  local 
circumstances  in  connection  with  such 
alterations.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
County  Council  to  hold  local  inquiries 
after  due  notice  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining what  alterations  should  be  made 
by  them,  and  to  make  such  Orders  as 
they  may  deem  most  suitable  for  giving 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.     I 
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cannot,  therefore,  give  such  a  Return  as 
is  suggested.  With  regard  to  Charities, 
I  have  been  in  communication  with  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  I  am  in- 
formed  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
furnish  a  Return  of  the  Charities  which 
would  be  affected  by  the  Bill  without  a 
laborious  investigation  which  the  Charity 
Commissioners  are  without  the  means  of 
undertaking. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  decline  to  say 
who  is  to  decide,  in  case  of  dispute, 
whether  a  given  locality  comes  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  That  is  a 
question  which  should  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  AND  HOME  RULE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  will  facilitate  the 
transfer  from  Great  Britain  to  Ireland  of 
Irish  members  of  the  Civil  Service  who 
desire  the  change  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Transfers 
from  one  division  to  another  are  neces- 
sarily difficult  to  arrange  with  justice  to 
all  concerned.  The  matter  will  receive 
consideration. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  imagine  the  case  of  any  Irishman 
wishing  to  go  back  to  Ireland  under 
Home  Rule  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  impos- 
sible  for  me  to  tell  what  an  Irishman 
would  like. 

STRUCTURAL  DEFECTS  OF  BOARD 

SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  recent  speech  by  Mr. 
G.  W.  Kekewich,  at  Brighton,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  there  are  in  the  North 
of  England  Board  schools  which  are 
worse  structurally  than  any  voluntary 
schools  ;  whether  any  of  these  defective 
Board  schools  are  transferred  schools  ; 
whether  any  steps  were  taken  to  make 
them  structurally  efficient  before  they 
were  transferred  to  School  Boards  ; 
whether  he  will  now  take  steps  to  have 
the    structural    defects    remedied ;    and 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


whether  he  will  grant  a  Return  of  these 
schools  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT   ok   the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  Mr.  Kekewich  informs  me 
that  what  he  said,  so  far  as  he  recollects, 
was  that,  in  speaking  of  sanitary  defects, 
he  did  not  refer  to  voluntary  schools  alone, 
as  there  were  many  Board  schools  in  the 
North  and  other  parts  of  England  which 
were  as  deficient  as  Toluntary  schools  in 
that  respect.      He    spoke  from  general 
knowledge,  and    not  with    reference    to 
any  list  of  defective  schools.  Apart  from 
the  particular  speech  alluded  to,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  many  of  the  most  defective 
Board  schools  are  to    be    found  among 
those   which    were  old    buildings  taken 
over  by  Boards,  not  among  those  which 
Boards  have  built  themselves.     As  to  the 
steps     taken     to     make     such    schools 
structurally    efficient    when    they    were 
transferred  to  the  Board,  it  is  difficult  to 
answer  except  in    relation  to  particular 
cases.       The      Department     is     taking 
measures  to  have  structural  or  sanitary 
defects  in  all  schools.  Board  and  voluntary 
alike,  remedied  within  a  reasonable  time. 
Exact    statistical    information    is   being 
collected,  under  a  recent  Circular,  as  to 
the  structural  and  sanitary  condition  of 
all     school     buildings     throughout    the 
country.     I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will 
see  that  it  would  not  be  easy  to  provide 
a  Return  of  the  schools  he  mentions  just 
at  present. 

"JACOB'S  LADDER"  IN  ORANGEISM. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  the  proceedings  at 
the  inquest  held  at  Belfast  on  the  body 
of  David  Hall,  as  published  in  The  Irish 
^ews  of  the  19th  instant,  which  shows 
that  the  evidence  disclosed  that,  at  a 
special  meeting  of  a  certain  Secret 
Society  in  Sandy  Row,  Belfast,  David 
Hall,  in  going  through  what  was  called 
the  process  of  promotion  to  the  order  of 
"  the  first  three  steps  of  Jacobus  Ladder,** 
was  obliged  to  ascend  blindfolded  a  short 
ladder,  from  which  he  fell,  and  that  the 
post  mortem  examination  revealed  dis- 
location  forwards  of  the  spine  in  the 
neck  ;  and  whether  he  will  make  inquiry 
into  the  matter  to  see  if  any  steps  can  be 
taken   to     save    the    members    of    this 
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Society  from  the  danger  to  which  this 
mode  of  promotion  exposes  them  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOllLEY  :  I  am  informed  hj 
the  District  Inspector  of  Police,  who  was 
present  at  the  inquest,  that  the  affair  was 
considered  an  accident,  and  that  no  one 
could  be  held  accountable.  The  Lodge 
to  which  the  deceased  belonged  was,  I 
understand,  a  temperance  gathering. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  Of  what  Society  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  quite 
«ure  whether  or  not  it  was  an  Orange 
Lodge. 

OARVE  AND  ULLAPOOL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  if  the  promoters  of  the 
Garve  and  Ullapool  Railway  are  pre- 
pared to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
Commission  of  1890,  and  the  Treasury 
Commission  of  1891,  the  Treasury  will 
be  prepared  to  assist  the  undertaking  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  quite 
understand  what  my  hon.  Friend  means 
by  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission,   because  what  they   said  was — 

"  Apart  from  the  difficulties  and  consequent 
expense  of  railway  construction,  there  is  no  site 
suitable  for  the  creation  of  a  terminus  which 
would  meet  fishery  requirements  without  a 
large  expenditure  upon  a  sea  breakwater.'* 

I  hardly  call  that  a  recommendation. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  May  I  ask  if  the  Trea- 
sury will  assist  the  company  if  they  under- 
take the  work  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT':  I  cannot  say 
until  I  have  the  proposals  before  me. 

PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  :  I  beg  to 
»sk  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that,  at  a  late  meeting  of  the 
Hull  Corporation  Sanitary  Committee,  it 
^was  reported  that  some  fruit  arriving  on 
fl  cholera  ship  had  been  destroyed  by 
their  officers,  and  the  owners  had  claimed 
compensation,  which  was  paid  by  the 
Corporation  ;  also  that,  at  the  meeting, 
it  was  stated  that  the  destination  of  the 
fruit  was  an  inland  town  in  the  West 
Riding  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  continue  to  impose 
on  the  ports  the  entire  cost  of  com- 
pensating in  like  cases  for  the  destruction 


of  cargo  which  might  be  a  danger  to  the 
health  of  such  inland  towns  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (who  replied) 
said:  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me 
to  answer  this  question.  I  am  informed 
that  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  Hull  have 
made  a  certain  payment  as  compensation 
in  respect  of  fruit  which  was  destroyed 
last  autumn  by  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Health.  The  compensation  paid  was 
half  the  amount  claimed,  and  the  pay- 
ment was  made  without  prejudice  and 
without  admitting  liability,  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  officer  had  not  acted  in 
accordance  with  the  Cholera  Regulations.  • 
In  the  case  of  a  ship  infected  with 
cholera  it  devolves  on  the  master  of  the 
ship  to  cause  to  be  disinfected  or 
destroyed,  according  to  the  directions  of 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health,  any 
articles  which  may  probably  be  infected 
with  cholera  ;  and  no  compensation  is, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  payable  by  the  Sanitary 
Authority  in  respect  of  articles  so  dis- 
infected and  destroyed. 

IRISH  LOCAL  EXPENDITURE. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  is  the  total  amount  of  local  expendi- 
ture for  Ireland  included  in  the  Estimates 
for  1893-4,  following  the  classification 
adopted  in  the  Returns  presented  to  Par- 
liament ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
It  is  not  possible  at  this  date  to  give  a 
trustworthy  estimate  of  the  local  ex- 
penditure in  Ireland  for  1893-4,  follow- 
ing the  classification  adopted  in  the  Re- 
turns referred  to  ;  but  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  the  total  for  1893-4  will  not 
be  very  substantially  different  from  that 
for  1892-3. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Is  it  more  difficult 
to  take  it  from  the  Estimates  than  from 
the  Appropriation  Accounts  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  We  do  not 
know  how  much  of  the  money  estimated 
for  will  be  spent. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  want  to  know 
the  amount  included  in  the  Estimate — 
not  the  expenditure  itself  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  amount 
included  in  the  Estimates  is  a  little  over 
£4,000,000. 
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MINISTERS  ON  SCOTCH  PAROCHIAL 

BOARDS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate whether  a  minister  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Scotland  can  sit  on  the 
Parochial  Board  in  virtue  of  proprietary 
rights  in  connection  with  his  manse  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  The 
answer  to  the  question  depends  upon 
whether  the  term  "  heritor,"  as  used  in 
the  Poor  Law  Act  of  1845,  includes  a 
minister,  and  it  rather  appears  to  me  that 
it  does  not. 

EMPLOYMENT  FOR  THE  POOR. 

Mr.  a.  grove  (West  Ham,  ]S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  inasmuch  as 
5  &  6  Will.  IV.,  c.  69,  s.  5,  enables 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  to  put  into  opera- 
tion the  Act  59  Geo.  III.,  c.  12,  ss.  12, 13, 
and  the  Acts  1  &  2  Will.  IV.,  c.  42, 
and  1  &  2  WiU.  IV.,  c.  59,  with 
the  sanction  of  th^  Local  Government 
Board,  for  the  purpose  of  buying  and 
hiring  land  for  employment  of  the  poor, 
he  is  prepared  to  give  such  sanction,  if  it 
is  applied  for,  in  order  to  enable  Local 
Authorities  to  meet  unavoidable  distress  ? 

•Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  If  the  Local 
Grovernment  Board  were  to  receive  from 
a  Board  of  Guardians  an  application  for 
sanction  to  acquiring  lands  under  the 
Acts  referred  to,  with  particulars  of  the 
scheme  which  they  proposed  to  adopt,  it 
would  receive  careful  consideration  ;  but 
any  such  application  must  be  considered 
in  connection  with  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  particular  case. 

THE  COURSE   OP  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  the  Local  Government 
(England  and  Wales)  Bill,  the  remaining 
stages  of  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill, 
and  the  Welsh  Suspensory  Bill,  or  any 
of  these  Bills,  before  the  House  rises  for 
the  Recess  ;  and  whether  these  Bills  will 
be  taken  at  an  Autumn  Session  this 
year  ? 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  also  state  what  course 
the  Government   intend  to  pursue  with 
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respect  to  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill 
for  London  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) : 
And  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
what  the  Government  intend  to  do  with 
reference  to  the  Local  Veto  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) : 
May  I  inquire,  in  case  any  decision  haft 
been  arrived  at  with  respect  to  an 
Autumn  Session,  whether  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  will  consider  the  claims  of 
Scotland  ? 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  If  there  is  to  b© 
an  Autumn  Session,  will  it  be  under  the 
ordinary  Rules  of  Parliamentary  Pro- 
cedure or  under  the  gag  ? 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  At 
the  same  time  I  will  ask  as  to  the  position 
of  the  Suspensory  Bill  for  Scotland  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  take  leave  to  pass 
by  the  question  so  wittily  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Heneage). 
With  regard  to  the  other  questions,  my 
answer  will  at  least  have  this  merit — 
that  it  will  observe  perfect  impartiality. 
The  time  has  not  yet  come — and  I  am 
sorry  to  make  this  reply  to  my  hon» 
Friend  behind  me — when  we  can  presume^ 
with  any  justice  to  the  House  or  to  the 
important  subjects  involved,  to  make  any 
arrangement,  nor  do  I  think  that  the 
time  can  arrive  until  we  are  virtually 
clear  of  the  Irish  Government  Bill — that 
is  to  say,  until  we  see  our  way  with 
respect  to  its  eventual  completionin  this 
House. 


THE  INDIAN  CURRENCY  QUESTION. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  any  legislation, 
either  in  India  or  in  England,  is  neces- 
sary to  give  full  effect  to  the  decision 
arrived  at  by  the  Government  of  India 
to  establish  a  gold  standard  in  that 
country  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  legis- 
lation will  be  delayed  till  the  Indian 
Budget  is  presented  to  Parliament,  in 
order  that  the  House  of  Commons  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter  before  final  steps  have  been 
taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  With 
regard  to  this  question,  no  legislation 
in  this  country  will  be  necessary  in  order 
to  give  full  effect  to  the  measure  taken 
with  respect  to  currency  in  India  ;  and. 
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•  further,  there  is  no  question  of  postponing 
the  Indian  Budget  on  this  account,  for 
there  is  no  likelihood  that  the  legislation 
which  will  eventually  be  necessary  in 
India  will  be  undertaken  before  the 
Indian  discussion  in  this  House,  when 
hon.  Members  will  have  the  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views  on  the  whole 
question. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  :  Then  I 
understand  no  legislation  will  be  required 
in  India  this  year  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
not  able  to  say  this  year.  My  attention 
was  directed  to  that  part  of  the  question 
which  spoke  of  the  discussion  on  the 
Indian  Budget  in  this  House  ;  and,  in 
answer  to  that,  I  have  to  say  that  no 
legislation  will  be2undertaken  before  that 
occasion  arises. 

BCnLDING  SOCIETIES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

•Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) :  In  pursuance  of  private  notice,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
essential  difference  between  second  mort- 
gage investments  in  Scotland  and  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  arising 
out  of  the  systematic  registration  of 
titles  to,  and  hardens  on,  heritable 
property  in  Scotland,  and  the  fact  that 
Building  Societies  in  Scotland  have  for 
many  years  invested  funds  on  second 
mortgages  with  advantage  and  profit  ; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
Government  will  either  except  Scotland 
from  the  operation  of  the  Building 
Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  or  modify  Clause  12 
of  that  Bill,  so  as  to  permit  existing 
Building  Societies  in  Scotland  to  carry 
on  their  business  without  submitting  to 
the  restriction  against  second  mortgage 
investments,  for  which,  with  regard  to 
them,  no  case  has  been  made  out  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  May  I,  as  a  point 
of  Order,  ask  whether  it  is  in  Order  to 
put  a  question  to  a  Minister  relating  to 
a  matter  which  is  highly  contentious, 
and  which  has  been  the  subject  of  a 
discussion  in  Committee  upstairs  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  not  seen 
the  question,  but  from  what  I  heard  of  it 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  one  of  a  rather 
contentious  character. 

•Sir  C.  CAMERON  :  I  had  no  wish 
that  it  should  be  of  a  contentious 
character.  I  only  desired  to  ask  what 
course  the  Government   will   take,  and 


perhaps  I  had  better  put  my  question 
in  that  form. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  matter.  I  have 
received  a  number  of  representations 
from  Scotch  Societies  ;  and  when  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  comes  on  I  shall 
propose  to  modify  the  12th  clause,  so  as 
to  exclude  from  its  operation  the  Scottish 
Societies  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  oppose  that  Amend- 
ment. 

FRANCE   AND   SIAM. 

Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  a  position  to  make  any 
communication  on  the  present  situation 
of  Bangkok  ;  and  whether  the  Siamese 
reply  to  the  French  ultimatum,  as 
published  in  the  papers,  is  authentic  and 
official  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
Siamese  reply,  as  published  in  the  papers, 
is  correct.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
the  statements  which  have  appeared  in 
the  newspapers.  I  hope  to  be  in  a 
position  to  make  a  further  statement  on 
this  subject  to-morrow. 

THE  IRISH   LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    1  beg  to  ask 

whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
can  give  any  information  with  regard  to 
the  intentions  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
as  to  facilitating  an  appeal  against 
certain  of  their  decisions  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY:  I  am,  unfortunately, 
unable  to  give  any  information.  The 
Land  Commissioners  contend  that  they 
are  a  Judicial  Body,  and  as  such,  until 
they  have  given  their  decision,  it  is 
neither  convenient  nor  usual  for  them  to 
state  the  course  they  intend  to  take.  I 
am  not  to  be  taken  as  accepting  that 
position — I  only  report  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  Land  Commissioners. 
The  matter  is  still  the  subject  of 
correspondence. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Are  they  acting 
judicially  in  determining  whether  an 
appeal  should  be  taken  in  a  case  in  which 
two  other  parties  are  interested  as  well  as 
themselves  ?     Is  that  a  judicial  act  ? 
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i  Let    Lim    take    first  a    iai^e  heaft — the 
Police.  The  Scotch  Police  ca?i  £400.000 : 
I  aud  a*  there  were  more  <rreat  Mies  in 
'  Scotlatni    than    in   Irriaod,   tbe    bcmleD 
i  wouM,  of  course,  in  the  ordinarr  way,  be 
I  a  heavier  one  in  SeotlainL    Bm  the  Iiisii 
Police  cost  £1,500,000,  or  nearlv    four 
titnefl  as  much  as   the   Scotch.       Next 
take  a   small   item — the   Scotch  Secre- 
tary's Office.      It  cost  £11,000  a  year, 
while  the  Irish    Secretarr's   Office  cost 
£39,000.     These  were  fair  specimens  of 
all,   and   they    saw    that   a   system    of 
high  charges  prevailed  throughout  Irish 
administration  ;   and  although    Scotland 
was  so  much  more  wealthy  than  Ireland, 
her  total  charges  for  Government  came 
to   only  £3,750,000,   as  compared  with 
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je6,000,000  for  Ireland.  He  wished  to 
take  just  one  example  of  EDglish  ad- 
ministration. He  found  that  in  the 
^English  Local  Government  Board  Office 
an  official  who  had  to  deal  with 
a  population  of  30,000,000  got  a  salary 
of  £1,800  a  year,  while  the  clerk  who 
held  a  corresponding  position  in  the  Irish 
Liocal  Government  Board  Office,  and 
had  only  to  deal  with  a  popu- 
lation of  4,000,000,  received  ^salary 
of  no  less  than  £2,000  annually. 
That  showed  the  extravagance  of  the  Irish 
charges.  Again,  in  Great  Britain,  the 
taxation  was  so  arranged  as  to  insure 
that  nearly  one-half  was  drawn  from  the 
rich,  who  were  well  able  to  pay,  while  in 
Ireland  exactly  the  opposite  was  the 
case,  and  four-fifths  of  the  total  taxation 
of  the  country  was  exacted  from  the 
poor,  who  were  least  able  to  pay  it. 
Thus  they  had  a  complete  picture 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.  She  had  to 
pay  in  rates  and  taxes  7o  per  cent,  of  her 
total  taxable  income,  four  times  as  much 
as  she  ought  to  pay  ;  and  the  burden  was 
imposed  on  that  portion  of  the  population 
least  able  to  bear  it.  Was  not  that  an 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs  ?  He 
desired  to  speak  in  moderate  language  ; 
but  he  ventured  to  assert  that  if,  say, 
Turkey  had  some  island  under  her  sway 
which  contained  a  population  of 
4,500,000,  who  had  to  depend  for  their 
subsistence  upon  agriculture,  and  if  a  rent 
of  £10,000,000  were  wrung  from  them  by 
the  Turkish  Government,  although  a 
fair  rent  would  be  £5,000,000,  and  if, 
further,  she  were  groaning  under 
a  system  of  taxation  which  absorbed 
75  per  cent  of  her  taxable  income, 
it  could  easily  be  imagined  what  would 
happen.  There  would  be  constant 
famines  ;  everylK)dy  who  could  leave  the 
country  would  do  so,  and  discontent 
would  mark  the  relations  of  the  people 
with  the  State.  In  the  imaginary 
picture  he  had  drawn  they  had  a  view  of 
the  state  of  Ireland  under  the  existing 
system  of  Government.  They  had  all 
been  studying  the  Irish  Question  with 
great  care  for  many  years,  and  the  thing 
which  puzzled  them  was  not  its  difficulty 
but  its  simplicity  ;  and  if  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  instead  of 
seeking  for  exceedingly  clever  but  per- 
fectly untrue  causes  of  Irish  discontent, 
such  as  religious  differences,  the  tyranny 
of  the  priests,  or  the  hatred  of  England, 


would  examine  the  figures  he  had  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee,  they  would  be 
able  fully  and  easily  to  account  for  the 
discontent  which  existed  in  the  country. 
One  argument  frequently  put  forward 
was  that  there  were  two  nations  in  Ire- 
land. Surely  that  was  the  most  foolish 
of  all  arguments.  How  many  nations 
were  represented  on  any  of  the  Benches 
in  that  House  ?  It  did  not  matter  how 
many  nations  there  were.  If  there  were 
20  nations,  and  they  were  treated  well, 
they  would  love  the  Government  and 
obey  its  authority  ;  but  if  there  was  only 
one  nation  and  it  was  starved  it  would 
rebel,  and  rightly.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  wrote 
an  article  the  other  day,  and  in  account- 
ing for  the  Irish  difficulty  he  said  the 
Home  Rule  policy  was  being  urged  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  as  reparation  for 
the  past  wrongs  of  Ireland.  The  last  time 
he  (Mr.  Lough)  spoke  in  that  House  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that,  al- 
though his  intentions  were  good,  he  had  not 
the  faintest  glimmering  of  the  meaning  of 
what  he  was  talking  about.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse  him,  he 
would  like  to  apply  the  same  words  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  state- 
ment, for  he  certainly  had  not  the 
faintest  glimmering  of  the  motives  of 
the  Government  in  the  action  now  being 
taken.  [  Cries  of  "  Question  !  "]  Well, 
he  was  speaking  for  himself,  and  if 
everybody  did  that  they  would  gradually 
get  at  the  opinion  of  the  House.  He 
himself  was  not  moved  so  much  by 
any  of  the  past  wrongs  of  Ireland,  how- 
ever atrocious  they  might  have  been, 
as  by  the  contemplation  of  this  unjust 
system  of  taxation  under  which  the 
country  was  groaning,  and  which  in 
itself  was  sufficient  to  account  for  the 
whole  Irish  difficulty.  There  was  one 
great  evil  in  Ireland,  and  that  was  star- 
vation, and  it  was  produced  by  exactly 
the  same  means  as  had  produced  it  in 
other  agricultural  countries — by  unjust 
rents,  and  by  an  unjust  system  of  taxa- 
tion. What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ?  The 
first  thing  was  to  grasp  the  situation 
boldly,  and  the  second  was  to  help  Ire- 
land to  get  rid  of  her  present  extravagant 
establishments,  and  to  substitute  for  them 
others  suitable  to  the  wants  of  a  simple 
agricultural  community.  In  the  third 
place,  we  ought  to  stimulate  her  to 
economy,  and   help  her  to  transfer  the 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have  ouly 
reported  what  so  far  has  taken  place  in 
the  Correspondeuce.  When  the  Corre- 
spondence is  complete  I  may  be  able  to 
make  a  statement. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.     [Progress^  New   Clauses^ 

21st  July.l 

[forty-fourth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

A  Clause  (Financial  arrangements  as 
between  the  Uuited  Kingdom  and  Ire- 
land,)— (ilfr.  W,  E,  Gladstone^) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Debate  resumed. 

•Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said, 
that  when  this  clause  was  brought 
forward  on  Friday  night  he  thought  the 
discussion  upon  it  ought  to  take  some- 
what wider  limits  than  a  mere  review  of 
the  burden  to  be  placed  upon  Ireland, 
and  that  they  should  ask  themselves 
what  was  Ireland's  paying  capacity, 
and  what  were  the  demands  made 
upon  her.  That  point  was  entered 
upon  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  last  week,  when 
he  said  that  the  taxable  income  of 
Ireland  amounted  to  £15,000,000.  He 
was  very  glad  that  that  figure  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Government,  although 
it  was  a  very  full  estimate  indeed. 
What  had  to  be  paid  out  of  that  total  ? 
The  Imperial  taxes  amounted  to 
£7,750,000,  and  to  that  had  to  be  added 
the  sum  paid  for  rates.  These  came  to  no 
less  than  £3,250,000,  thus  made  up — Poor 
Law,  at  Is.  2jd.  in  the  £I,  £1,110,000  ; 
Grand  Jury  cess,  £1,111,000  ;  muni- 
cipal rates,  £827,000 ;  and  miscellaneous, 
£250,000.  And  he  would  say,  in  passing, 
that  the  present  system  of  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  constituted  one  of  the 
greatest  scandals  of  Irish  administration  ; 
and  the  first  work  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  bave  to  be  to  revolutionise  the 
Poor    Law    system     uuder    which    the 


people  were  suffering  under  a  taxation  of 
Is.  2|d.  in  the  £1.  His  point  was 
that  out  of  a  taxable  capacity  of 
£15,000,000  no  less  than  £11,000,000, 
or,  in  other  words,  75  per  cent, 
of  the  total  taxable  income  of  the 
country  was  paid  in  rates  and  taxes. 
Let  us  compare  these  figures  with  the 
figures  applicable  to  Great  Britain. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  told  them  that  the  total 
taxable  income  of  Great  Britain  was 
£800,000,000  in  1886,  since  that  year  it 
had  increased  to  at  least  £900,000,000. 
What  was  paid  out  of  that  sum  ?  T'he 
Queen's  taxes  totalled  £90,000,000,  and 
the  local  rates  £60,000,000  ;  so  that  the 
sum  actually  paid  represented  one-sixth, 
or  17  per  cent.,  of  the  taxable  income. 
Thus,  while  Ireland  paid  75  per  cent.. 
Great  Britain  paid  only  17  per  cent. 
This,  at  the  first  glance,  appeared  an 
extraordinary  contrast.  Possibly  the  best 
method  of  considering  it  would  be  by  draw- 
ing a  comparison  with  Scotland — a  country 
somewhat  similar  to  Ireland,  although 
not  quite  so  fertile,  and  inhabited  by 
500,000  less  people.  He  found  that 
Scotland  paid  in  Income  Tax  £1,300,000, 
while  Ireland,  under  the  same  system, 
paid  only  £550,000 ;  and,  allowing  for 
the  difference  in  population,  it  would 
seem  as  if  Scotland  must  be  nearly  three 
times  as  wealthy  as  Ireland — to  speak 
with  greater  accuracy,  the  wealth  of 
Scotland,  compared  with  that  of  Ireland, 
was  in  the  proportion  of  five  to  two. 
Now,  this  gave  a  very  fair  opportunity 
of  making  a  comparison  with  Irish 
charges  of  administration.  Irish  should 
be  to  Scotch  charges  as  2  is  to  5. 
Let  him  take  first  a  large  item — the 
Police.  The  Scotch  Police  cost  £400,000 ; 
and  as  there  were  more  great  cities  in 
Scotland  than  in  Ireland,  the  burden 
would,  of  course,  in  the  ordinary  way,  be 
a  heavier  one  in  Scotland.  But  the  Irish 
Police  cost  £1,500,000,  or  nearly  four 
times  as  much  as  the  Scotch.  Next 
take  a  small  item — the  Scotch  Secre- 
tary's Office.  It  cost  £11,000  a  year, 
while  the  Irish  Secretary's  Office  cost 
£39,000.  These  were  fair  specimens  of 
all,  and  they  saw  that  a  system  of 
high  charges  prevailed  throughout  Irish 
administration  ;  and  although  Scotland 
was  so  much  more  wealthy  than  Ireland, 
her  total  charges  for  Government  came 
to   only  £3,750,000,   as  compared  with 
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£6,000,000  for  Ireland.  He  wiahed  to 
take  just  one  example  of  Eoglish  ad- 
ministration. He  found  that  in  the 
English  Local  Goyernment  Board  Office 
an  official  who  had  to  deal  with 
a  population  of  30,000,000  got  a  salary 
of  £1,800  a  year,  while  the  clerk  who 
held  a  corresponding  position  in  the  Irish 
Liocal  Grovernment  Board  Office,  and 
had  only  to  deal  with  a  popu- 
lation of  4,000,000,  received  'salary 
of  no  less  than  £2,000  annually. 
That  showed  the  extravagance  of  the  Irish 
charges.  Again,  in  Great  Britain,  the 
taxation  was  so  arranged  as  to  insure 
that  nearly  one-half  was  drawn  from  the 
rich,  who  were  well  able  to  pay,  while  in 
Ireland  exactly  the  opposite  was  the 
case,  and  four-fifths  of  the  total  taxation 
of  the  country  was  exacted  from  the 
poor,  who  were  least  able  to  pay  it. 
Thus  they  had  a  complete  picture 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.  She  had  to 
pay  in  rates  and  taxes  7o  per  cent,  of  her 
total  taxable  income,  four  times  as  much 
as  she  ought  to  pay  ;  and  the  burden  was 
imposed  on  that  portion  of  the  population 
least  able  to  bear  it.  Was  not  that  an 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs  ?  He 
desired  to  speak  in  moderate  language  ; 
but  he  ventured  to  assert  that  if,  say, 
Turkey  had  some  island  under  her  sway 
which  contained  a  population  of 
4,500,000,  who  had  to  depend  for  their 
subsistence  upon  agriculture,  and  if  a  rent 
of  £10,000,000  were  wrung  from  them  by 
the  Turkish  Government,  although  a 
fair  rent  would  be  £5,000,000,  and  if, 
farther,  she  were  groaning  under 
a  system  of  taxation  which  absorbed 
75  per  cent  of  her  taxable  income, 
it  could  easily  be  imagined  what  would 
happen.  There  would  be  constant 
famines  ;  everybody  who  could  leave  the 
country  would  do  so,  and  discontent 
would  mark  the  relations  of  the  people 
with  the  State.  In  the  imaginary 
picture  he  had  drawn  they  had  a  view  of 
the  state  of  Ireland  under  the  existing 
system  of  Government.  They  had  all 
been  studying  the  Irish  Question  with 
great  care  for  many  years,  and  the  thing 
which  puzzled  them  was  not  its  difficulty 
but  its  simplicity  ;  and  if  hon.  and  right 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  instead  of 
seeking  for  exceedingly  clever  but  per- 
fectly untrue  causes  of  Irish  discontent, 
Huch  as  religious  differences,  the  tyranny 
of  the  priests,  or  the  hatred  of  England, 


would  examine  the  figures  he  had  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee,  they  would  be 
able  fully  and  easily  to  account  for  the 
discontent  which  existed  in  the  country. 
One  argument  frequently  put  forward 
was  that  there  were  two  nations  in  Ire- 
land. Surely  that  was  the  most  foolish 
of  all  arguments.  How  many  nations 
were  represented  on  any  of  the  Benches 
in  that  House  ?  It  did  not  matter  how 
many  nations  there  were.  If  there  were 
20  nations,  and  they  were  treated  well, 
they  would  love  the  Government  and 
obey  its  authority  ;  but  if  there  was  only 
one  nation  and  it  was  starved  it  would 
rebel, and  rightly.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  wrote 
an  article  the  other  day,  and  in  account- 
ing for  the  Irish  difficulty  he  said  the 
Home  Rule  policy  was  being  urged  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  as  reparation  for 
the  past  wrongs  of  Ireland.  The  last  time 
he  (Mr.  Lough)  spoke  in  that  House  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that,  al- 
though his  intentions  were  good,  he  had  not 
the  faintest  glimmering  of  the  meaning  of 
what  he  was  talking  about.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenmn  would  excuse  him,  he 
would  like  to  apply  the  same  words  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  state- 
ment, for  he  certainly  had  not  the 
faintest  glimmering  of  the  motives  of 
the  Government  in  the  action  now  being 
taken.  [  Cries  of  "  Question  I "]  Well, 
he  was  speaking  for  himself,  and  if 
everybody  did  that  they  would  gradually 
get  at  the  opinion  of  the  House.  He 
himself  was  not  moved  so  much  by 
any  of  the  past  wrongs  of  Ireland,  how- 
ever atrocious  they  might'  have  been, 
as  by  the  contemplation  of  this  unjust 
system  of  taxation  under  which  the 
country  was  groaning,  and  which  in 
itself  was  sufficient  to  account  for  the 
whole  Irish  difficulty.  There  was  one 
great  evil  in  Ireland,  and  that  was  star- 
vation, and  it  was  produced  by  exactly 
the  same  means  as  had  produced  it  in 
other  agricultural  countries — by  unjust 
rents,  and  by  an  unjust  system  of  taxa- 
tion. What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ?  The 
first  thing  was  to  grasp  the  situation 
boldly,  and  the  second  was  to  help  Ire- 
land to  get  rid  of  her  present  extravagant 
establishments,  and  to  substitute  for  them 
others  suitable  to  the  wants  of  a  simple 
agricultural  community.  In  the  third 
place,  we  ought  to  stimulate  her  to 
economy,  and   help  her  to  transfer  the 
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burdens  to  the  shoulders  of  those  best 
able  to  bear  them — to  the  backs  of  the  rich 
instead  of  the  poor.  From  this  stand- 
point let  us  look  at  the  proposals  of  the 
Government.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  describing 
these  proposals,  said — 

"  The  Irish  Expenditure  is  on  a  much  higher 
scale  than  it  ought  to  be.  I  see  no  reason  for 
living  in  a  foors  paradise — it  would  not  be 
possible  for  a  number  of  years  for  the  Irish 
Government  to  make  any  large  reduction." 

He  (Mr.  Lough)  was  afraid  that  that 
wan  a  true  description,  and  it  was  a  most 
melancholy  one.  But  why  should  they 
not  take  the  matter  in  hand  now  ?  Why 
leave  it  to  a  future  time  ?  Ireland  was  not 
responsible  for  these  swollen  Estimates. 
He  viewed  the  progress  they  were  making 
in  the  Committee  with  some  alarm. 
Look,  at  what  they  did  in  the  past  week ! 
They  dealt  with  the  pensions  of  the 
Judges  and  of  the  Civil  servants.  The 
Chief  Secretary  pronounced  a  splendid 
eulogy  on  the  services  rendered  by  these 
officials,  and,  with  some  slight  mental 
reservations,  he  (Mr.  Lough)  would  admit 
that  the  Judges  were  excellent  Judges, 
and  that  no  reflections  ought  to 
be  cast  on  the  Civil  servants  or  the 
police.  But  it  was  admitted  that  these 
forces  must  be  reduced,  and  the  question 
was  on  whose  back  the  cost  of  the  pen- 
sions should  fall.  Remembering  that 
these  establishments  had  been  forced  upon 
Ireland  by  this  country,  he  thought  that 
the  matter  had  been  dealt  with  in  a 
rather  shabby  way.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  the  reservation  of  the 
Excise  and  the  Customs.  These  were 
to  be  reserved  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
for  ever.  He  was  not  enthusiastic  in 
regard  to  that  proposal,  for  the  Customs 
and  Excise  were  the  means  by  which  this 
coxmtry  levied  a  most  unfair  contribution 
on  the  poorest  people  in  Ireland.  The 
third  point  in  the  Government  proposal 
was  the  reservation  of  one-third  of  the 
total  Revenue  for  Imperial  charges. 
That  seemed  to  him  an  excessive 
proportion,  and  the  point  was  one 
requiring  careful  investigation.  It  might 
be  said  that  that  was  a  very  severe 
criticism.  He  admitted  that  he  did  not 
approve  of  the  form  of  the  Grovemment's 
financial  proposals  ;  but  they  had,  at  any 
rate,  one  great  merit,  and  that  was  they 
were  temporary,  and  open  to  reconsidera- 
tion   when    the    inquiry    into  Ireland's 

Mr.  Lough 


financial  relations  with  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom  had  been  completed. 
Turning  to  the  plans  of  the  Opposition, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
had  said — 

'*  Our  contention  is  that  whilst  Irishmen  have 
paid  more  than  their  share,  if  you  like,  in  the 
shape  of  gross  Revenue,  the  returns  made  to 
them  have  been  so  very  much  greater  in  propor- 
tion than  the  returns  made  to  England  and 
Scotland,  that  their  net  amount  of  common  Im- 
perial Expenditure  has  been  much  less  than 
Ireland's  fair  proportion." 

Could  a  more  absurd  argument  have  been 
presented  to  the  House  ?  It  was  aB 
much  as  to  say  that  an  unjust  system  of 
taxation  is  compensated  for  returning  & 
part  of  what  is  overcharged.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  further  said — 

"  I  say  she  ought  to  pay  in  proportion  to  her 
wealth— that  she  ought,  therefore,  to  pay  I -18th. 
Now,  the  net  Imperial  Expenditure  is 
£60,500,000,  and  l-18ih  of  that  would  be 
£3,850,000." 

Now,  both  those  propositions  were  wrong. 
In  the  first  place,  Ireland's  share  was  not 
I-18th,  but  l-60th;  and,  in  the  second, 
when  the  true  share  was  discovered,  it 
was  not  fair  to  ask  her  to  pay  such  a 
share  to  what  did  not  assist  her  in  the 
same  proportion  as  it  did  Great  Britain. 
They  must  try  and  measure  the  Imperial 
benefits  conferred,  and  if  it  was  found 
that  Great  Britain  derived  a  great 
deal  more  advantage  from  Imperial  ex- 
penses it  was  only  fair  that  Great  Britain 
should  pay  a  much  larger  share  than 
should  be  asked  of  Ireland.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  only  true  basis  of  arriving 
at  the  share  of  Ireland  was  to  discover 
the  taxable  income  of  the  country,  and 
to  exact  the  same  proportion  of  taxes 
as  was  exacted  from  Great  Britain.  It 
might  be  asked  what  about  the  English 
taxpayer.  He  represented  an  English 
constituency — a  poor  constituency — and 
he  should  be  the  last  person  to  do  any- 
thing unjust  to  the  English  taxpayer. 
But  there  were  branches  of  economy 
which  the  English  taxpayer  might  make 
with  reference  to  the  government  of 
Ireland.  For  instance,  there  was  the 
Army,  which  cost  this  country  £4,000,000 
or  £6,000,000.  In  the  Army  alone  an 
economy  might  be  effected  amounting  to 
£3,000,000  at  least.  ["Oh  I"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  London  University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
had    unconsciously    suggested     another 
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economj  in  his  reference  to  the  policy  of 
sops  and  doles.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  these  figures — 

'*  In  g^rants  for  public  works,  while  Scotland 
had  received  £9,400,000  and  England 
£50,000,000,  Ireland  had  actually  ,  had 
£52,000,000;  and  while  the  amounts  remitted 
had  been  only  £365,000  for  Scotland  and 
£2,474,000  for  England,  in  Ireland  the  amount 
had  been  £10,400,000.'* 

Therefore,  England  would  save  money  by 
being  relieved  of  these  grants  in  the  future. 
If  Ireland  was  contented  and  prosperous 
English  trade  would  reap  a  great  harvest 
from  that  country.  The  Government's 
mistake  was  that  they  were  going 
to  allotment  with  too  small  capital. 
They  should  ask  more  money  and  write 
a  better  prospectus  if  they  wished  to 
succeed.  If  they  did  so,  the  people  of 
England  would  not  grudge  the  cost  in  the 
hope  of  seeing  the  end  of  famines  and 
famine  relief,  a  reduction  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  expenses,  an  increase  in  the 
buying  capacity  of  the  Irish  people, 
which  would  make  them  better  customers 
of  England,  and  a  final  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Question,  which  had  been  the 
worry  and  disgrace  of  Parliament  all  the 
century. 

•Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
had  hitherto  taken  very  little  part  in  the 
Debates  on  this  Bill,  but  he  would  like 
to  offer  a  few  words  on  the  financial  pro- 
posals. Those  proposals  were  of  great 
importance,  and,  while  he  acknowledged 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
(the  Irish  Members)  had  a  right  to  make 
the  best  bargain  possible  from  their  own 
point  of  view,  he  claimed  that  they  in 
England — in  Great  Britain — had  a  right 
to  do  what  they  could  to  protect  the 
interests  committed  to  them  in  this 
country.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  should  be  perfectly  content  to  leave 
the  case  where  it  was  left  after  the 
masterly  and  unanswerable  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  on  Friday  night. 
He  said  unanswerable  speech,  because  it 
seemed  to  him  it  was  scarcely  answered, 
or  attempted  to  be  answered — he  said  it 
with  all  respect — by  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
exceedingly  interesting,  but,  although  he 
bad  read  as  well  as  listened  to  the  speech, 
be  could  not  find  that  he  had  touched 
the  arguments  of  the  speech  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  He  (Mr.  Cohen)  desired 
to  approach  the  subject  entirely  from  a 
financial  and  business  point  of  view.  The 
essence  of  the  proposal  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  the  Bill  set  up  a  new 
financial  system,  differing  in  every  con- 
ceivable respect  from  the  present  arrange- 
ments. Up  to  now  there  had  been  one 
Exchequer,  out  of  which,  and  into  which, 
all  payments  had  been  made.  Hence- 
forth the  country  was  to  have  two  Ex- 
chequers. Great  Britain  would  have  no 
voice  in  what  was  done  with  the  moneys 
poured  by  Great  Britain  into  the  Irish 
Exchequer ;  but  Ireland  would  have  a  large 
voice,  as  some  thought  too  large  a  voice, 
in  the  Revenue  which  was  raised,  and  in 
the  expenditure  incurred  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament  for  the  service 
of  the  Empire.  One  fundamental 
consequence  at  once  arose  out  of  this 
vital  change.  Formerly  there  was  only 
one  income  and  one  expenditure.  They 
who  opposed  Home  JRule  wished  for 
nothing  more  than  that  it  should  so 
remain.  But  this  partnership — he  was 
regarding  the  subject  entirely  from  the 
financial  point  of  view— was  to  be  dis- 
solved, not  by  mutual  consent,  but 
in  the  teeth  of  the  earnest  protest  and 
the  pronounced  opposition  of  the  other 
partner,  and  yet  the  opposing  partner 
was  to  pay  for  the  separation  an  immense 
sum  annually  for  an  arrangement  to 
which  it  was  strongly  and  irrevocably 
opposed.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  had  said  he  estimated 
that  the  loss  to  the  British  Exchequer 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  than  that 
shown  by  the  Government  Return.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Irish  Revenue  for  1892-3,  according 
to  the  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  280, 
was  given  at  £6,784,000,  of  which  she 
was  to  get  two-thirds,  leaving  one-third, 
or  £2,261,000,  to  England.  He  would 
pass  by  the  £138,000  for  Miscellaneous 
Receipts,  which,  for  some  unexplained 
reason,  was  to  go  integrally  over  to  Ire- 
land. He  took,  therefore,  England's 
share  at  £2,261,000,  from  which  was  to  be 
deducted  the  cost  of  collection,  £227,000, 
and  the  contribution  to  the  Constabulary, 
£486,000,  leaving  to  England  a  net  sum 
of  £1,548,000.  The  Imperial  Expendi- 
ture was  given  by  Parliamentary  Paper 
No.  163  at  £62,637,000,  so  that  Ireland 
would   pay  hereafter  a  maximum   of  a 
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little  over  l-40th.  In  the  face  of  these 
figures,  which  were  extracted  from  the 
Returns  that  he  had  quoted,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
told  the  Committee  that  the  "  principle  " 
of  the  Government  plan  was  to  bring 
out  as  nearly  as  possible  under  the  new 
system  Ireland's  normal  contribution,  and 
the  amount  which  she  contributed  under 
existing  financial  arrangements.  But  in 
1891-2,  according  to  Parliamentary  Paper 
No.  163,  Ireland  paid  £2,127,000.  So 
that  the  Government  plan,  which  was 
"  to  bring  out  Ireland's  normal  contribu- 
tion," would  result  in  a  reduction  of  that 
contribution  of,  at  the  very  least, 
£579,000,  or,  in  round  figures,  £600,000. 
Not  a  word  had  been  vouchsafed  to  the 
Committee  why  the  cost  of  collection 
was  to  be  borne  exclusively  by  England. 
A  footnote  to  the  Return  stated  that  the 
collection  of  Revenue  had  hitherto  been 
a  charge  on  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Of  course  that  was  so,  because  there 
had  been  no  other  Exchequer  out  of 
which  it  could  be  paid.  But  now  the 
Government  were  going  to  erect  two 
Exchequers  ;  and,  if  Ireland  took  two- 
thinls  of  her  inoome,  surely  reason  would 
dictate  that  she  should  pay  two-thirds 
of  the  cost  of  collection  of  that 
of  which  she  retained  two-thirds. 
While  Great  Britain  was  to  collect  the 
whole  Irish  Revenue,  while  she  was  to 
pay  the  whole  cost  of  the  collection — 
over  £250,000  yearly — she  was  to  pay 
to  the  Irish  Exchequer  two-thirds,  not 
of  the  net  yield,  but  two-thirds  of  the 
gross  income  without  any  deduction  for 
cost  of  collection.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee were  entitled  to  some  explanation 
of  the  reason  for  such  an  extraordinary 
arrangement.  The  Government  might 
also  inform  them  on  what  principle,  if 
there  were  one,  the  whole  system  had 
been  based.  He  imagined  the  Govern- 
ment would  admit  that  the  financial 
relations  should  be  determined  by  one  of 
two  principles — either  on  the  income  of 
the  two  countries,  or  on  the  amount  of 
Imperial  Expenditure  that  had  to  be  pro- 
vided for.  The  Government  plan  failed 
bv  whichever  svstera  it  was  tested.  If 
the  income  test  were  applied  the  right 
hou.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don had  shown  that,  while  Great  Britain 
paid  more  than  two-thirds — nearly  three- 
fourths— of  her  income,  Ireland  was  to 
pay   less  than  one-third  of  her  income. 

Mr.  Cohen 


Again,  if  it  were  to  be,  as  was  by  far 
more  rational,  a  quota  of  the  total  expen- 
diture to  be  provided,  the  Government 
plan  did  not  satisfy  a  single  opinion  that 
had  been  expressed  by  a  single  person. 
The  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) said  it  should  be  1-1 5th;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  it 
should  be  l-27th  or  l-28th. 

Th^  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  The  Prime  Minister  said 
l-26th. 

•Mr.  COHEN  said,  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  said  it  should 
be  one-eighth,  1-1 7th,  l-19th,  according 
as  population,  probate  duty,  or  savings 
banks  were  taken,  or  l-22nd  if  it  were 
tested  by  the  total  assessments. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  I  did 
not  say  that. 

•Mr.  COHEN  said,  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  it.  At  all 
events,  three  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  expressed — two  of  them  in  the 
course  of  the  present  discussion — their 
opinion  in  favour  of  a  far  larger  contri- 
bution than  was  contained  in  the  Govern- 
ment proposal.  The  proposition  of 
l-40th,  however,  satisfied  not  one  of  the 
high  opinions  indicated.  The  hon. 
[  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  E.  J.  C. 
Morton)  proposed  l-53rd.  Perhaps  the 
electors  of  Devonport  were  of  opinion 
that,  as  they  got  a  share  of  Imperial 
Expenditure  in  dockyards  and  wages, 
Ireland  should  be  on  a  like  footing. 
He  (Mr.  Cohen)  could  not  follow  that 
out.  Another  hon.  Member  went  so  far 
as  to  suggest  l-66th.  He  did  not  think 
the  hon.  Member's  constituents  could 
have  imagined  he  would  have  been  so 
generous,  and  they  might  have  something 
to  say  on  the  subject  at  the  next  Election. 
He  (Mr.  Cohen)  had  merely  glanced  at 
these  various  proposals  of  various 
authorities.  No  one  had  advocated, 
much  less  attempted  to  justify, 
l-40th.  This  proposal  could  not 
have  been  brought  forward  in  order 
to  satisfy  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way (the  Irish  Members),  as  the  Com- 
mittee were  told  bv  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond),  with 
his  usual  candour,  that  it  would  not 
satisfy  his  friends.  He  ventured  to  tell 
the  Government  it  would  equally  fail  to 
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satisfy  the  British  taxpayer.  He  had 
not  referred  at  all  to  the  political  conse- 
quences of  this  ill-fated  measure  ;  but  he 
believed  one  of  its  most  deplorable  results 
would  be  to  kindle  in  a  population  which 
heretofore  had  been  united,  because  it 
belonged  to  a  United  Kingdom,  a  feeling 
of  separate  instead  of  identical  interests, 
and  a  feeling  of  jealousy  and  rivalry 
which  the  Government  would  have  only 
themselves  to  reproach  for  if  it  should 
not  be  confined  to  financial  relations,  and 
if  it  should  destroy,  perhaps  for  ever,  the 
willingness  and  even  the  desire  of  the 
stronger  and  wealthier  portion  of  a  once 
United  Kingdom  to  come  to  the  relief 
and  aid  of  the  weaker  and  poorer 
portion. 

•Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)    said,    he    approved    of    the 
present  financial  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  several  grounds.     He  thought  it 
better  than  the  scheme  of  February.     lu 
the  first  place,  he  thought  it  an  advantage 
to  the  Irish  Exchequer  not  to  be  called 
upon    to    rely    for    its   surplus   on   the 
Revenue  derived  from  an  excessive   con- 
sumption of  spirits.     He  believed,  also, 
it   was    not    advisable    at    the    present 
moment    to    disturb    more    than    could 
be     helped    the    present     arrangements 
with    regard    to    taxation    in     Ireland. 
He   believed  that  the  Irish   Parliament 
would    have    enough     to     do     without 
troubling  itself  for  the    next   few   years 
with  details  of  its  own  taxation,  and  that 
meanwhile  the  whole  matter  would  be 
inquired  into   by   a   Royal    Commission 
or  by  other  means.     At  the  same  time 
Ireland  would,  under  this  scheme,  share 
with  Great  Britain  any  fluctuations  that 
might  occur  in   the   Customs   Revenne, 
The  question  as  to  what  Ireland's  contri- 
bution should  be,  no  doubt,  was  a  difficult 
one,  as   no   one   could    deny    who    had, 
in    an     unbiassed     spirit,    studieil     the 
finances   of  the   two  countries.      But  it 
was    for     the     Government     to      steer 
between     the    rocks.       The    object    of 
the     Government     ought     to      be      to 
keep    Ireland  out   of    financial    difficul- 
ties,   especially    at    a    time   when   she 
was  engaged  in  putting  into  operation  a 
new   system  of   government,  and  when 
she   was   about  to  initiate  the  develop- 
ment   of    her    own    interests     and    in- 
dnstries,    and   when   it   was    most    im- 
portant that  her  credit  should  be  good. 


On  the  one  hand,  she  should  not  be  en- 
couraged, by  the  possession  of  too  ample 
a  surplus,  into  expenditure  for  objects 
which  had  not  received  the  full  considera- 
tion of  a  responsible  Government — ^for 
undoubtedly  an  enormous  number  of 
claims  would  be  made  upon  her.  The 
amount  of  the  surplus  must  also  be 
regarded  from  the  point  of  view  of 
what  was  fair  to  the  taxpayers  of 
Great  Britain.  On  the  other  hand, 
Ireland  should  not  be  treated  in  a 
niggardly  spirit,  or  she  might  be  justified 
in  making  further  demands  on  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  There  were  many 
fields  for  expenditure  in  Ireland  which 
it  was  not  necessary  to  enter  into  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  anyone  with  a 
knowledge  of  local  government  would 
know  that  it  would  in  the  future  be 
necessary  for  Ireland,  to  borrow  and  lend 
money  to  promote,  additional  light  rail- 
ways, improved  sanitary  arrangements, 
and  dwelling  accommodation,  to  develop 
harbour  facilities  and  reproductive  works, 
to  organise  the  creation  of  a  Civil 
police,  and  to  re-model  the  Bank  on 
College  Green  in  Dublin  into  Houses  of 
Legislature.  There  would  be  educational 
grants  required,  for  Ireland  would  not 
desire  to  be  behindhand  either  in  compul- 
sory, secondary,  or  technical  education. 
She  would,  furthermore,  be  called  on  to 
pay  the  salaries,  gratuities,  and  pensions 
rendered  necessary  by  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  see  Ireland  treated  liberally  in 
the  future ;  for,  undoubtedly,  in  the  past, 
she  had  been  taxed  to  an  extent  out  of 
all  proportion  to  her  wealth,  as  compared 
with  other  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom. It  might  be  said,  "  We  have 
poverty  at  home  ;  "  but  here,  as  in  Ire- 
land, those  who  enjoyed  the  luxuries  of 
life  should  be  taxed,  and  not  those  who 
had  a  constant  struggle  for  existence. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  London  University  had  said 
on  Friday  night  that  in  the  past  Ireland 
had  been  treated  liberally,  and  that 
£10,400,000  of  taxation  had  been  re- 
mitted. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  failed  to  remind  the  House  that,  in 
the  first  16  years  after  the  Union,  the 
Irish  National  Debt  increased  by 
£80,000,000,  and  he  ignored  many  other 
similar  facts.  If  taxation  had  been  remitted 
in  the  past,  why  had  it  been  necessary  ? 
Because  Ireland  had  no  resources  of  her 
own  to  fall  back  upon  in  times  of  distress 
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or  famine.     And  this  had  been  no  fault  of 
hers.     The  fault  had  been  ours.     Ireland 
might  have  been  lacking  in  energy,  no 
doubt ;    many  individuals   in   the   Irish 
peasantry  might  have  been  deficient  in 
enterprise  ;  but  at  whose  door  ought  the 
blame   to   be   placed  ?     He   believed   it 
ought  to  be  placed  at  the  door  of  Great 
Britain,  who  had  destroyed  her  industries, 
and  hail  nourished  an  abominable  land 
system  in  the  country.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  had  assumed  that  l-17th  was  a 
fair  proportion  of  the  Imperial  charges 
for  Ireland   to    pay.      The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  given  his  reason   for 
that  assumption,  and  on  that  false  basis 
he  had  gone  on  to  tell  the  people  of  this 
country  that  Home  Rule  was  to  cost  us 
£2, 1 50,000.  Those  figures  were  absolutely 
misleading.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the     Member     for    West     Birmingham 
wanted     to      see      Ireland      contribute 
I-12th    of    the    Imperial    charges,    but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the    principle   he   would    desire  to   see 
adopted   was   one   based,  not  upon  the 
cost    of    Imperial    Services,  but    upon 
Ireland's  taxable  capacity.     Mr.  Gifieu 
proved     in    1886    that    Ireland's    tax- 
able   capacity    was     £70,000,000     and 
Great     Britain's    £1,200,000,000;    and 
he  estimated  that,  deducting  the  cost  of 
living — £12  per  head  (i.e.,  8d.  per  day) — it 
would    leave   Ireland's   taxable    wealth 
at    £15,000,000,    and    Great    Britain's 
at  £800,000,000,  or  l-53rd.     The  total 
Imperial     charges     were     £62,900,000, 
and,     dividing     that    by   53,     Ireland's 
share    was    £1,186,000.     Ireland      was 
called   upon   to  pay   under  the   scheme 
of   the   Government   £2,276,000,   or    if 
the    vanishing    item    of    £486,000    for 
Constabulary    were  deducted  it    would 
mean   that   the   immediate    contribution 
was  going  to  be  £1,790,000.     If,  there- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  principle 
of  relative  wealth  were  adopted  Ireland 
would  then  pay  £604,000  less  than  the 
Government  asked    her    to,  and   in  six 
years'     time    £1,090,000     less,     which 
moneys  would  have  to  be  provided  for 
by  British  taxpayers,  in  whose  interests 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  asked  Ireland, 
in  violation  of  his  principle,  to  now  pay 
1-1 2th  only.     The  Government  proposal, 
however,  left  matters  unaltered  pending 
investigation,  so  as  to  enable  Ireland  to 
pay  ultimately  what  might  be  found  to 
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be  fair.     Under  the  Government  scheme 
the  cost  to  Great  Britain  of  Home  Bule 
would  be   as  follows  :— rin    1891-2   the 
Irish  contribution  to  Imperial   Revenue 
was   £1,833,000,  and  in   1892-3  it  was 
£2,103,000,  or  an  average  of  £1,968,000. 
The     Government     proposed     to     take 
as     Ireland's      immediate      contribution 
£1,790,000,    thus    calling    upon    Great 
Britain  to  pay  the  diflference  of  £178,000, 
or,  say,  £180,000.     There  was  no  need 
for  the  British  taxpayer  to  be  frightened 
at   this   cost   which  would  terminate  a 
wasteful  system  in  the  present  method  of 
government,  for  which  he  (the  taxpayer) 
was  partly  or  wholly  responsible.     There 
was   one   other    point   he    (Mr.   Pease) 
would  like  to  allude  to.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West   Bir- 
mingham had  said  that  for  future  wars 
Ireland   would   be  asked    to   contribute 
1- 12th,  whereas  for  past  wars  she  would 
only  contribute  l-40th,  and  he  had  asked 
for  some  explanation.     Surely  the  reason 
was  obvious.     The  Revenue  derived  from 
present  taxes  was  subject  to  deduction 
for  local  expenditure,  but  a  war  tax  was 
subject  to   no  such   deductions.      Thus 
from     Ireland's     Imperial     Revenue    of 
£7,643,000,    £5,540,000    was   deducted 
for  local  expenditure,  leaving  available  as 
the  net  Imperial  contribution  £2,103,000, 
and     from     Great     Britain's     Imperial 
Revenue   of    £88,455,000,   £29,982,000 
was  deducted  for  local  expenditure,  leaving 
available  as  the  net  Imperial  contribution 
£58,473,000,   or  if   these  proportions — 
the  disparity   in   which   afforded  a  full 
explanation  to  the  point  raised   by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman    the  Member  for 
West    Birmingham  —  were    reduced    it 
would  be   found  that  out  of  every  £26 
raised   for  Imperial  contribution  in  Ire- 
land £18  was  remitted  for  local  expendi- 
ture ;  out  of  every  £29  raised  for  Great 
Britain   £10   only    was    remitted.      He 
thought    the     reasons     he    had    given, 
though  short,  were  sufficient  to  justify 
him  in  supporting  the  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    If  it  were  not  quite  so  ample 
as  he  could  have  wished,  it  was  yet  suffi- 
cient to  enable  the  Irish  Representative 
Assembly  to  judiciously  administer  the 
affairs  of  their  nation,  in  a  way  which 
would  be  in  sympathy  with  the  people, 
and   which  would   in  no  way  be  detri- 
mental  to  ourselves,  for   we  should   be 
be  relieved  of  the  management  of  Irish 
local  affairs  and  be  able  to  make  progress 
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with  matters  which  concerned  other  por- 
tions of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
Empire. 

•Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  begun  by 
dwelling  on  the  advantage  of  a  tem- 
porary settlement ;  but  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
did  not  think  that  any  advantage  was 
iikely  to  result  from  that  expedient  to 
the  British  taxpayer.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  admitted  that  Home  Rule, 
according  to  the  latest  scheme  of  the 
Government,  would  cost  £140,000  a  year 
to  this  country.  Nor  did  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
believe  that  a  temporary  settlement  would 
bring  any  benefit  to  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  a  preference  had  been  strongly 
expressed  from  the  Nationalist  Benches 
in  favour  of  the  plan  originally  proposed 
in  the  Bill  as  against  the  plan  now  sub- 
stituted for  it.  The  provisional  settlement 
was  conceived  in  the  interests  of  the  Go- 
vernment alone,  which,  in  this  instance, 
as  in  many  others  when  it  found  itself 
unable  to  solve  a  diflRculty,  postponed  it. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  had  gone  on  to 
say  that  he  was  sure  the  British  tax- 
payer would  not  desire  to  deal  with  Ire- 
land in  an  illiberal  and  niggardly 
spirit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  adopted  the  same 
line  on  Friday.  He  had  said  that  if 
Great  Britain  were  determined  to  give 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland  she  would  treat 
Ireland  generously,  and  would  not  be 
deterred  by  any  mere  objection  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Balfour)  entirely  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Great  Britain 
ought  not  to  be  ungenerous  if  she  was 
determined  to  give  Home  Rule  to  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  Great 
Britain  was  in  favour  of  giving  Home 
Role  to  Ireland.  The  truth  was  that 
this  financial  question  afforded  one 
more  illustration  of  the  impossibility  of 
separating  the  principle  from  the  details 
of  the  measure.  The  Prime  Minister  and 
ttis  Colleagues  seemed  to  be  slaves  to 
the  abstract  idea  of  Home  Rule  ;  but 
they  could  not  give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland 
ID  the  abstract.  The  moment  they 
j^^tempted  to  work  out  a  scheme  of  Home 
ftnle  in  a  practical  fashion  it  became 
^kpparent  that  none  could  be  devised 
^^pable  of  satisfying  the  conditions  on 
<««r^ch  alone    Parliament    could    wisely 
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give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland.  Whether 
they  took  the  question  of  tbe  land,  or  of 
the  loyal  minority,  or  of  the  representation 
of  Ireland  at  Westminster,  the  answer  was 
the  same — there  was  no  solution  of  the 
problem  compatible  with  the  facts  of  the 
case.  The  financial  part  of  the  pro- 
posal only  added  one  more  to  the 
series  of  dilemmas  which  any  scheme 
of  Home  Rule  involved.  They  could 
not  give  Home  Rule  with  financial 
conditions  at  once  just  to  this 
country  and  satisfactory  to  Ireland. 
Two  main  questions  bad  been  raised  in 
the  course  of  these  discussions.  First, 
would  Great  Britain  gain  or  lose  financially 
under  the  new  scheme  as  compared  with 
her  present  position;  and,  secondly,  what 
quota  ought  Ireland  justly  and  fairly 
to  pay  under  any  scheme  of  Home  Rule  ? 
Now,  he  would  take  the  first  of  these 
questions  to  begin  witb.  He  had  looked 
very  carefully  through  the  Returns  which 
had  been  furnished  by  the  Government, 
and  he  had  arrived  to  the  best  of  his 
ability  at  his  own  conclusions,  inde- 
pendently of  any  results  that  he  had 
seen  worked  out  on  the  subject  by 
others.  The  last  Return  of  the  Go- 
vernment showed  that  the  present  net 
contribution  of  Ireland  to  Imperial  Ex- 
penditure was  £2,103,000.  In  order  to 
arrive  at  the  gross  contribution  he  added 
to  that  the  sum  of  £235,000,  the  cost  of 
collecting  the  Revenue.  This  gave 
a  total  gross  contribution  from 
Ireland  to  Imperial  Expenditure  of 
£2,338,000.  Now,  the  proposed  gross 
contribution  under  the  new  plan  pre- 
sented by  the  Government  was  a  sum  of 
£2,276,000.  Subtracting  that  from  the 
former  sum,  there  appeared  a  loss  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  under  the  new 
scheme  of  £62,000.  But  that  was  not 
all.  To  that  was  to  be  added  the  charge 
for  Constabulary.  He  was  aware  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  say 
that  that  was  a  vanishing  charge  ;  but 
he  took  the  figure  that,  for  the  present. 
Great  Britain  would  actually  have  to 
pay.  In  the  first  year,  at  all  events, 
there  would  be  an  additional  sum  of 
£486,000  for  the  Constabulary.  These 
two  sums  added  together  represented  a 
loss  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  of 
£548,000.  But  that,  again,  was  not 
all.  There  was  an  item  on  account  of 
Expenditure  in  Ireland  amounting  to 
£130,000  for  public  works  and  buildings, 
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and   another  of  £142,000  for  railways. 
That  expenditure,   he    held,    must     be 
regarded  as    being    of    an    exceptional 
character,  and  ought   not  to  enter  into 
any   computation   of    the    normal   Irish 
charges.     These  two  sums  added  together 
gave  them  a  total  of  £272,000.     There- 
fore, making   the  necessary  corrections, 
he   arrived  at   the   conclusion  that   the 
total   loss   to   the    Imperial   Exchequer 
under  the  new  system,  as  compared  with 
the  present  system,  would  be  £820,000. 
If  they  subtracted  that  from  the  proposed 
gross   contribution   of  Ireland,  amount- 
ing  to  £2,276,000,  the   remainder  was 
£1,456,000  ;    and  that,,  he  held,  repre- 
sented   the    true    net    contribution     of 
Ireland    to    the    Imperial    Expenditure 
under   the  new  plan  in  a  normal  year, 
being  an  amount  equivalent  to  about  a 
l-42nd  part  of  the  Imperial  Expenditure. 
Now,  he  should   like  to  deal  with  the 
same  matter  from  a  somewhat  different 
point  of  view.     In  order  to  arrive  at  the 
net    contribution    paid    by    Ireland    to 
account  of  Imperial  Expenditure,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  the  total  Revenue 
of    Ireland,   and    the   total    amount    of 
Irish  charges,  and  subtracting  the  latter 
from  the  former,  treated  the  remainder  as 
the    net    contribution    from    the    Irish 
Revenue   to  Imperial  Expenditure.      It 
became  important,  therefore,  to  examine 
what  were  the  items  which  were  included 
under  the  head  of  Irish  charges,  because 
unless  those  items  were  correctly  so  appor- 
tioned  they  would  not  be  able,  by  the 
mere  process  of  subtracting,  to  arrive  at 
the  true  contribution  of  Ireland  to  Im- 
perial Expenditure.      If  they  compared 
a    contribution    of   Ireland   in  the  year 
1891     with    that  of    the    year    1892-3 
there     was    a    very    considerable    dis- 
crepancy.     In    the    first  year  the    net 
contribution  from  Ireland  amounted,  ac- 
cording  to  a   Return   which  had   been 
presented  to  the  House,  to  £1,833,000. 
Last  year  it  amounted   to   £2,103,000. 
What    was    the    reason    of    the    great 
difference  between  the  two  figures  ?     It 
was  simply  that  in  1891-2  on  public  works 
and  railways  much  more  money  was  spent 
than  was  spent  in  the  succeeding  year. 
There  was  a  difference  of  something  like 
£260,000,    and   it    was   that  £250,000 
which  made  the  difference  between  the 
contribution  of  Ireland  to  Imperial  Ex- 
penditure in  1891-2  and  in  1892-3.     As 
he  had  already  pointed  out,  this  expeudi- 
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ture  on  public  works  and  railways  was 
in  the  nature  of  a  special  and  exceptional 
expenditure,  and  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  enter  into  the  calculation  at  all.     It 
was,   in    fact,   a    special    eleemosynary 
grant  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  to 
Ireland  ;    therefore,   in    estimating   the 
residue  available  for  Imperial  Expendi- 
ture,  they   should    not    begin   by   sub- 
tracting   that    amount    from  the  grosa 
Revenue  of  Ireland.     The  same  remark 
applied    also    to    the    charge     for    the 
Constabulary.    In  the  Return  the  charge 
for  the  Constabulary,  which  amounted  to 
nearly  £1,500,000,  was  treated  as  being 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  term  an  Irish 
charge.     But  now  they  were  told  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  one-third  of 
that  was  more  properly  to  be  regarded 
not    as    an    Irish   charge,    but    as    an 
Imperial   charge.     But  if   it  was  to  be 
regarded  as  an  Imperial  charge  it  wae 
clear  enough  that  that  also  ought  not  to 
be  subtracted  from  the  gross  Revenue  of 
Ireland     in     order     to    arrive     at     the 
amount  available  as  contribution  to  the 
Imperial  Expenditure.     Now,  he  made 
the  correction  due  to  these  two  errors^ 
and  the  result  was  that  the  net  contribu- 
tion available  for  Imperial  Expenditure 
was   no    longer    £2,103,000,    but    that 
amount  plus  £25O,0kX),  representing  the 
special    expenditure     on    railways    and 
public   works,  together  with   £486,000, 
representing    one-third    of   the   cost  of 
the   Constabulary  :  or,  in   other  words» 
the  total  amount  available  for  Imperial 
Expenditure,  after  Irish  charges  proper 
and      normal      had       been      deducted^ 
amounted  to  about  £2,840,000.       Thia 
was     something     like     a     l-2l8t     part 
of  the  net  Imperial   Expenditure.     Ha 
could  not  help  thinking   that  the   right 
hon.   Gentleman    the  President  of   the 
Local    Government    Board    on    Friday 
night  played  fast  and  loose  with  these 
figures.     When  he  desired  to  minimise 
the  amount  available  for  contribution  by- 
Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  then 
he  made  out   that  these   charges  were 
Irish  charges  proper ;  but  when,  on  the 
other  hand,   he    desured  to  magnify  the 
obligations  of  the  Imperial  Exchequeor 
to  Ireland,  he  treated  them  as  though 
they  should  be  Imperial  Expenditure.  If, 
however,   it  was  to  be  contended  thftt 
these  were  properly  Irish  chargee^  why 
should  this  country  be  called  on  to  pay  for 
them  after  the  domestic  affairs  <^  Iretaiid 
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were  separated  from  Grreat  Britain  ? 
This  brought  him  to  the  second  question 
— namely,  what  was  the  proper  quota  for 
Ireland  to  pay  under  a  system  of  Home 
Rule  ?  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  1-1 8th  would  be  the 
proper  contribution  for  Ireland  to  pay. 
In  1886  the  Prime  Minister  said  the  just 
contribution  of  Ireland  would  be  1-1 4th. 
True,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  actually 
proposed  to  require  only  l-26th  ;  but, 
according  to  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  con- 
tribution would  have  been  1-1 4th. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  was  a 
misprint.  It  should  have  been  1-1 5th. 
•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  Well, 
1-1 5th.  The  difference  between  the 
1-1 5th  estimated  in  1886  by  the  Prime 
Ministi^r  and  the  l-18th  which  was  the 
figure  now  given  by  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
arose  from  the  fact  that  in  1885  Probate 
Duty  was  exceptionally  productive.  He 
believed  the  1-1 8th  represented  the  true 
proportion  calculated  on  the  basis  of  the 
Death  Duties  more  fairly  than  1-1 5th  ; 
and  that  this  would  be,  under  the 
existing  state  of  things,  a  not  unfair 
contribution  for  Ireland  to  pay  was  further 
shown  by  the  figures  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  on  Fridav. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
amount  of  deposits  in  the  savings  banks 
constituted,  in  his  opinion,  a  just  basis  in 
estimating  taxable  capacity,  and  sfatcd 
that  the  deposits  in  the  savings 
banks  of  Ireland  amounted  to  1-1 9th  of 
the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks 
generally  throughout  the  country. 
So  it  appeared,  if  they  took 
that  basis,  that  1-1 8th — the  estimate 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham — was 
nearly  right.  It  was  true  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  did  not  rest 
content  with  the  estimate  of  l-19th.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in  order 
to  arrive  at  the  taxable  capacity  of  a 
country  they  must  multiply  the  number 
of  its  inhabitants  by  12,  and  deduct  that 
number  of  pounds  from  the  total  income 
of  the  country.  In  that  way  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  made  out  that  the  tax- 
able capacity  of  Ireland  was  only 
j6  15,000,000  annually.     He  would  point 


out  to  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Colleagues  who  happened  to  be  present 
that,  if  that  was  a  fair  basis  to  take  in 
order  to  estimate  taxable  capacity,  then 
Ireland  was  at  present  raising  a  Revenue  of 
rather  more  than  half  her  whole  taxable 
capacity.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  nodded.  He 
should  have  thought,  however,  that  this 
consideration  was  one  which  would  have 
caused  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  pause  before  accepting  his  colleague's 
theory.  But  that  was  not  all.  The 
population  of  Ireland  had  considerably 
diminished  since  the  middle  of  the 
century,  and  during  that  period  the 
wealth  of  the  country  had  increased. 
Now,  supposing  the  reverse  were  to 
take  place,  and  that,  in  the  coming 
years,  the  population  were  to  increase  to 
the  point  it  reached  in  1846,  and  the 
wealth  to  diminish  to  what  it  was  in  that 
year,  what  would  be  the  result?  Why,  that 
Ireland  would  have  no  taxable  capacity 
at  all ;  and  he  presumed  that,  following 
out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  principle, 
Ireland  ought  in  that  case  not  be  taxed  at 
all.  If  that  were  so,  really  they  would 
have  to  entirely  remodel  the  doctrine 
that  taxation  and  representation  went 
together  ;  for  if  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  to  increase  to  8,000,000,  while  her 
wealth  were  to  remain  what  it  was  now^ 
the  result  would  be  that  she  would  be 
entitled  to  send  not  80  but  more  than 
100  Members  to  the  House,  and 
yet  be  paying  no  taxes  at  all. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  reductio  ad 
ahsurdum  of  the  theory  of  taxable 
capacity  put  forward  by  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  Speaking  for  him- 
self, he  (Mr.  Balfour)  thought  that 
1-1 9th  would  not  be  an  unfair  quota  for 
Ireland  to  pay  if  it  were  possible  to 
deal  with  this  as  an  abstract  ques- 
tion. Unfortunately,  they  could  not 
deal  with  the  matter  in  that  way. 
If  Ireland  was  to  pay  l-19th,  or  any- 
thing approaching  that  figure,  under  any 
system  of  Home  Rule,  Ireland  would  be 
bankrupt  within  a  very  few  years.  He 
would  go  further.  He  believed  that  if 
the  Government  scheme  were  carried 
into  effect  Ireland  would  be  bankrupt 
within  a  comparatively  short  period. 
And  that  was  the  real  difficulty  with 
which  they  had  got  to  deal.  Just  at  the 
very   time  that   Ireland  had  less   right 
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than  she  had  before — less  claim — to  the 
charitable  doles  of  Great  Britain  she  would 
stand  in  greater  need  of  those  doles. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  credit  of 
Ireland  under  Home  Rule  was  not  likely 
to  be  in  a  very  flourishing  condition. 
In  a  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister's, 
quoted  on  Friday  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  nursing  most  carefully  the  new- 
born credit  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Bal- 
four) was  greatly  afraid  that,  whatever 
care  was  devoted  to  the  nourishment 
of  that  interesting  infant,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  rear  it  to  maturity. 
He  was  confident  that  Ireland  would 
not  be  able  to  pay  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  under  Home  Rule  even  the 
sum  she  was  called  upon  to  pay  now. 
He  therefore  felt  entitled  to  say  that, 
while  Ireland  under  this  scheme  would 
be  getting  more  out  of  Great  Britain 
than  at  present,  more  would  not  be 
nearly  sufficient  for  her  needs.  The 
Government  had  not  solved  the  financial 
problem  of  Home  Rule  by  their  latest 
proposals.  It  would  not  solve  the  diffi- 
culty merely  to  postpone  it,  and  in  the 
meantime  to  patch  up  a  modus  vivendi 
under  which  Ireland  got  more  than  she 
could  justly  claim,  but  less  than  her 
necessities  would  require. 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  I  think  the  tranquillity  of  the 
Committee  now  lends  itself  to  financial 
discussion,  and  I  shall,  therefore, 
take  this  opportunity  of  saying  what 
I  have  to  say.  I  am  not  going  to 
enter  into  any  speculative  theories  of 
taxation  and  contribution  such  as  my 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  G.  Balfour), 
with  the  great  acuteness  which  he 
always  shows,  has  indulged  in.  I  do  not 
think  that  this  question  is  to  be  solved  by 
any  tiieory  of  what  a  particular  country 
under  particular  circumstances  ought  to 
pay.  At  all  events,  we  have  fixed  upon 
a  ruder  nud,  I  think,  a  more  sensible 
method.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Islington  (Mr.  Bartley)  asks  on  what  prin- 
ciple the  Government  founded  theirpresent 
plan.  I  stateil  it  last  week.  Our 
object  is  that  the  normal  contribu- 
tion of  Ireland  shall  be  under  Home 
Rule  as  nearly  as  possible  what  it  is 
now  and  what  it  has  been  for  some  years 
past.  That  may  be  a  rude  method,  but 
it  is  a  sensible  one  ;  and   if  we  can  con- 

Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


vince  the  people  of  this  country  that  we 
are  asking  them  to  receive  normally 
from  Ireland  what  they  have  been 
receiving  in  recent  years,  I  think  they 
will  be  satisfied  with  that  as  the  basis 
of  a  settlement.  What  is  the  use  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Islington 
(Mr.  Cohen)  taking  the  figures  and 
treating  the  £500,000,  which  is  to  be  a 
temporary  bonus  and  allowance,  as  if  it 
were  the  normal  figure  ?  It  is  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  is  like  the  fallacy  that 
runs  through  the  whole  of  the  fly-sheet 
which  has  been  distributed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick). 
Why,  the  figures  given  in  his  Paper  are 
absolutely  fallacious  from  beginning  to 
end.  He  takes  the  Prime  Minister's 
figures  of  1886  in  order  to  compare  them 
with  the  present  figures,  and  he  deducts 
the  £500,000  from  the  one  and  not  from 
the  other.  A  man  who  makes  a  calcula- 
tion in  that  way  cannot  expect  to  com- 
mand any  financial  respect.  He  puts  a 
note  at  the  bottom  saying  that  this  is 
subject  to  deduction  for  the  Police,  but 
he  does  not  make  the  deduction,  and  that 
indicates  the  whole  of  his  comparison. 

Mr.  brodrick  (Surrey,  Guildford): 
May  I  remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
stated  in  his  speech  of  1886  that  be 
confidently  expected  the  charge  for 
the  Constabulary  would  not  exceed 
£  1  000  000  ? 

•Sir  W.  harcourt  :  If  that  were 
so,  I  do  not  see  how  the  Prime  Minister 
could  have  arrived  at  the  results  he  stated 
on  that  occasion.  However,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  to  rely  on  figures  of 
that  description  I  cannot  help  it.  I  have 
stated  the  principle  on  which  we  proceed, 
and  the  figures  are  shown  in  the  last 
Paper  laiil  before  the  House  ;  £2,276,000 
is  the  contribution  which  we  reckon  is 
to  be  made  by  Ireland.  That,  of  course, 
is  to  be  regarded  as  the  normal  contribu- 
tion ;  to  the  extent  of  £500,000  there  l» 
a  temporary  deduction  in  the  shape  of  a 
contribution  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  Constabulary  expense*. 
The  only  deduction  you  can  make  from 
the  normal  contribution  is  the  dedactioo 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  collection. 
Our  plan,  if  yon  make  a  deduction  for  the 
cost  of  collection,  is  substantially  the 
average  of  what  has  been  contributed  br 
Ireland  in  the  last  three  years.  That  i« 
our  case.     You  may  try  to  alter  the»e 
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figures  if  you  like.  The  House  has  heard 
a  great  many  figures,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  quote  many  more.      Papers  are  before 
the  House  and  the  country  by  which  our 
figures   can   easily   be   tested.      I   have 
never  known  the  House  to  derive  much 
advantage    from    the    use    of    a    great 
number  of  elaborate  figures.     I  am  more 
concerned  with   the   general   arguments 
urged  against  the  scheme  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain).    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  in  a  speech  distinguished  by  that 
ability  which  his  speeches  always  show, 
went  through  the  scheme,  and  where  he 
has  reaped   there   is   not   much  left  for 
others  to  glean.     I  think  he  stated  all  the 
conceivable  objections  to  the  scheme  of  the 
Government,  and  I  have  heard  little  that 
is  new  since  he  spoke.     I  desire,  there- 
fore, to  address  myself  to  the  points  of 
principle  he  made  against  our  scheme. 
He    divided   what   he   had    to  say  into 
objections  to  our  methods  and  objections 
to  our  results.      I  will    lay  down   this 
canon  ;  that  if  I   can    show    that   every 
one  of  the   objections  he  made  applies 
with  equal  or  greater  force  to  the  existing 
system  than  it  does  to  the  plan  we  propose, 
then   his   objections   really    fall    to   the 
ground.      What   is   the   use   of    urging 
against   our    plan    objections    that    are 
applicable  to  the  existing  system  which, 
if  you  reject  this  Bill,  you  will  retain,  and 
which  will  then  have  a  worse  effect  than 
they  have  now  ?     The  first  objection  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  was  this.    He 
said  wemighttake  one-third  of  the  present 
Revenue  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  urged  that 
this  would  be  subject  to  fluctuations,  so 
that  the  contribution   would  not  always 
be  the  same.     Does  not  that  objection 
apply  to  the  existing  state  of  things  ? 
If  the  Revenue  of  Ireland  falls  the  con- 
tribntion  to  England  falls,  the  Expenditure 
remaining  the  same.      If   the   Revenue 
remains  the  same   and  the  Expenditure 
increases,  the  contribution  of  Ireland  falls. 
If  the  Revenue  falls  and  the  Expenditiu-e 
increases,  the  contribution  of  Ireland  falls 
in  a  double  degree.     Therefore,  the  whole 
<9f  this  objection  is  an  objection  which  ap- 
plies with  equal  force  to  the  existing  state 
of  things.     What  is  the  use  of  bringing 
for^ward  as  conclusive  objections  to  our 
proposals   conditions   which  are   in  full 
force  at  the  present  moment  ?     Has  your 
quota    from   Ireland   never   fluctuated  ? 
Ila-s  your  surplus  always  been  the  same  ? 


What  you  receive  from  Ireland  is  never 
constant.    If  you  will  take  the  very  useful 
Return  produced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  you  will  see  that  in  every 
year  the  contribution  is  different.     Three 
years -ago  the  contribution  from  Ireland 
was  £2,500,000,  and  in  two  years  it  had 
fallen  £700,000  under  the  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.    I 
have   got  here    the   contributions   from 
Ireland  in  the  three  years  dealt  with  by 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman^s     Return. 
The     contribution     was,     in     1889-90, 
£2,568,000;      in    1890-1,     £2,283,000; 
in  1891-2,  £1,882,000;  and  in  the  last 
year,    £2,103,000.      If    you    take    the 
average  of  the  contributions  for  the  last 
three  years  you  will  find  it  is  something 
under  £2,100,000.     We  propose  to  allot 
a  sum  rather  larger  than  that.     Why  has 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  fallen  ?     Not 
because  the  Revenue  has  fallen,  for  they 
were  good  years.      It  was  because  the 
Expenditure   had   increased.     The   Ex- 
penditure     had       increased      in     three 
years      by      about      £1,000,000.       Do 
you     think     that    will     never    happen 
again  if  you  defeat  this  Bill  ?     An  in- 
crease    of     about     £1,000,000    in    the 
Expenditure     and    of    about    £300,000 
in     the     Revenue      leaves      a      differ- 
ence  of  £700,000,  which    is    the   out- 
come of  the  Irish  contribution  under  the 
administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  opposite.     You    are    so    solicitous 
about    the     British     taxpayer.       Well, 
during  these  years  the  British  taxpayer 
had  to  find  the  difference  of  £700,000, 
which  was  owing  to  your  management 
of  the  Irish  Exchequer.    I  have  said  that 
the  objection  applies  with  even  greater 
force  if  you  compare  the  present  system 
with  that  which  we  propose.     The  Irish 
contribution  now    depends    upon    varia- 
tions       in      the       Revenue      and      in 
the  Expenditure.     There  are  at  present 
two    variants,    and     in     our     proposals 
we     eliminate    the     variable     expendi- 
ture, with  which  we  have  no  concern. 
Therefore,  you   have  a  quantity  which 
you    can    ascertain    with  much   greater 
certainty,   because    there    is    only    one 
variant  left,  and  that  is  the  amount  of 
the  Irish  Revenue.     If  the  Revenue  of 
Ireland  diminishes,  the  contribution  will 
fall  as  it  does  now  ;  if   it  increases,  you 
will  get  more,  but  you  will  get  rid  of  the 
formidable  element   which    varies    only 
in     one     direction,    and     that    is     the 
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Expenditure,  which  constantly  increases. 
That  is  the  difference  between  the  two 
schemes.     The  argument    of  the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  offends  by  the  base,  as  the 
French   would   say,   because   it   is    one 
which  applies  with  greater  force  to  the 
system  now  in  operation,  and  will  apply 
with  greater  force  hereafter  if  you  succeed 
in  defeating  our  scheme.     To  me,  in  the 
office  I  hold,  this  is  a  consideration  of 
immense  importance.     I  only  wish  I  saw 
the  prospect  of  commuting  English  Ex- 
penditure on  the  same  basis,  and  then  we 
should  know  a  little  more  of  what  would 
be   the   future   situation   of  the  British 
taxpayer.     That  the  Irish  should  com- 
plain of  this  I  can  understand  ;  but  why 
the  British  taxpayer  should  be  afraid  of 
it  passes  my  comprehension.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  (Mr.  J.   Chamberlain) 
said  there  would  be  greater  difficulty  than 
at  present  in  collecting  the  Revenue  in 
Ireland.     Why  ?     You  will  collect  with 
the  same  officers  as  now,  but  the  Revenue 
now  comes,  in  the  first  instance,  into  the 
British  Exchequer  ;  and  the  Irish  Ex- 
chequer has  no  defined  apd  direct  interest 
in   that    collection.     Hereafter    Ireland 
will  have  an  interest  of  two-thirds  in  the 
collection  of  the  Revenue.     Of  every  £1 
that  is  lost  to  the   Revenue   of  Ireland 
she  will  for  her  own  purposes  lose  13s.  4d. 
You  have,  therefore,  given  a  motive  to 
the    Irish    Government    and   the   Irish 
people   to  protect  the  collection  of  the 
Revenue  which  they  have  not  at  present. 
Therefore,  that  objection  also  is  turned 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
it  applies  with  greater  force  to  the  present 
system  than  to  the  system  we  propose. 
Nor   is    there   one    of     his   arguments 
which,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  open  to  these 
objections  ?     I  do  not  know  anybody  in 
Ireland   who   will   not   desire   that   the 
Revenue  should  be  collected.     I  should 
think  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
will  desire  it.     It  will  be  the  interest  of 
the  whole  people  that  the  Revenue  should 
be    collected    if    they   have   two-thirds 
share  in  what  b   collected.     The   next 
allegation  is  that  our  plan  will  hamper 
British  finance ;  that  it  will  cripple  the 
British  Budget,  and  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Chancellor   of    the  Exchequer,   a  very 
great    evil    if     it     exists.     I     do     not 
deny    the    inconvenience    of    a    double 
Exchequer.       I    have    painful    experi- 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


ence    of     it    now.       There     is    not    a 
man  at  the  Treasury  who  does  not  smart 
under    the    difficulties     of     the    double 
Exchequer   which   was   started   by   my 
Predecessor.     And  in  this  case  there  is 
the    disadvantage      that     the      Second 
Exchequer    is    divided    into   50   or   60 
other  Exchequers  among  different  Local 
Bodies  to  whom  the  money  is  assigned. 
We   have   that   object-lesson  before  us, 
and,    therefore,   I   do   not    deny  that  a 
double  Exchequer  has  its  inconvenience. 
But,  again,  I  say  it  is  not  half  as  bad  as 
the   existing   system    with    which    you 
have  to  deal.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  dealt    with    Local    Taxation, 
created  two  Exchequers,  but  in  a  more 
objectionable  manner.    He  hypothecated 
certain   taxes.      He   pledged   them   and 
mortgaged  them  for  a  particular  purpose 
in  a  manner  which  everyone  who  has  to 
deal     with     finance     has     found     most 
embarrassing.     He  mortgaged  the  Pro- 
bate Duty,  and  when  we  come  to  deal 
with  the  Death    Duties  we   find    them 
mortgaged  to  Bodies  who  will   greatly 
object  to  our* dealing  with  them.      He 
has  mortgaged  a  certain  portion   of   the 
Customs   and    Excise    Duties,    and    he 
has  tied  and  hampered  the  hands  of  the 
Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer   and  the 
British  Budget  in  a  manner  which  our 
scheme  does  not  approach.   We  hypothe- 
cate no  taxes,  we  mortgage  no  sources  of 
Revenue.     We  leave  the  hands  of   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  absolutely 
free  to  collect  these  taxes,  and  deal  with 
them  as  he  thinks  best  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  large.     This,  then,  is  an 
objection,  I  say,  which  ricochets  on  your- 
selves, and  which  has  a  far  larger  and  more 
stringent  application  to  the  new  condition 
of  things  which  you  have  created  than  any 
which  we  propose  to  create.    Then  there 
is  the  other  objection  about  direct  and 
indirect   taxation ;    but   it    exists   now. 
Ireland  does  contribute  less  now  when 
vou  reduce   indirect   taxes  ;    the   reduc- 
tion  is  less  if  vou  reduce  direct  taxes. 
That  is  the  fallacy  which  runs  through 
all  these  arguments.      It  is  said  that   if 
you  should  lower  the  Customs  Duties — 
the   Tea   Duty,  for   instance — you    will 
diminish  the  Irish  contribution.    Well,  of 
course   you  will.     But  if  you  diminish 
the  Tea  Duties  now  it  would  be  the  same 
thing.    Why,  any  man  of  sense  sees  that 
at  once,     Ireland  will  pay  less  for  her 
tea  than  she  does  now.    All  these  thin^ 
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sre   brought    forward   as    if    they  were 
maryellooslj  profound  discoveries.    They 
are    things     which    anyone    who     has 
learned   the  multiplication  table   knows 
has  happened  since  Ireland  and  England 
had  any  financial  relations.     I  therefore 
arriTe  at  the  conclusion  that  under  the 
plan  of  the  Government  our  finances  will 
sot   be   more   hampered  than   tbey   are 
DOWy     but     less     hampered ;     and    the 
Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  will    not 
be   left   fettered    in    dealing    with   the 
incidence  of  taxation — at  least,  so  far  as 
the  Irish  contribution  is  concerned.  Then 
there  is  another  objection,  which  is  not 
80  much   financial   as   political.      It    is 
said  the   Irish    Members    will   interfere 
with  British  finance.     Is  that  a  new  dis- 
covery ?    Has  that  not  happened  before  ? 
It  is  said  the  Irish  Members  may  em- 
barrass the  Budget ;  I  know  that  very 
■well.     It  is  not  a  very  common  thing  to 
have  a   Government   turned    out   on   a 
Budget,  but  it   has    happened,   and  not 
many  years  ago.   It  was  done  by  gentle- 
men who  sit  opposite  and  by  those  who 
sit  below  the  Gangway.  What  is  the  use, 
then,  of  saying  the  Irish  Members  may 
in  the  future  interfere  with  the  Budget  ? 
If  they   do   they   will   come   in  in  less 
numbers  than  they  do  now.     Will  they 
be  less    willing   to   interfere  with  your 
Budget  if  you  refuse  them  Home  Rule  ? 
Why,  the  transaction  of  1885  was  not  so 
much  a  financial  vote  as  a  vote  given  by 
the  Irish  Members,because  they  believed 
— ^I  express  no  opinion  as  to  whether  they 
were  right  or  wrong — that  by  turning  out 
one  Government  and  putting  in  another 
they  would  advance  the  cause  of  Home 
Bole.     If  you  defeat  our  plan  and  restore 
the  state  of  things  previously   existing, 
what  happened  before  may  happen  again. 
It  is  perfectly  idle  to  allege  against  our 
plan    that   we  are   creating   a   state   of 
^ngs  which  does  not  exist  at  present. 
I    venture    to    say   that  if   you   defeat 
Home     Rule    there     will    not    be    less 
desire  to  interfere  with  British  finance 
in     1885.      There    will     be     quite     as 
much,  probably  more.     In  my  opinion,  if 
you  give  Home  Rule  and  satisfy  the  Irish 
people  and   the  Irish  Members,  they  will 
be  much    less   likely    to    interfere   with 
British  finance  than  thev  have  been  in 
the  past.     This  argument  I  used  on  the 
dth  clause,  and  it  applies  to  this  with 
equal  force.      The  Irish  Members  have 
in    the   past  used     finance    with    other 


subjects  for  promoting  their  national 
demands ;  and  when  you  have  satisfied 
those  demands,  you  will  be  less  likely  to 
be  interfered  with.  I  go  to  the  next  part 
of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, where,  happily,  he  propounds 
his  own  scheme,  and  therefore  on  this, 
instead  of  assuming  a  defensive  attitude, 
I  may  assume  the  part  of  a  critic.  It  is 
only  necessary  to  state  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  what  ought 
to  be  the  principle  of  taxation  of  Ireland 
to  refute  them.  This  is  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  said — 

"  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  as  to  what 
ought  to  be  the  theory  of  fair  contribution.    I 
think  it  wiU  be  found  that  there  arc  only  two 
theories    which    are    practicable    alternatives. 
The  one  is  that  the  receiving  country — that  is, 
the  country  which  receives  the  benefit — should 
pay  according  to  the  cost  of  what  it  receives  ; 
and  the  other  is,  that  it  should  pay  according  to 
its  taxable  capacity  or  ability  to  pay.    Of  these, 
the  principle  of  cost  is  in  thefory  the  fairest  one. 
Let  us  suppose  that  we  are  dealing  not  with 
Ireland,  but  with  one  of  the  smaller  European 
Powers,  and  that  that  Power  asked  us  to  under- 
take its  naval  and  military  defence,  what  should 
we  do  when  we  came  to  consider  the  price  1 
Why,  we  should  consider  the  cost  to  ourselves. 
The  lowest  sum  which  we    should    take    for 
conferring  that  benefit  on  the  other  country 
would  be  the  actual  amount  of   cost  out  of 
pocket — the  addition  to  our  taxation  which  this 
liability  would  necessitate.    I  cannot  but  think 
that  that  method  would  also  be  fair  in  the  case 
of  Ireland.    Although  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  make  up  the  cost,  although  it  would 
be  subjected  to  no  end  of  consideration,  and 
although  it  might  be  impossible  to  say  clearly 
what  the  additional  cost  of  the  defence  of  Ire- 
land as  compared   with  the  defence  of  Great 
Britain  would  be,  still  we  may  say  that  any  cal- 
culation based  upon  that  principle  would  give 
a  quota  enormously  greater  than  anything  we 
are  likely  to  ask  from  Ireland  now.     I  will  give 
one  fact  to  illustrate  my  case.    At  the  present 
moment  the  cost  per  head  in  the  United  King- 
dom of  the  Army  and  Navy  is  ITs.  6d.    Tba 
cost  to  Ireland,  if  she  were  a  separate  country, 
having  an  Army  and  Navy  in  the  same  propor- 
tion, would  be  £4,000,000,  or  twice  as  much  as 
the  total  contribution  which  the  Government 
are  now  asking  from  her  in  respect  of  all  the 
Services." 

Now,  the  Committee  will  observe  that 
the  case  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  is  that  of  a  foreign  country  which 
comes  to  ask  for  assistance  from  you. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  never  seems 
to  have  distinguished  between  what  is 
and  what  is  not  a  part  of  the  Empire. 
He  cites  an  argument  derived  from  the 
independence  of  the  United  States,  from 
Greece,   and  from   the   Transvaal  —  all 
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foreign  States.  He  says  that  we  did  not 
give  a  surplus  or  a  bonus  to  them  when 
they  separated  from  us.  But  everyone 
must  have  seen  the  irrelevance  of  com- 
paring a  separate  country  with  that 
which  is  part  of  your  Empire.  I  will 
take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  principle 
and  ask  him  whether  he  will  apply  it 
to  Canada,  Australia,  or  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  ?  The  defence  of  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  of  Canada,  and  of 
Australia  is  infinitely  more  costly,  and 
makes  larger  demands  on  the  resources 
you  must  keep  up  for  that  purpose, 
because  they  are  more  distant ;  and, 
therefore,  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
he  will  apply  to  those  parts  of  the 
Empire  the  theory  of  cost  which  he  says 
is  the  fair  one  to  apply  to  Ireland  ? 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  only  necessary 
to  state  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  order  to  show  that  it 
carries  with  it  its  own  .refutation.  Then 
there  is  a  most  curious  fallacy  on  another 
point,  where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that,  though  approving  of  our 
proposals,  there  should  be  entire 
contribution  in  the  case  of  War  Tax. 
He  asks  why  Ireland  should  not 
give  a  total  contribution  in  the  case  of 
current  naval  and  military  expenditure  ? 
Can  anything  be  so  unreasonable  as  that 
proposition  ?  Ireland  gives  only  a  pro- 
portion of  the  available  taxation  for  this 
purpose,  and  so  does  Great  Britain.  The 
ordinary  military  expenditure  is  de- 
frayed in  the  proportion  which  belongs 
to  the  surplus  in  each  country  after  meet- 
ing the  other  heads  of  cost.  But  as  re- 
gards special  purposes,  the  whole  tax  is 
devoted  to  the  special  purpose  for  which 
it  is  raised.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  we  never  told  the  country 
at  the  last  General  Election  what  it  was 
that  we  were  going  to  give  as  Ireland's 
contribution.  There  was  the  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  on  that  occasion, 
and,  work  it  how  you  like,  you  will  find 
the  proportion  of  the  present  contribu- 
tion does  not  differ  more  than  by  one 
point  from  the  proposals  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  on  that  occasion.  To  say 
that  the  proposal  was  not  before  the 
country  is  not  correct,  because  you 
can  take  the  leaflet  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  and  deduct  £500,000  for 
the  Constabulary  contribution,  and  you 
will  find  the  result  almost  exactly  the 
•aem.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  has 
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stated   that  the   proportion  was  l-26th 
in  1886,  and  we  have  shown  that  it  ia 
l-27th    in    1893.       The   average    con- 
tribution  of    Ireland    during    the    last 
three   years   is  £2,090,000.     You    may 
deal  with  these  questions  on  any  principle 
you    like,    but   in    negotiating,    in    tbe 
language  of  diplomatists,  you  may  either 
make  the  settlement  rest  on  the  basis  of 
status  quo  ante  bellum  or  on  the  basis 
of  status  in  quo.     We  cannot  go  back 
to    the    status   quo    ante  helium;   and^ 
therefore,    the      Government     plan     is 
founded   on   the   status   in   quo   or  the 
uti  possidetis.     We   have   founded   our 
sclieme    on    the    present    contribution ; 
and    as    it    amounts     to     one-third    of 
the  Revenue,    we   have    said    that    we 
think    the    rule    of     one-third    of    the 
Revenue  will  be  a  fair  basis   to   adopt 
for  the  future  settlement.   I  will  now  deal 
with  the    argument   of   the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  London 
University.     He  asks   why  should  Ire- 
land only  pay  one-third  when  England 
pays    two-thirds    towards  the  Imperial 
charge  ?     When  that  question  was  first 
put  I  said  that  I  did  not  imderstand  lU 
I  have  so  high  an  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman^s     knowledge,    intelli- 
gence, and  experience  that  I  thought  it 
was  impossible  ho  could  have  intended 
to  put  a  question  to  which  the   answer 
was  self-evident,  and,  therefore,  I  could 
not  believe  it  was  the  question  he  really- 
intended  to  put.     What  does  Ireland  pay 
and  what  does  England  pay  under  the 
present    system  ?      England  pays   two* 
thirds  and  Ireland  one-third  of  their  re- 
spective Revenues — that  is  in  a   single 
sentence   the   answer  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  question.     If  you  take  the  Par- 
liamentary Paper  No.  305,  you  will  find 
that     in    1891-2    England,  in   payment 
of  local  charges,  contributed  £61,000,000 
out  of  £90,000,000,  or  just  about  two- 
thirds,  whilst  Ireland's    contribution  in 
that     year      was       less      than       one- 
third.     The  year  1891-2  was  rather  an 
exceptional  year,  but  for  1892-3  you  will 
find    in    Paper    No.    334     that     Great 
Britain  contributed  £58,500,000  out  of 
£88,500,000,     and  Ireland  £2,103,000  ; 
that  is  to   say,   England  contributed   as 
nearly  as  possible  two-thirds,  and  Ireland 
one-third.       The     contribution     is    tbe 
difference  between  the  Revenue  and  the 
Expenditure,  and  the  real  reason  of  tbe 
small    contribution    of    Ireland    is   the^ 
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exorbitant    and    enormoos    expenditure 
we  force  upon  her.     That  is  the  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — it  is  the 
enormous,  exorbitant,  extravagant,  wan- 
ton, and  unnecessary  expenditure  we  com- 
pel her  to  incur.  I  come  to  a  point  which, 
I  think,  will  impress  the  Committee.  The 
gross  cost  of  Police  in  the  Three  King- 
doms, from  whatever  source  defrayed,  may 
be    stated  for  the   year  1890-1   as  fol- 
lows : — The  expenditure  on  the  Police  in 
England  is  £4,145,000,   or  2s.  lOd.  per 
head  of  the  population.     In  Scotland  it 
is   Is.  lid.     In   Ireland   it   is   6s.    lOd. 
That  is  the  cost  of  resolute  government. 
If  the  cost  in  Great  Britain  had  been  as 
great  per  head  as  in  Ireland  the  additional 
British   Civil   expenditure    would    have 
been    £6,700,000.     I  will  take  another 
case — the  cost  of  the  administration  of 
justice.      In  England  the   cost  is  5^d. 
per  head  of  the  population  ;    in  Ireland 
Is.  7^.     What  is  the  meaning  of  that  ? 
Most  of  it  goes  to  the  loyal  minority. 
That    is    the     enormous     remuneration 
which  goes  to  them,   and  I  am  bound 
to     say    that     that    loyalty    is    amply 
secured     by      what      they      have     re- 
ceived    as    well     as    what     they     ex- 
pect   to    receive.      Now,   that    is    the 
history  of  the  one-third  contribution  of 
Ireland.     If   the  cost  in  Ireland  of  tjie 
Police  had  been  on  the  same  scale  as  in 
Great  Britain,  the  reduction  in  the  Police 
expenditure  in  Ireland  would  have  been 
£971,000 — that  is  to  say,  you  keep  the 
Police  in  Ireland  as  compared  with  the 
Police  in  Great  Britain  upon  a  scale  which 
is  represented  by  additional  taxation  in 
Ireland  to  the  extent  of  nearly  £1,000,000. 
If   the   cost   in   Great  Britain   of  your 
Judicial  Establishments  had  been  on  the 
scale  of  Ireland,  the  judicial  expenditure 
of   Great  Britain  would  be  £1,800,000 
more  than  it  is  now  ;  and  if  the  cost  in 
Ireland  had  been  on  the  scale  of   Great 
Britain,  the  reduction  in  judicial  expendi- 
ture in  Ireland  would  be  £260,000  less.    I 
will  not  go  through  the  whole  subject  of 
the  Judicial  Establishments  in  Ireland. 
This  is  the  payment  for  the  cost  of  what 
is  called  the  English  garrison.     It  is  the 
necessity  of  ascendency.     If  you  choose 
to  govern  by  and  for  the  minority  you 
can  only  govern  by   force,   because   you 
have  not  the  support  of  the  opinion  of 
the  mass  of  the  people.     It   is   so  with 
your  Police,  and  it  is  so  in  every  Depart- 
ment of  your  Civil  Service,  and  that  is 


the  reason  that  while  you  have  only  a  few 
regiments  in  England  and  Scotland  you 
must  keep  30,0(X)  men  in  Ireland. 
[^Cries  of  "No!"]  I  am  sure  the 
Army  might  be  diminished  if  there 
were  no  English  garrison.  Can  you  re- 
move that  Army  ? 

Mh.  BRODRICK  :  It  is  for  the  sake 
of  the  barracks  in  Ireland.  We  have  not 
the  barracks  in  England. 

•SiH  W.  HARCOURT  :  Oh,  it  is  for 
the  barracks  in  Ireland !  Then  when 
you  have  erected  barracks  in  England 
under  this  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  you 
have  got  for  the  purpose,  you  will  take 
the  whole  of  the  Military  Forces  away 
from  Ireland  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  Irish  would 
object  to  it. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not 
know  about  that.  There  is  another 
point  I  would  submit  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London.  He  says  you  must  demand 
that  Ireland  shall  pay  the  same  propor- 
tion as  England  pays — that  is,  two- 
thirds.  Why,  to  do  that  you  must 
double  the  taxation  of  Ireland.  Is  he 
prepared  to  go  before  the  country  and 
his  constituency  and  to  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  fair  thing  would  be  to  double 
the  taxation  of  Ireland  ?  I  should  like 
nothing  better  than  that  the  issue  be- 
tween us  should  be  raised  on  such  a  pro- 
position as  that.  Then  you  may  say — 
"  Oh,  well,  after  Home  Rule  there  will 
be  none  of  these  exorbitant  establish- 
ments. Ireland  will  then  have  more 
reasonable  establishments,  and,  there- 
fore, she  can  contribute  more."  I  hope  she 
will  ;  but  we  are  lK)und  to  make  provi- 
sion for  the  existing  tenants  of  these 
exorbitant  establishments,  and  in  those 
clauses  which  were  fought  with  such 
minuteness  and  tenacity  the  other  day 
the  object  was  to  fix  upon  the  future 
Government  of  Ireland,  for  a  long  time  at 
least,  the  whole  cost  of  these  establish- 
ments, and  more,  because  it  is  quite  plain 
that  when  a  Judge  retires  and  receives  a 
pension,  and  you  pay  the  salary  of  a  new 
Judge,  you  have  to  pay  more  than  you 
do  now.  After  a  time  the  result  of  the 
economy  will  appear  ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  whole  pressure  of  these  ex- 
orbitant establishments  will  remain 
fixed  on  the  Irish  Parliament.  You 
have  saddled  them  with  a  damnosa 
hereditas^  and  you  are  bound  to  give  them 
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.some   assistance    in   winding    up    these 
extravagant  establishments.      I  venture 
to  say  that  neither  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds,  who  has  been  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,   and  before  that    Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  nor  any  other  Member 
who     held     that      Office,     will     deny 
that      the     establishments     in     Ireland 
are   exorbitant   beyond   all  justification. 
That  is  really  the  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Loudon 
University.      That   is    the   reason   why 
Ireland  has  contributed  only  one-third  in 
the  past,  and  why  at  present,  and  until 
she  has  had  the  means  of  establishing  a 
more    reasonable    system    in    her    own 
country,  she   must   pay   only  one-third. 
I    said    I   would    say   a   word   on    the 
subject  of  the  cost  of  collection.     The 
whole    cost    of    the   collection    in    Ire- 
land  is   £235,000 — that   is   the  cost  of 
collecting,  in  round  numbers,  £8,000,000. 
Of  that  £8,000,000  we  get  £4,000,000, 
and   Ireland   gets   £4,000,000.      Would 
hon.  Gentlemen   opposite   propose  that 
we  shall  charge  Ireland  with  the  whole 
cost  of  collecting  that  £8,000,000  ?     In 
my    opinion,   that    would    be    absurdly 
unfair.     I  believe  the  way  we  have  pre- 
sented the  matter  in   our  last  Paper — 
namely,   to   take   the  Expenditure  and 
Be  venue      on      both      sides      of      the 
account   gross   and    not   net — is    a   fair 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question,  but 
I  really  do  not  care  to  embarrass  a  great 
question  with  small   issues  of  this  kind. 
If  you  choose  to  insist  upon  deducting  the 
cost  of  collection,  the  sum  you  must  de- 
duct is  £120,000 — the  cost  of  collecting 
the  half  which  Ireland  gets  ;  and  if  you 
take   that   from    her    normal    figure   of 
£2,270,000,  you  have  £2,150,000,  which 
is   a    higher    figure    by    about  £50,000 
than     the      average      contribution     of 
Ireland   for   the    last   three  years.      As 
to     the     £500,000,    it    has     been     the 
intention   of   the    Government  from  the 
first    to    make    a    contribution    to    the 
enormous   and   exorbitant   Police   Force 
in  Ireland,   which   she  is    not    allowed 
to  get  rid  of  all  at  once.  She  is  compelled 
to  provide  for  their  retirement  pensions 
and  salaries,  and   we  consequently   pro- 
pose to  give  back  a  lump  sura  to  Ireland 
until  she  will   be  able  to  effect  serious 
economies  in  her  system.     That  seems  to 
us  a  reasonable  thing.     We  have  placed 
upon  her  these  responsibilities.     We  do 
not  allow   her   to   release  herself  from 
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them  at  once,  and  the  contribution  we 
make  is  to  enable  her  to  set  her  house  in 
order.     I  have  endeavoiured  to.  consider 
this  matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
British  Exchequer,  as  it  was  my  duty  to 
do,  and  I  am  prepared  sincerely  to  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  a  good  bargain 
for    the    English    taxpayers.       I    will 
endeavour  to  state  to  the  Committee  why 
I  think  so.     As  I  have  already  said,  the 
normal   contribution   of   Ireland   during 
the  last  three  years  has  been  £2,089,000; 
and  if  you  deduct  one-half  the  cost  of 
collection  her  normal  contribution  in  the 
future  will  be  about  £50,000  or  £60,000 
more    than    it     is     under    the    present 
system.     As   to   this    proposed    contri- 
bution by   Great  Britain   of    £500,000. 
What  is  it  ?     It  is  a  terminable  annuity 
constantly  diminishing,  and  you  commute 
for  it  the  increasing  demands  for  Irish 
expenditure.       Everyone     who    knows 
anything    of     commercial     transactions 
knows  the   value   of   closing   a  capital 
account.     Here,  under  the  plan  we  pro- 
pose, we  close  the  capital  account  with 
Ireland.     That  is  what  we  purchase  with 
this   terminable   annuity,   which   assists 
Ireland  in  her  present  need  and  protects 
the  British  Exchequer  in  the  future  from 
increasing   demands.      As   I    have  said 
before,  I  wish   I   could  stereotype   and 
commute  the  British  Expenditure  upon 
anything   like  these   terms.      What,  on 
the   other   hand,   is  your  policy  ?     You 
desire  to  go  back  to  the  old  system  of 
administration  in  Ireland,  which  has  been 
a  system  of  eleemosynary  coercion,  the 
most  expensive  form  of  government  that 
ever  existed  in  the  world — a  rod  in  one 
hand  and  the  British  purse  in  the  other. 
That  system  has  proved  in  the  past  for 
you  an  unprofitable  policy  ;    it  has  cost 
you  much,  and  if  you  go  back  to  it  it  will 
cost  you  much  more  in  the  future.   I  have 
shown  how  in  the  last  three  years  yon 
have  lost  £500,000   in   Irish   contribu- 
tion.    In  1889-90  the  contribution  was 
£2,500,000.     Last   year   it   was   barely- 
more  than  £2,000,000.     That  has  gone 
in  endeavouring  to  buy  oflT  the  unpopu- 
larity of  your  Coercion  Bill.     You    have 
had  in  that  time  to  use  more  force,  and 
your    expenditure    on    force    has    been 
greater  than  it  was  before.     You  have 
had  to  offer  the  Irish  bribes  as  the  prioe 
of  peace.     Your   policy   has   been   like 
that  of  a  man  I  once  knew,  who  used  to 
beat  his  wife,  and  afterwards  make  it  op 
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hj  giving    her    presents    of   diamonds. 
That  is  not  good  domestic  economy  ;  nor 
is  your  system  good  pablic  economy,  but 
that  is  the  fruit  of  your  resolute  govern- 
ment in  Irish  affairs.     Instead  of  a  tem- 
porary charge  of  £500,000,  which  would 
duninish  with  a  more  reasonable  Govern- 
ment, and  with  a  more  contented  people 
[Opposition  cries  o/*  ''  Oh  I "] — do   you 
expect  they  will  be  more  contented  when 
you  have  rejected  this  Bill  ?    If  you  do, 
I  differ  from  you  altogether,  and  I  think 
they  will  be  more  discontented  than  they 
are  to-day — ^you  will  have  a  constantly 
growing  Expenditure  and  a  diminishing 
contribution,   because    the   contributions 
of  a    discontented    people    are   always 
growing     less  ;     while    the    population 
is  diminishing    the   Revenue  decreases. 
All  this  results  from  the  attempt  which 
you   have    pursued   with   such   resolute 
determination  to  keep  down  the  national 
sentiment    of    Ireland.      After   all,   the 
national  sentiment  is  a  great  contributor 
to  the  Exchequer,  and  if  you  wound  the 
national  sentiment  the  national  finances 
are  sure  to  suffer.     You  may  call  this 
"resolute  government"  if  you  please.     I 
will  not  quarrel  with  you  as  to  terms, 
bnt  it  is  the  most  extravagant  form  of 
government  which  the  brain  of  man  ever 
conceived.     It  has  proved  so  in  the  past, 
and  it  will  prove  so  in  the  future.     With 
coercion  on  the  one  hand,  and  with  these 
doles  and   sops  on   the   other,   you   are 
burning  the  candle  at  both  ends.     That 
is  the  history  of  the  small  contribution  of 
Ireland   to   the   Imperial   needs   of   the 
country,  and  these  are  the  reasons  why, 
in  my  opinion,  the  settlement  we  have 
proposed  is  not  a  bad  settlement  for  the 
English  taxpayer.     I   believe   that  any 
man  who  brings  to  the  consideration  of 
this  subject  an  impartial  and  a  states- 
manlike mind  cannot   come  to  any  but 
one    conclusion,   and    that    is    that   the 
policy  of  conciliation  and  of  self-govern- 
ment for  Ireland  which  it  has  been  our 
duty  to  propound  is  not  only  politically 
wise,  but  financially  sound,  and   that  it 
will  lead  not  to  the  increase,  but  to  the 
relief  of  the  burdens  borne  by  the  British 
taxpayer. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two,  in  the 
first  place,  upon  the  concluding  portion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  in 
which  he  gave  the  Committee  his  views 
as  to  the  cost  of  Irish  Government  in  the 


past.  In  listening  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  addressing  this  side  of 
the  House  and  constantly  using  the 
term  "  you,"  the  Committee  might  really 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
never  been  in  Office  before,  and  that  he 
himself  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
this  enormous  and  extravagant  expendi- 
ture which  he  says  we  have  forced  on 
Ireland.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer hardly  did  himself  justice. 
Certainly  he  did  not  do  justice  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  when  he  spoke  of  the  efforts 
made  to  relieve  pressing  and  urgent 
distress  in  Ireland  as  a  bribe  given  to 
buy  the  hostility  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway.  At  the  time  that 
expenditure  was  undertaken  we  were 
threatened  with  a  grave  calamity  in,  Ire- 
land. [Nationalist  cries  of  "  No  !  "]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  did  not  take 
the  view  at  the  time  that  there  was  no 
distress.  He  went  to  Donegal  and  met 
the  Chief  Secretary  there. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
I  told  the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  would 
not  bribe  the  Irish  people  out  of  their 
nationality. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  never  desired  to  bribe  the  Irish 
people  out  of  their  nationality,  but  he 
endeavoured  to  cope  with  the  prevailing 
distress,  and  he  coped  with  it  most 
successfully.  Yet  the  reward  he  gets 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  that  he  b  told  that  he  doled  out  these 
sops  to  buy  up  the  hostility  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  I  had 
something  to  do  with  the  details  of 
carrying  out  that  scheme,  and  I  venture 
to  say  that  every  shilling  of  the  money 
which  had  been  oxpended  on  railways  in 
Ireland  was  well  and  wisely  spent,  and 
that  it  will  in  the  future  bring  back  a 
return  in  the  shape  of  increased  prosperity 
to  the  districts  of  Ireland  that  most 
need  help.  What  would  have  been  said 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  if,  with  the 
warnings  he  received,  and  with  the 
evidence  which  was  accumulating  before 
him,  he  had  failed  to  meet  that  great 
emergencv  ? 

Sir  wI  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not  say 
he  ought  not  to  have  done  it. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Then  why  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  condemn  the  ex- 
penditure of  these  large  sums  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  talked  about 
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the  point  of  view  of  the  Government, 
of  what  is  the  present  surplus.  The 
present  surplus  the  Government  arrived 
at  by  deducting  the  Expenditure  from 
the  Revenue,  and  they  call  the  balance 
that  remains  the  surplus  that  comes  from 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
he  is  going  to  get  rid  of  all  responsibility 
with  regard  to  Expenditure  in  thQ  future ; 
but  what  is  he  going  to  do  when  the 
revision  comes  about  at  the  end  of  six 
years  ?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that,  after  he  has  established  in 
Ireland  a  Legislative  Assembly  ;  after  he 
has  parted  with  the  control  of  the  Ex- 
penditure ;  after  he  has  parted  with  the 
control  of  the  Revenue,  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  think  that  these 
gentlemen  will  press  upon  him  then  the 
basis  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
now — namely,  that  if  their  expendi- 
ture increases,  they  will  be  entitled  to 
pay  less  than  they  are  called  upon  to  pay 
now  ?  So  far  as  my  knowledge  and 
experience  of  these  gentlemen  enables 
me  to  form  an  opinion,  there  can  be 
no  question  that  the  very  object  of 
postponing  the  final  settlement  of  this 
question  is  in  order  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  these  gentlemen,  and  not  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  should 
like  at  this  point  to  say  I  think  it  rather 
an  interesting  question  why  the  Govern- 
ment have  adopted  this  transitional 
period,  and  why  they  hare  postponed 
the  final  settlement  of  accounts  as  regards 
Ireland.  I  cannot,  I  confess,  come  to 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  real 
reason,  if  you  could  get  at  it,  is  that  the 
Government  could  find  no  solution  upon 
which  they  and  their  friends  would  agree. 
I  say  it  with  all  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  but  I 
confess  that  the  postponement  of  this 
settlement  appears  to  roe  to  be  a  com- 
plete victory  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton), 
who  has,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  gather  his  views,  from  time  to  time 
consistently  advocated  that  the  question 
of  the  final  settlement  should  be  left 
to  the  future.  I  do  not  think  it  needs  a 
very  powerful  imagination  to  picture 
what  will  happen  by  postponing 
this  settlement  for  six  years.  After, 
as  I  have  said,  you  have  given  a 
Parliament  in  Dublin;  after  you  have 
parted  with  the  control  over  the  collec- 
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tion  of  your  Excise  Revenue,  I  must  say 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  great 
anomaly  that  you  should  take  into  your 
own  hands  the  collection  at  the  end  of 
that  time;  that  you  should  take  into  your 
own  hands  the  collection  of  the  Customs 
Revenue  by  Imperial  officers,  and  give 
up  the  collection  of  the  Excise  to  the 
local  officers  to  be  appointed  by  the  Irish 
Government.  I  fail  to  see  what  differ- 
ence there  is  between  one  Revenue  and 
the  other.  If  you  have  confidei^ce  in 
those  gentlemen  that  they  will  render 
you  a  satisfactory  account;  that  they  will 
do  the  work  just  as  well  as  you  can  do  it, 
whv  not  trust  them  with  the  collection 
of  the  Customs  Revenue  ?  It  appears  to 
me  you  have  a  great  distrust  in  the  one 
case  which  is  unjustified  if  the  trust  in 
the  other  case  is  proved  to  be  well- 
founded.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  about  a  double  expenditure  having 
been  created  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
who  was  then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  think  I  may  leave  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  answer  for  himself 
upon  that  point,  but  I  may  say  there  is 
this  great  difference  :  you  are  going  to 
set  up  opposing  interests. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear  I 
Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  such  a 
cheerful  view  of  the  future  ;  ho  sees  no 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  British  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  he  has  to 
make  his  Budget  and  has  to  deal  with 
increased  or  diminished  taxation.  There 
is  this  difference,  however,  between  the 
double  Exchequer,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  termed  it,  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  that  he  proposes  to  set  up  :  io 
the  one  case  Parliament  has  complete  con- 
trol, can  do  just  as  it  likes,  can  make  any 
arrangement  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  desire.  That,  clearly,  will 
not  be  so  in  the  case  of  the  double 
Exchequer  in  Ireland,  over  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
no  control.  I  think  it  is  hardly  necessary 
for  me  to  say  more  on  this  point  than  this: 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge, 
the  contribution  which  it  is  proposed 
shall  be  made  by  Ireland  will  be 
very  much  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  British  taxpayer.  I  hear  a  good 
deal  said  about  Ireland  being  poor* 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  poverty  in  Ire- 
land, but  there  is  also  a  great  deal  of 
poverty  in  Great  Britain — in  England  and 
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Scotland  there  are  a  great  many  districts 
where  there  is  very  considerable  poverty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local    Government   Board    (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  in  his   very  interesting 
speech  the    other   day,    referred  to   the 
Income  Tax.     He  thought  that  was   the 
best  test.    He  said  that  the  Income  Tax, 
the  Savings  Banks,  and  the  Death  Duties 
might  be  taken  as  the  fair  test  of  the  power 
of  a  people  to  pay  taxes.     Is  it  not  true 
that  the  Income  Tax  under  Schedule  **  D  *' 
does  not  produce  its  proportion  in  Ireland 
according  to  population  that  it  produces 
in  this  country  ?     But  that  is  easily  ex- 
plained.    Whereas  in  this  country   you 
have  a  manufacturing  population,  which 
represents  probably  two-thirds  if  not  a 
larger  proportion  of  the  whole,  in  Ireland 
the  conditions  are  almost  exactly  reversed, 
and,   therefore,    the  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule   "D"  produced  a  much  larger 
Return  in  this  country  than  in  Ireland. 
In  looking  through  the   Returns  for  a 
period  of  years  I  notice  this  very  curious 
fact :  that  the  Income  Tax  upon  land   in 
Ireland  is  maintained  at  about  the  same 
figure  ;  but    the     Income     Tax    under 
Schedule  "  B  "  in  England — ^as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  if  he  refers  to 
The  Statistical  Abstract — which  in  1880 
represented  a  value  of  £51,000,000,  in 
1891  represented  a  value  of  £41,000,000, 
or  a  fall  of  £10,000,000.     In  Scotland  it 
feU     from     £7,700,000     in     1880     to 
£6,300,000  in    1891  ;  but   in  Ireland  in 
1880  it  represented  a  value  of  £9,980,000, 
and  in  1891  it  was  £9,941,000.     Not  only 
is  the  law  different,  but  the  method  of 
collection  is  different.     The  method  of 
assessment  is   this  :     For  Income  Tax 
purposes  the  amount  is  taken  at  half  the 
rental  in  this  country  and  at  one-third  in 
Scotland  and   Ireland.     Therefore,  that 
makes  a  considerable   difference.     That 
which  is  the  largest  occupation  in  Ireland 
shows   that    there    has    not    been  that 
diminishing  of  profits  ;  that  the  condition 
of  Ireland  has  been   about  the  same — 
["  Oh,   oh  I "]     It  could  be  proved  by 
many  other  things.  There  seemed  to  be  an 
impression  that  it  would  be  possible  to  show 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  to-day  was 
worse  than  it  was  in  1880.  I  venture  to  sav 
that  proposition  cannot   be    maintained, 
and  I  will  test  it  upon  any  figure  you 
like.     There  has  been  a  continued  and 
continuing    improvement    in    the    pro- 
sperity and  welfare  of  Ireland  during  the 


last  10  years.  You  may  take,  if  you 
like,  the  Savings  Banks,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  thought  a  fair  case  to  take. 
My  recollection  is  that  in  1880  the 
amount  to  the  credit  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  in  Ireland  was  £1,500,000, 
and  in  1891  it  had  risen  to  £3,900,000, 
so  that  it  was  more  than  doubled  in  that 
period  of  time.  Take  any  figure  you 
like,  and  there  is  a  continuing  and  steady 
growth  and  improvement  in  the  position 
of  Ireland.  Therefore,  when  you  ask  us 
to  give  to  Ireland  this  large  bonus  to  the 
detriment,  as  I  think,  of  the  British  tax- 
payer, based,  as  I  believe  it  is,  on 
figures  that  are  not  normal,  which  are 
exceptional,  I  say  that  you  are  asking  us 
to  approve  a  scheme  which  ought  not 
to  be  approved.  I  believe  the  plan 
adopted  by  the  Government  is  a  plan 
which  will  be  found  in  practice  to  be 
unworkable.  It  cannot  be  defended  on 
principles  of  equity,  and  therefore,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  do  my  best  to 
defeat  it. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
thought  this  was  a  subject  on  which 
England  had  a  good  deal  to  say  ;  it  was 
not  only  a  matter  that  concerned  Ireland, 
but  to  a  very  great  extent  undermined 
the  whole  condition  of  this  country  itself. 
It  might  be  said  and  argued  that  Home 
Rule  was  a  matter  which  concerned  Ire- 
land alone.  He,  for  one,  disputed  that 
statement.  Certainly,  Home  Rule  in 
itself  very  largely  concerned  Ireland,  but 
the  question  of  giving  what  he  must  call 
a  charitable  dole  to  Ireland  to  start  her 
in  Home  Rule  was  surely  an  affair  that 
concerned  Great  Britain  infinitely  more 
than  it  concerned  Ireland.  They  had 
had  in  the  discussions  during  the  last  few 
years,  as  had  already  been  pointed  out^ 
three  schemes  of  finance  put  before  them* 
They  had  had  the  scheme  of  1886,  the 
scheme  of  February  of  this  year,  and 
also  the  scheme  which  they  were  now 
considering — namely,  the  revised  clauses 
concerning  this  Bill.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  that  these  schemes  varied  one  from 
another.  In  1886  the  scheme  nominally 
arranged  that  Ireland  was  to  pay  to 
England  l-16th  of  her  Revenue,  but 
really  l-25th ;  in  February,  1893,  the 
scheme  arranged  that  Ireland  was  to  pay 
l-26th,  but  really  l-38th ;  and  the 
present    scheme   arranged   that   Ireland 
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was  to  contribute  nominally  l*28th,  but 
really  l-40th.  One  hon.  Member  said 
that  was  too  much,  because  the  Union 
was  got  by  fraud,  therefore  Ireland 
ought  only  to  contribute  l-43rd ;  and 
another  hon.  Member  to-day  said 
l-60th  would  be  amply  sufficient. 
As  an  Englishman  he  strongly  objected 
to  the  present  proposal,  and  he  wanted 
to  ask  how  this  proposal  would  affect 
Great  Britain  ?  It  was  quite  ridiculous 
for  them  to  talk  about  generosity  in  this 
matter  ;  what  they  had  got  to  do  was  to 
take  the  bare  facts  of  the  case  as  they 
affected  the  ratepayers  and  taxpayers  of 
Great  Britain.  If  two  men  were  partners 
and  one  of  them  had  practically  all  the 
capital,  all  the  connection,  all  the  energy 
and  enterprise,  and  did  practically  all  the 
work,  and  if  his  partner,  who  had  little 
capital,  energy,  or  enterprise,  and  did 
very  little  work,  wanted  to  dissolve  the 
partnership  and  take  with  him  a  large 
part  of  the  capital  in  order  to  start  a 
rival  institution,  they  would  not  treat  that 
as  a  case  of  generosity,  but  they  would 
go  into  the  hard  facts  of  the  case  and 
allow  him  what  was  right,  and  no  more 
than  was  right.  Great  Britain,  by  a 
large  majority,  had  declared  they  did  not 
want  Home  Rule.  That  being  so,  why, 
in  the  name  of  common  fairness,  should 
they  be  asked  not  only  to  give  what  they 
did  not  want,  but  absolutely  to  pay 
heavily  to  give  it  ?  The  prodigal  son 
only  asked  for  a  fair  share  of  goods ;  but 
here  not  only  were  they  to  give  a  fair 
share,  but  they  were  to  give  a  large 
portion  of  their  own  goods  besides,  in 
order  that  Ireland  might  start  on  this 
wild  goose  scheme.  What  were  the 
facts  concerning  these  Financial  Clauses 
as  they  affected  Great  Britain  ?  The 
first  consideration  raised  was  that  Ireland, 
by  this  proposal,  was  to  pay  one-third 
of  her  Revenue  towards  all  the  cost  of 
Imperial  Expenditure,  and  keep  two- 
thirds  for  her  own  wants.  Great  Britain, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  to  contribute  two- 
thirds  of  her  taxation  to  Imperial  pur- 
poses, and  only  to  retain  one- third  for 
her  local  wants.  Why,  in  common 
justice,  was  this  disproportionate  arrange- 
ment to  be  made  ?  The  only  answer  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ventured  to 
give  was  that  this  system  existed  at  the 
present  time.  But  as  long  as  Ireland 
was  united  to  England  it  was  another 
matter.      The    real  question    was,  why 
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were  the  English  constituencies  to  pay 
double  as  much  as  the  Irish  when  they 
were  going  to  allow  Ireland  to  separate 
from  them  in  the  way  proposed  ? 
If  hon.  Members  had  explained  to  the 
electors  that  it  was  coolly  suggested  they 
were  permanently  to  carry  out  a  system 
by  which  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
were  to  pay  double  their  share  to 
Imperial  Expenditure  in  proportion 
to  Ireland,  whereas  Ireland  was 
to  have  Home  Rule  and  was  to 
continue  to  pay  one-third,  there  would 
not  be  a  single  agricultural  labourer  who 
would  not  have  understood  and  objected 
to  such  a  monstrous  proposition.  The 
taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  was  about 
1-1 2th  that  of  Great  Britain,  and  by  that 
clause  they  were  asked  to  stereotype  a 
system  by  which  Ireland  was  to  pay 
only  l-40th  instead  of  l-12th.  The 
difference  between  l-12th  and  l-40th 
meant  that  Great  Britain  would  have  to 
pay  in  perpetuity  £1,600,000  a  year 
more  than  she  did  now.  This  £1,600,000 
represented  that  London  should  pay 
in  perpetuity  a  sum  of  £270,000  a  year 
more  than  her  fair  share,  or  more  than 
2d.  in  the  £1  of  a  greater  rating  value. 
Was  that  fair  ?  He  represented  a  part 
of  Islington.  Islington  contained  a 
population  of  350,000,  or  a  hundredth 
part  of  the  population  of  Great  Britain 
and  Scotland.  This  meant  that  Isling- 
ton would  have  to  pay  in  perpetuity  a 
sum  of  £16,000  a  year  extra  in  carrying 
out  this  proposal  of  Home  Rule;  and 
North  Islington,  his  constituency,  would 
have  to  pay  £5,000  a  year.  Why  should 
his  constituency  have  to  pay  this  extra 
amount  as  a  dole  to  Ireland  in  order  to 
give  her  Home  Rule  ?  There  were  many 
of  his  constituents  who  were  in  a  very 
poor  and  struggling  condition  ;  although 
he  believed  it  was  a  gross  impertinence 
to  be  called  impecunious,  there  were 
many  who  were  impecunious,  and  they 
did  not  see  why  they  should  pay  this 
large  sum  to  give  Ireland  Home  Rule. 
Such  a  sum  as  £5,000  a  year  could  do 
a  deal  of  good  among  the  poor  of  his 
constituency  ;  and  he  asked  why  should 
they,  by  a  shuffle  of  figures,  be  taxed  to 
this  additional  extent  because  Ireland 
wanted  Home  Rule  ?  He  was  fond  of 
generosity  when  it  was  voluntary.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  maid  servants  of 
New  York  taxing  themselves  to  support 
Home  Rule  ;  but  he  objected  to  himself 
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and  coDstitueots  being  taxed  in  this 
enormous  way  to  supply  a  thing  they 
did  not  want,  and  against  which  they 
protested  in  every  sort  of  way.  Another 
thing  was  that  changes  in  the  system  of 
taxation  would  be  made  extremely 
difficult.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty, and  that  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  formed  another 
Budget  system  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment finance.  But  the  two  systems 
were  totally  different.  Under  the  systena 
of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
they  had  got  both  financial  arrangements 
under  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament ;  but  here  they 
were  absolutely  separate,  and  any  change 
in  their  system  under  this  arrangement 
might  enormously  influence  the  contribu- 
tions which  Ireland  had  to  pay.  If,  for 
instance,  they  increased  the  Customs  and 
Excise,  Ireland  would  pay  enormously 
more  than  if  they  increased  the  Income 
Tax.  In  considering  these  questions 
they  should  recollect  they  were  to  retain 
the  80  Members  there,  and  they  would 
have  them  voting  on  all  their  fiscal 
system,  and  who  would  know  that  if  the 
taxation  on  one  subject  were  altered  it 
would  enormously  affect  their  contribu- 
tion to  Imperial  purposes,  and  that  if  it 
were  put  on  another  subject  it  would 
affect  it  in  a  very  different  degree.  The 
Irish  Members  would  have  power  in  that 
House  to  interfere  with  and  prevent  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  imposing 
taxation  in  a  way  which  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  England,  if  they  thought  it 
would  add  one  farthing  more  to  the 
amount  of  their  contributiou  for  Imperial 
purposes.  Turning  to  the  question  of 
taxes  per  head  paid  in  Great  Britain  and 
IreltKid,  they  all  acknowledged  that,  as 
England  was  a  richer  country  than  Ire- 
land, it  was  not  unreasonable  she  should 
pay  a  larger  share  per  head  of  taxation ; 
but  there  was  no  possible  reason  why 
this  disproportion  should  be  increased 
and  an  addition  made  to  the  burdens  on 
the  British  taxpayer,  whilst,  at  the  same 
time,  they  reduced  the  burden  on  the 
Irish  taxpayer.  In  1886  the  Prime 
Minister  said  it  was  fair  that  Great 
Britain  should  pay  £1  10s.  lid. per  head 
and  Ireland  13s.  od.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  had  completely  changed  his 
front,  and  he  now  proposed  that  instead 
of  paying  £1  lOs.  lid.  per  head,  Great 
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Britain  should  pay  £1  los.,  and  Ireland, 
instead  of  paying  13s.  5d.,  should  pay 
only  6s.  6d.  He  failed  to  see  why  this 
change  had  been  made,  seeing  that  the 
circumstances  now  were  exactly  similar 
to  those  of  1886.  Again,  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  stated 
that  the  £500,000  a  year  with  which 
they  were  going  to  start  Home  Rule  was 
a  distinct  bonus  to  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  instead  of  being  £500,000  it  would 
be  near  £800,000  ;  but  assuming  it,  for 
argument  sake,  to  be  £500,000,  he  asked 
why  should  Great  Britain  pay  a  bonus 
of  £500,000  a  year  to  Ireland  at  all  ?  It 
meant  £85,000  a  year  to  the  poor  Lon- 
doners, and  in  his  own  small  district  an 
absolute  donation  to  Ireland  of  £1,700  a 
year,  or  nearly  Id.  in  the  £1.  There  was 
not  a  single  constituency  which,  if  it  had 
been  told  that  Home  Rule  to  Ireland 
meant  that  each  constituency  would  have 
to  subscribe  £1,700  a  year,  would  have 
agreed  to  it  for  a  single  moment.  But 
that  was  not  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  said  that  not  only  should 
that  House  give  Ireland  this  £500,000  a 
year,  but  that  they  should  have  a  guaran- 
tee of  it.  They  wanted  not  only  their 
promise  but  their  bond.  He  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterfortl  that  there  ought  to  be  a  bond, 
for  when  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
understood  that  they  were  not  only  going 
to  give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  but  were 
going  to  be  taxed  £500,000  a  year  to 
support  Home  Rule,  they  would  feel 
they  had  been  deluded  and  wronged,  and 
would  with  one  voice  determine  to  repeal 
the  present  Statute.  If  a  guarantee  were 
given  it  would,  of  course,  make*  it  more 
difficult  to  alter  the  law.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  as  a  reason  why 
that  guarantee  should  be  given,  said  it 
was,  of  course,  impossible  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  begin  by  making  new  taxes, 
and  that,  therefore,  England  must  pay. 
He  thought  the  Irish  Members  must 
laugh  in  their  sleeves  at  the  condition  of 
England.  They  must  really  laugh  to 
see  the  British  lion,  muzzled  and  tamed, 
led  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  bled  in 
the  way  he  was.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  could  not  begin  by  putting 
on  a  farthing  of  taxation,  because  the  Irish 
people  thought  they  were  to  have  free 
land  and  no  taxes  ;  and  if  there  was  any 
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was  to  contribute  nominallj  l-28th,  but 
really  l-40th.  One  hon.  Member  said 
that  was  too  much,  because  the  Union 
was  got  by  fraud,  therefore  Ireland 
ought  only  to  contribute  l-43rd ;  and 
another  hon.  Member  to-day  said 
l-60th  would  be  amply  sufficient. 
As  an  Englishman  he  strongly  objected 
to  the  present  proposal,  and  he  wanted 
to  ask  how  this  proposal  would  affect 
Great  Britain  ?  It  was  quite  ridiculous 
for  them  to  talk  about  generosity  in  this 
matter  ;  what  they  had  got  to  do  was  to 
take  the  bare  facts  of  the  case  as  they 
affected  the  ratepayers  and  taxpayers  of 
Great  Britain.  If  two  men  were  partners 
and  one  of  them  had  practically  all  the 
capital,  all  the  connection,  all  the  energy 
and  enterprise,  and  did  practically  all  the 
work,  and  if  his  partner,  who  had  little 
capital,  energy,  or  enterprise,  and  did 
very  little  work,  wanted  to  dissolve  the 
partnership  and  take  with  him  a  large 
part  of  the  capital  in  order  to  start  a 
rival  institution,  they  would  not  treat  that 
as  a  case  of  generosity,  but  they  would 
go  into  the  hard  facts  of  the  case  and 
allow  him  what  was  right,  and  no  more 
than  was  right.  Great  Britain,  by  a 
large  majority,  had  declared  they  did  not 
want  Home  Rule.  That  being  so,  why, 
in  the  name  of  common  fairness,  should 
they  be  asked  not  only  to  give  what  they 
did  not  want,  but  absolutely  to  pay 
heavily  to  give  it  ?  The  prodigal  son 
only  asked  for  a  fair  share  of  goods ;  but 
here  not  only  were  they  to  give  a  fair 
share,  but  they  were  to  give  a  large 
portion  of  their  own  goods  besides,  in 
order  that  Ireland  might  start  on  this 
wild  goose  scheme.  What  were  the 
facts  concerning  these  Financial  Clauses 
as  they  affected  Great  Britain  ?  The 
first  consideration  raised  was  that  Ireland, 
by  this  proposal,  was  to  pay  one-third 
of  her  Revenue  towards  all  the  cost  of 
Imperial  Expenditure,  and  keep  two- 
thirds  for  her  own  wants.  Great  Britain, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  to  contribute  two- 
thirds  of  her  taxation  to  Imperial  pur- 
poses, and  only  to  retain  one-third  for 
her  local  wants.  Why,  in  common 
justice,  was  this  disproportionate  arrange- 
ment to  be  made  ?  The  only  answer  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ventured  to 
give  was  that  this  system  existed  at  the 
present  time.  But  as  long  as  Ireland 
was  united  to  England  it  was  another 
matter.      The    real  question    was,  why 

Mr.  Hartley 


were  the  English  constituencies  to  pay 
double  as  much  as  the  Irish  when  they 
were  going  to  allow  Ireland  to  separate 
from  them  in  the  way  proposed  ? 
If  hon.  Members  had  explained  to  the 
electors  that  it  was  coolly  suggested  they 
were  permanently  to  carry  out  a  system 
by  which  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
were  to  pay  double  their  share  to 
Imperial  Expenditure  in  proportion 
to  Ireland,  whereas  Ireland  was 
to  have  Home  Rule  and  was  to 
continue  to  pay  one-third,  there  would 
not  be  a  single  agricultural  labourer  who 
would  not  have  understood  and  objected 
to  such  a  monstrous  proposition.  The 
taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  was  about 
1-1 2th  that  of  Great  Britain,  and  by  that 
clause  they  were  asked  to  stereotype  a 
system  by  which  Ireland  was  to  pay 
only  l-40th  instead  of  l-12th.  The 
difference  between  1-1 2th  and  l-40th 
meant  that  Great  Britain  would  have  to 
pay  in  perpetuity  £1,600,000  a  year 
more  than  she  did  now.  This  £1,600,000 
represented  that  London  should  pay 
in  perpetuity  a  sum  of  £270,000  a  year 
more  than  her  fair  share,  or  more  than 
2d.  in  the  £1  of  a  greater  rating  value. 
Was  that  fair  ?  He  represented  a  part 
of  Islington.  Islington  contained  a 
population  of  350,000,  or  a  hundredth 
part  of  the  population  of  Great  Britain 
and  Scotland.  This  meant  that  Isling- 
ton would  have  to  pay  in  perpetuity  a 
sum  of  £16,000  a  year  extra  in  carrying 
out  this  proposal  of  Home  Rule;  and 
North  Islington,  his  constituency,  would 
have  to  pay  £5,000  a  year.  Why  should 
his  constituency  have  to  pay  this  extra 
amount  as  a  dole  to  Ireland  in  order  to 
give  her  Home  Rule  ?  There  were  many 
of  his  constituents  who  were  in  a  very 
poor  and  struggling  condition  ;  although 
he  believed  it  was  a  gross  impertinence 
to  be  called  impecunious,  there  were 
many  who  were  impecunious,  and  they 
did  not  see  why  they  should  pay  this 
large  sum  to  give  Ireland  Home  Rule. 
Such  a  sum  as  £5,000  a  year  could  do 
a  deal  of  good  among  the  poor  of  his 
constituency  ;  and  he  asked  why  should 
they,  by  a  shuffle  of  figures,  be  taxed  to 
this  additional  extent  because  Ireland 
wanted  Home  Rule  ?  He  was  fond  of 
generosity  when  it  was  voluntary.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  maid  servants  of 
New  Tork  taxing  themselves  to  support 
Home  Rule  ;  but  he  objected  to  himself 
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and  constituents  being  taxed  in  this 
enoimous  way  to  supply  a  thing  they 
did  not  want,  and  against  which  they 
protested  in  every  sort  of  way.  Another 
thing  was  that  changes  in  the  system  of 
taxation  would  be  made  extremely 
difficult.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty, and  that  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  formed  another 
Budget  system  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment finance.  But  the  two  systems 
were  totally  different.  Under  the  systenii 
of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
they  had  got  both  financial  arrangements 
under  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament ;  but  here  they 
were  absolutely  separate,  and  any  change 
in  their  system  under  this  arrangement 
might  enormously  influence  the  contribu- 
tions which  Ireland  had  to  pay.  If,  for 
instance,  they  increased  the  Customs  and 
Excise,  Ireland  would  pay  enormously 
more  than  if  they  increased  the  Income 
Tax.  In  considering  these  questions 
they  should  recollect  they  were  to  retain 
the  80  Members  there,  and  they  would 
have  them  voting  on  all  their  fiscal 
system,  and  who  would  know  that  if  the 
taxation  on  one  subject  were  altered  it 
would  enormously  affect  their  contribu- 
tion to  Imperial  purposes,  and  that  if  it 
were  put  on  another  subject  it  would 
affect  it  in  a  very  different  degree.  The 
Irish  Members  would  have  power  in  that 
House  to  interfere  with  and  prevent  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  imposing 
taxation  in  a  way  which  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  England,  if  they  thought  it 
would  add  one  farthing  mote  to  the 
amount  of  their  contribution  for  Imperial 
purposes.  Turning  to  the  question  of 
taxes  per  head  paid  in  Great  Britain  and 
Irel^id,  they  all  acknowledged  that,  as 
England  was  a  richer  country  than  Ire- 
land, it  was  not  unreasonable  she  should 
pay  a  larger  share  per  head  of  taxation ; 
but  there  was  no  possible  reason  why 
this  disproportion  should  be  increased 
and  an  addition  made  to  the  burdens  on 
the  British  taxpayer,  whilst,  at  the  same 
time,  they  reduced  the  burden  on  the 
Irish  taxpayer.  In  1886  the  Prime 
Minister  said  it  was  fair  that  Great 
Britain  should  pay  £1  10s.  lid. per  head 
and  Ireland  13s.  od.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  had  completely  changed  his 
front,  and  he  now  proposed  that  instead 
of  paying  £1  lOs.  lid.  per  head.  Great 
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Britain  should  pay  £1  los.,  and  Ireland, 
instead  of  paying  13s.  od.,  should  pay 
only  68.  6d.  He  failed  to  see  why  this 
change  had  been  made,  seeing  that  the 
circumstances  now  were  exactly  similar 
to  those  of  1886.  Again,  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  stated 
that  the  £500,000  a  year  with  which 
they  were  going  to  start  Home  Rule  was 
a  distinct  bonus  to  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  instead  of  being  £500,000  it  would 
be  near  £800,000  ;  but  assuming  it,  for 
argument  sake,  to  be  £500,000,  he  asked 
why  should  Great  Britain  pay  a  bonus 
of  £500,000  a  year  to  Ireland  at  all  ?  It 
meant  £85,000  a  year  to  the  poor  Lon- 
doners, and  in  his  own  small  district  an 
absolute  donation  to  Ireland  of  £1,700  a 
year,  or  nearly  Id.  in  the  £1.  There  was 
not  a  single  constituency  which,  if  it  had 
been  told  that  Home  Rule  to  Ireland 
meant  that  each  constituency  would  have 
to  subscribe  £1,700  a  year,  would  have 
agreed  to  it  for  a  single  moment.  But 
that  was  not  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  said  that  not  only  should 
that  House  give  Ireland  this  £500,000  a 
year,  but  that  they  should  have  a  guaran- 
tee of  it.  They  wanted  not  only  their 
promise  but  their  bond.  He  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  that  there  ought  to  be  a  bond, 
for  when  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
understood  that  they  were  not  only  going 
to  give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  but  were 
going  to  be  taxed  £500,000  a  year  to 
support  Home  Rule,  they  would  feel 
they  had  been  deluded  and  wronged,  and 
would  with  one  voice  determine  to  repeal 
the  present  Statute.  If  a  guarantee  were 
given  it  would,  of  course,  make^t  more 
difficult  to  alter  the  law.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  as  a  reason  why 
that  guarantee  should  be  given,  said  it 
was,  of  course,  impossible  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  begin  by  making  new  taxes, 
and  that,  therefore,  England  must  pay. 
He  thought  the  Irish  Members  must 
laugh  in  their  sleeves  at  the  condition  of 
England.  They  must  really  laugh  to 
see  the  British  lion,  muzzled  and  tamed, 
led  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  bled  in 
the  way  he  was.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  could  not  begin  by  putting 
on  a  farthing  of  taxation,  because  the  Irish 
people  thought  they  were  to  have  free 
land  and  no  taxes  ;  and  if  there  was  any 
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idea  of  iucreasing  taxation  there  would 
be  such  a  revolutiouary  feeling  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  people  that  double  the 
present  number  of  the  Constabulary  would 
not    protect   hon.   Members    below   the 
Gangway  in  carrying  out  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  financial  aspect  of  this  ques- 
tion was  very  simple.     If  Ireland  wanted 
Home  Rule  honestly  she  must  pay  for  it, 
and  not  allow  Great  Britain  to  do  so. 
There    was    no   reason    why  the    con- 
stituencies   of    England,    Scotland,   and 
Wales  should  have  to  pay  for  it.  Ireland, 
in  common  honesty,  must  pay  her  fair 
share  to  Imperial  taxation,  and  they,  as 
trustees  for  Great  Britain,  were  bound  to 
see   they  did  their   best   to  protect   the 
interests   of    their   constituents.       Why 
should  there  be  a  surplus  handed  over  to 
the  Irish  people  ?     Ireland  must  pay  her 
own  working  expenses.     There  was  no 
proposition  to  give  England  a  surplus  to 
carry  on  her  working  expenses.     There 
were  about  512  constituencies  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales,  and  they  proposed 
to  hand  over  to  Ireland  about  £512,000. 
That  meant  that  everv  constituencv  was 
to  be  asked  to  subscribe,  roughly  speak- 
ing, £1,000  a  year  to  this  business.     He 
contended  that  if  this  issue  had  been  put 
to  the  constituencies — namely,  that  each 
was  to   pay  £1,000  a   year   for   giving 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  not  a  single  one 
would    have   agreed    to    it.     To   make 
Great     Britain    pay    for    Home    Rule 
which      she     abhorred     was,      to      his 
mind,  the  meanest  thing  ever  proposed. 
It    was    a    financial    betrayal    of     this 
country.     Great  Britain  was  to  be  bled 
as    well    as  deceived,    and    the    people 
were   to    be    taxed    to    the    extent    of 
£500,000  a  year  to  carry  on  this  wretched 
legislation.      What   was    this   £500,000 
surplus  to  he  handed  over  for.     Simply 
and   solely    in    exchange    for    the   Irish 
votes.       The   Act   of    Union  had    been 
abused  and  de8cril>ed  by  an   hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  as  a  swindle  ;  but  the  Union 
was  not   carried    by   any    worse    system 
than  that  by  which   it  was  proposed  to 
carry  this  Bill,  and  which  was  a  system 
of  bribery  in  order  to  get  80  votes.     He 
protested  in  the  strongest  possible  way 
against  Great  Britain    being  robbetl  in 
this  manner.  When  the  country  knew  that 
they  were  not  only  going  to  give   the 
people    of  Ireland  the    management    of 
their   own    affairs,    but   were   going    to 
make    Great  Britain    pay  the  piper  as 
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well,  all  he  could  say  was  that  the  people 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  would 
with  one  voice  declare  that  Home  Rule, 
it  it  were  honest,  meant  that  Ireland 
must  pay  for  it,  and  that  it  was  a  mean, 
shabby,  and  contemptible  thing  to  ask 
Great  Britain  to  pay  for  that  which  she 
objected  to  in  1886  and  1892,  and  which 
she  would  equally  object  to  at  the  next 
Election. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Bartley)  had  spoken  of  the  British 
lion  as  being  a  very  dejected  animal  at 
present.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  should 
think  that  the  British  lion,  as  represented 
by  the  hon.  Member,  was  very  much  on 
the  rampage,  especially  as  it  was  being 
continually  trotted  out  for  platform  use 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  chief  point 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argument  was 
that  Ireland  would  have  to  pay  £1,700 
a  year  more  for  the  passing  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had,  however,  answered  that 
argument  in  advance  by  showing  that 
Great  Britain  would  get  as  much  from 
Ireland  as  she  had  been  getting  during 
the  last  few  years.  The  constituency  of 
North  Islington  might  rest  assured  that 
they  were  getting  a  very  good  pecuniary 
bargain  under  the  Home  Rule  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
said  the  minimum  that  Ireland  ought  to 
pay  was  the  cost  of  her  defence,  and  he 
had  very  properly  argued  that  if  wc 
were  entering  into  a  Treaty  with  a  small 
Foreign  Power  we  should  not  take  her 
over  except  on  that  condition.  There 
had  been  an  extraordinary  misap- 
prehension as  to  the  amount  that  Ireland 
ought  to  pay  on  a  basis  of  that  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
not  given  a  single  figure  to  show  what 
the  amount  should  be  ;  and  it,  therefore, 
devolved  upon  him  (Colonel  Nolan)  to 
make  a  statement  showing  what  the  de- 
fence of  Ireland  would  cost.  How  were 
they  to  determine  what  the  defence  of 
Ireland  would  cost  ?  If  a  man  were 
setting  up  a  manufactory  and  wanted  lo 
know  the  cost  of  working  it  he  would 
try  and  ascertain  what  other  factories  of 
a  similar  kind  cost.  Acting  on  that 
principle,  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  ascer- 
tained what  was  the  cost  of  defending 
other  countries  which  were  most  like 
Ireland.     There  were  no  fewer  than  six 
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small  countries  in  Western  Europe, 
three  of  them  larger  and  three  smaller 
than  Ireland,  which  might  serve  as  ex- 
amples. There  were  perfectly  trust- 
worthy financial  statements  as  to  the 
cost  of  defending  those  countries.  He 
excluded  Holland  from  the  list,  because 
Holland  was  a  great  Indian  Power,  and 
her  military  and  naval  expenditure  was, 
of  course,  chiefly  settled  by  her  Indian 
expenditure.  The  remaining  six 
coantries  were  Norway,  Sweden, 
Switzerland,  Denmark,  Belgium,  and 
Portugal.  In  Belgium  the  total  cost  of 
defence  was  £1,880,000,  in  Switzerland 
it  was  £1,475,000,  in  Sweden  it  was 
£1,540,000,  in  Norway  it  was  £600,000, 
in  Denmark  it  was  £975,0^0,  and  in 
Portugal,  including  the  administration  of 
the  Colonies,  it  was  £1,850,000.  The 
average  of  the  six  amounts  was 
£1,385,000,  which  would,  at  first  sight, 
seem  to  be  the  amount  that  Ireland  ought 
to  pay.  As,  however,  the  cost  of 
Portugal  included  the  administration  of 
the  Portuguese  Colonies,  he  thought  it 
was  fair  to  knock  off  about  £300,000  for 
the  total,  which  would  reduce  the  average 
expenditure  to  about  £1,350,000.  There- 
fore, he  contended  that  the  maximum 
which  Ireland  ought  to  pay  for  defence 
was  under  £1,400,000. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  :  Do 
you  include  the  cost  of  the  Navies  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  Navies 
were  included.  Three  of  the  countries 
had  a  greater  population  than  Ireland, 
and  three  a  smaller  population.  It  might 
be  said  that  in  these  countries  they  had 
obligatory  service.  No  doubt  that  was 
the  case,  and  the  result  was  to  reduce 
the  coit  largely;  but  he  thought  the 
Irish  people  would  rather  have  obligatory 
service  themselves  than  pay  another 
£500,000  for  defence.  He  thought  that 
Ireland  resembled  Norway  more  than  it 
did  any  other  of  the  countries  he  had 
mentioned.  Neither  Ireland  nor  Norwav 
touched  any  great  European  country,  and 
between  each  of  them  and  the  next  great 
Military  Empire  a  friendly  Power  was 
situated.  The  defence  of  Norway  cost 
£600,000;  but,  correcting  this  figure  for 
population,  the  cost  of  defending  Ireland 
would  be  brought  up  to  something  over 
£1,300,000. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  :  There  is  the  neutrality  of 
Belgium. 


Colonel  NOLAN  said,  no  doubt  the 
neutrality  of  Belgium  was  guaranteed  by 
the   European  Powers ;    but  ho  did  not 
think  there   would  be  any  difficulty,   if 
the  Cabinet  of  this  country  desired  it,  in 
obtaining    the    neutrality   not    only    of 
Europe,  but  of  the  United  States,  as  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned.     He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  any  strong  believer 
in  the  neutrality  of  Belgium  would  have 
spent  all  the  money  that  had  been  spent 
on  the  fortifications  of  Antwerp.     The 
only  other  country  whose  neutrality  was 
guaranteed   was   Switzerland,    and    she 
spent  more  than  any  of  the  other  smaller 
countries  in  defence.     While  putting  the 
contribution   of   Ireland   at   £1,400,000, 
the  question  arose  what  amount  ought  to 
be   paid   while   the   Irish   Constabulary 
existed?     The   Irish   Constabulary  was 
the  most  expensive  Force  in  the  whole 
world.     It  consisted  of   15,000  men,  and 
the  military  value  of  those   15,000  men 
must  be  deducted  from  the  £1,400,000 
until  in  process  of  time  the  Irish  CoU' 
stabulary  disappeared.     The  members  of 
the  Irish   Constabulary  were  bigger  and 
more  powerful  men  than  the  Guards  in 
London,  and  about  equal  in  physique  to 
the  reserve  of  Guards  and  to  the  Imperial 
Guards  of  Russia.     After  they  had  had 
about  six  weeks'    training,    he   thought 
that  their  military  value  might  be  taken 
at  about  £50  a  head.     That  would  mean 
a  total  of  £750,000,  and,  deducting  this 
from  the  £1,40  ),000,  the  contribution  of 
Ireland  would   bo  reduced  to  £650,000. 
The   only   figures   he   would    deal  with 
were  figures  which  previous  speakers  had 
omitted   to  notice.     In  forming  an  esti- 
mate of  the  wealth  of  the  two  countries 
and  the  amount  of  taxation  that  should 
be  paid  some  regard  should  be  had  to  the 
houses  the  people  lived  in.    Well,  judged 
from    the  point  of  view  of   house  rent, 
Ireland  should  only  pay  l-37th  of   the 
taxation  of  the  United  Kingdom.     This 
was  a  rough  and  ready   test,  no  doubt, 
but  still  it  was  a  very  good  one.      The 
test  of  furniture  showed  a  similar  result. 
Here,    therefore,    they    had    two    tests 
corroborating  each  other.     He  took  them 
from  NuttalVs  Directory y  which  was  an 
admirably    arranged    work  of  reference. 
Any  Englishman  who  went  over  to  Ire- 
land and  did  not  content  himself  with  a 
few  weeks'  stay  in  Dublin,  .but  made  the 
acquaintance  of  the  people  and  saw  their 
poverty  and  their  modes  of  life  in  the 
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country   districts,    would    returu    home 
firmly  convinced  that  Ireland  could  not 
be  taxed  on  the  same  basis  as  England. 
The  contribution  of  Ireland  ought  to  be 
at  present — that   was    to   say,  until  the 
Constabulary       was      absorbed  —  some 
£650,000  or  £700,000,  and  in  the  future 
it  should  be  £1,400,000.     The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  supported  against  the 
Opposition,    whose     desire     just     now 
appeared  to  be  to  screw  as  much  money 
as   they   could   out    of    Ireland.       The 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  ought 
to  be  supported  ;   but  as   to    what    the 
course  of  the  Irish  Members  should  be  on 
the  whole  clause  when  it  was  put  from 
the  Chair  the  character  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  Amendments  would  determine. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Government   was   mild   compared    with 
what  the  Opposition  would  offer.     Still, 
under  the  Government   scheme,   Ireland 
would  be  practically  left  as  she  had  stood 
for  the  last  15  or  20  years  ;   during  the 
whole  of  which  period  the  Irish  Members 
ha<l  been   continually  complaining  of  the 
unfair   taxation    put  upon  the   country. 
This  question  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  felt 
very  keenly  that  they  were  handicapped 
by  excessive  taxation,  which  would  in  the 
future  render  it  very  difficult  for  them  to 
properly  develop  the  internal  resources  of 
the  count rv. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  said, 
that  from  the  peculiar  position  he 
occupied  as  representing  an  Irish  con- 
stituency, and  at  the  same  time  being  a 
taxpayer  in  England  and  not  in  Ireland, 
he  was  able  to  look  at  the  question  from 
two  points  of  view.  If  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  were  an  accomplished  fact,  no  doubt 
all  the  Irish  Members  would  he  entirely 
at  one  on  the  point  that  tlie  more  they 
could  get  out  of  England  the  better.  It 
would  be  unpatriotic  from  every  point  of 
view  for  them  to  say  that  because  they 
objected  to  a  system  of  Home  Rule,  when 
it  was  obtained  they  would  endeavour  to 
make  the  grants  given  to  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment as  small  as  possible.  There 
would  be  entire  agreement  amongst  all 
sections  of  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
matter.  But  as  they  were  bitterly 
opposed  to  Home  Rule  being  graute<l, 
and  as  that  matter  was  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  hands  of  the  English 
electors,  they  considered  it  of  the  greatest 
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importance  to  make  known  to  English 
electors  what  they  would  lose  pecuniarily 
under   this    Home   Rule   scheme.      His> 
experience    amongst    the  constituencies 
had  led  him  to  the  opinion  that  the  con- 
sideration to  which  the  electors  of  thia. 
country   attached    the    greatest   weight 
was   probably   the  question    of   pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence.     They  could  appeal 
to  a  large  section  of  the  electors  of  any 
constituency  very  strongly  if   they  put 
before   them   the   fact   that    they   were 
either  going  to  lose  or  gain  by  Home 
Rule.     The  Government  could  not  object 
to  criticism  of   their  proposals,  because 
they  had  already  rejected  two  of  their 
own  schemes  themselves  ;  and  if  anyone 
now  moved,  in  the  form  of  an  Amend- 
ment, the  scheme  of  1886  or  the  scheme 
of  February  last,  doubtless  the  Govern- 
ment would  go  dead  against  it.     A  new 
scheme  was  now  before  the  Committee 
which  Members  had  had  very  little  time 
to  consider,  and  as  to  which  they  had  not 
had   the  advantage  of  reading  magazine 
and  other  articles,  as    they  had  had    in 
regard  to  the  previous  proposals.     The 
scheme  was    brought   before  them  at  a 
time  when  a  great  many  Members  of  the 
House  were  weary  of  the  long  and  pro- 
tracteil  discussions  on  the  Bill,  and  when 
they  really  had  not  the  amount  of  time 
to  devote  to  the  matter  which  they  would 
have  been  able  to  give  to  it  if   it  had 
been  advanced  some  months  ago.     And 
the  new  scheme  laboured  under  the  dis- 
mlvantage  that  it  was   less  approved  of 
bv  the  Irish   Nationalists   than  was  tlie 
scheme  of  1886  or  of  February,   1893. 
As     to     the      scheme     of      1886,     the 
taxable      capacity      of      the      country 
was  put  forward  as  the   basis  on  which 
they  should  go.     That  taxable  capacity 
was    to    be   according    to    wealth,    and 
wealth  was  to  be  estimated  according  to 
the  Death  Duties.    Those  duties  paid  by 
Ireland  worked  out  at  about  l-14th  of  the 
whole ;  and  at  the  present  time,  on  the 
same  basis,  the  contribution  would  work 
out  at  l-17thor  l-18th.     But  to  that  was 
added  £1,750,000,  the  balance  of  duty 
collected  in  the  one  country  and  paid  ia 
goods  in  the    other   country.      So   that 
under  the  first  scheme,  whilst  l-15th  was 
the  contribution  said  to  lie  given,  l-2oth 
was  in  realitv  the  contribution.     In  the 
scheme  of  February,  1893,  the  Govern- 
ment adopted   the  methwl  of  taking  one 
particular  tax — the  Excise  Duty — as  the 
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quota  which  Ireland   must  pay   to  the 
Imperial    charges.     That,  whea    it  was 
worked  out,  came  to  a  nominal  l-26th  ; 
hilt  when  the  addition  of  £500,000  was 
made  it  came  to   I -30th.     According  to 
the  present  scheme,  the  taxation  of  Ire- 
land was  to  be  calculated  by  the  Imperial 
Government,  and  l-3rd  of  the  whole  was 
to  be   taken,  and    this    they    were  told 
worked   out  at    l-27th   or    l-28th  ;    but 
when  the    cost  of   collecting   the   Con- 
stabulary and  other  matters  were  a  Ided, 
it  came  to  about   1-4 1st  of    the  whole. 
Ireland  would  have  to  pay  £1,548,000. 
It  was  said  that  under  the  Government 
scheme  there  would  be  two  Exchequers, 
and   the   Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer 
had   met   that   by  saying — "  Well,    but 
who  started  the  idea  of  two  Exchequers  ? 
You''  (speaking  of  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ("  were  responsible  for  it, 
and  we  are  smarting  under  the  two  at 
the  present  time."     But  if  they  proved  a 
difficulty  now  they  would  be  more  of  a 
difficulty    under    this     scheme,    for    at 
present  the  two  were  under  one  authority, 
and   being   similar    in    their   views   and 
ideas  they  naturally  worked  harmoniously 
together.     But  what  struck  one  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  scheme  was  the  fact 
that,  whilst  20  or  30  different  financial 
schemes  had  been  propounded  on  plat- 
forms  up  and  down  the  country  by  the 
Members  and  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  a  single  speech  had  been  made 
in  support  of  the  particular  plan  which 
the  Government  now  proposed,  or,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  in  favour  of  anything  in 
the  direction  of  the  scheme  at  all.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  J. 
A.   Pease)     had    told    them    that    this 
scheme      was      better      than     that     of 
February  last,  but  he  had  failed  to  sup- 
port   his   assertion    by   argument.     The 
hon.  Member  said,  further,  that  it  was 
well  that  Ireland  should  not  depend  on 
manufactured  spirits  for    her  Revenue. 
A      great       many       Members      would 
thoroughly     agree     in     that ;     but,    at 
the     same     time,    Ireland    would    have 
io    depend     upon     something     for    her 
Herenue.     The  hon.  Gentleman  met  that 
<iifficulty  by  saying — "  We  had  better  not 
disturb   the   existing   system   until    the 
Commission   has   reported."     Well,   but 
the  Opposition  had  understood  that  this 
Bill  was  a  final  settlement  of  the  Irish 
•difficolty.      Clearly    the    Irish    difficulty 
iras  not  being  finally  grappled  with  by 


the  Government.  They  were  only 
meeting  it  by  postponing  the  settlement 
of  the  financial  question,  which  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  matter,  for  years 
to  come.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
said  that  the  object  of  the  Government 
ought  to  be  to  get  Ireland  out  of  her 
financial  difficulties.  If  the  Government 
undertook  that  task  it  would  be  the  most 
sanguine  Government  that  ever  held 
Office  in  this  country ;  and  if  it  succeeded 
in  keeping  Ireland  out  of  financial  diffi- 
culties, either  individually  or  collectively, 
it  was  likely  to  do  a  very  splendid  piece 
of  work  indeed.  Moreover,  Governments 
did  not  always  do  their  duty,  and  those 
who  looked  to  them  to  do  so,  especially 
on  matters  of  this  sort,  were  likely  to  be 
grievously  disappointed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, guarding  himself  by  a  backward 
glance  at  the  constituencies,  probably  at 
that  of  Durham,  said — "  Neither  must  the 
Irish  Exchequer  have  too  ampl^  a 
Revenue,  lest  it  should  l>e  extravagant." 
So  that  the  Irish  Exchequer  was  to  be 
kept  out  of  difficulties,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  be  kept  out  of  extravagances, 
and  that  difficult  task  the  Government  of 
this  country  had  on  their  shoulders. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Irish 
Government  in  the  future  would  have  to 
give  grants  for  education,  light  railways, 
and  harbours — that  Ireland  would  have 
to  borrow  and  lend,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  have  to 
l>e  generous.  The  withdrawing  party  of 
the  firm  was  to  be  kept  out  of  financial 
difficulty  by  the  party  who  pbjected  to 
the  withdrawal  I  The  hon.  Member  said 
the  reason  for  that  was  that  Ireland,  in  the 
past,  had  been  taxed  far  beyond  her 
capacity.  But  what  had  the  Prime 
Minister  said  before  he  was  a  Home 
Ruler  ?  He  had  said  he  was  aware  of  no 
inequalities  between  the  several  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  the  matter  of  the 
payment  of  taxes.  If  that  meant  any- 
thing at  all,  it  meant  that  Ireland,  instead 
of  being  taxed  above  her  capacity,  was  not 
taxed  up  to  the  level  of  her  capacity.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  said  that  if  Great  Britain  was  deter- 
mined to  grant  Home  Rule  to  Ireland 
Great  Britain  would  not  be  mean 
enough  to  be  deterred  by  the  matter  of 
expense.  Unfortunately,  Great  Britain 
had  voted  against  granting  Home  Rule  ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  natural  that  Great 
Britain  should  follow  on  the  same  line 
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and    vote    against    granting   the   extra 
expense  required.     If  Great  Britain  had 
gone  in  enthusiastically  for  Home  Rule, 
as    Ireland    had    done,   he   could   have 
understood   her   being   able   to   pay  the 
extra   expense  ;    but    as   England   was 
tremendously  and  overwhelmingly  against 
Home  Rule  it  was  only  following  up  the 
argument  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  say  that  England 
should  follow  up  her  action  by  refusing 
to  put  her  hand  in  her  pocket  to  pay  for 
this  scheme.      The   Chancellor   of    the 
Exchequer  said  that  the  calculation  he 
had  made  was  a  rough  and  ready  one, 
and    that    the    contribution   of   Ireland 
would  be   as  nearly  as   possible   what  it 
was   at   present  —  namely,    £2,276,000. 
Yes  ;   but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  based  his  argument  on  a  mis- 
calculation, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  have  been  in  ignorance  with 
regard  to  the  enormous  difference  between 
the  three  years  on  which  he  had  based 
his    calculation    and   the    15   preceding 
years.     In  the   15  preceding   years  the 
contribution  was  a  little  under  £240,000 
a  year  ;  in  the  three  years  it  worked  out 
on  an  average  of  £439,000  a  year.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  sneered  emphatically 
at  the  reference  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
to   Greece,  the  United    States,  and  the 
Transvaal.      He  had  said — "Yes  ;  but 
they  are  not,  and  never  were,  parts  of  an 
Empire.*^     But  that  was  the  point  made 
by  the  Unionist  Members — that  Ireland, 
from  many  points  of  view,  under  the  Bill 
was  ceasing  to  be  a  part  of  the  Empire. 
['*0h!*']     Yes;    and   if    this   scheme 
developed   and   strengthened   from  year 
to  year  in  all  probability  in  a  very  short 
time  the  un withdrawn  dream  of  the  Irish 
Nationalists   of   living  under   the  green 
flag  of  an  emancipated  nation  would  be 
realised,  and  Ireland  would  become  an 
independent  nation.  Time  passed  quickly, 
and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  since 
1886  the  Government  had  not  been  able 
to  formulate  a  scheme  which  would  stand 
without   considerable   revision,  how  did 
they  know  that  at  the  end  of  six   years 
they  would  be  able  to  propose  a  settle- 
ment  of   the   financial   difficulty    which 
would  have  a  chance  of  success  ?     The 
Irish  Members   might  find   the  cost    of 
government  much  more  thau  they  ant  ici- 
pated,  and  the  expenses  of  the  local  ities 

Mr.  Rentoul 


might    greatly     exceed     the     calcula- 
tions   of     even    the    most    cute     Irish 
Members  —  and      Irish      Expenditure 
would     have     to     be     taken      largely 
into  account.      "  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
poverty  in  Ireland,"  said  the  Chaucellor 
of   the  Exchequer,  and  that  point  had 
been  dwelt  on  by  several  speakers.    The 
hon.   Member  for    West   Islington   had 
said  that  Ireland  was  the  poorest  country 
in  Europe,  which    was  very  much  like 
saying  that  Ireland  was  an   impecunioua 
race.       He  had   been  afraid  that   some 
Irish  Member  would  have  felt  his  sensi- 
bilities touched,  because  that  statement^ 
as  a  reflection  on  the  poverty  of  Ireland » 
was  ten  times   stronger   thau   auything^ 
which  had  been  previously  said  in  these 
Debates.       The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  there  was  great  pioverty  in 
Ireland.       But    there    was    also    great 
poverty  in  England  ;  and  when  they  con- 
sidered the  impecunious  taxpayers  in  Ire- 
land, they  must  also  think  of  the  impe- 
cunious taxpayers  of  England   as   well. 
The   Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  had 
talked  of  the  scandalous  expenditure  in 
Ireland  in  regard  to  maintaining  certain 
services     there,   and    one    would    have 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
himself  never  had  anything  to  do  with  a 
Government  that  bad  had  charge  of  Irish 
affairs  in  the  past.       The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  a  Member  of  two  or 
three  Governments  which  had  made  no 
efforts  to  reduce  the  expenditure  on  the 
Judiciary  or   Police   in  Ireland.       Nay, 
more  ;  the  last  Government  of  which  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   was   a   Member 
increased  very  considerably  the  cost  of 
these   two    Services.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman   had  quoted  figures  showing 
that  the  cost  of  Police  in  England  was 
2s.  ICd.  per  head  of  the  population  ;  in 
Scotland  Is.  lid.,  and  in  Ireland  6s.  11  d., 
and  he  asked  what  was  the  meaning  of 
that  "^     He  (Mr.  Rentoul)  would  ask  to 
what  part  of  Ireland  was  the  heavy  cost 
of   the   Police   to   be   attributed  ?      He 
found  that  while  there  was  one  police- 
man for  each   635  persons  in  England^ 
in  County  Down  there  was  one  for  every 
1,062  persons  only,  and  in  Antrim  one 
for  every   1,003  persons.       It  was  clear^ 
therefore,  that  if  the  Police  cost  6^,  lOd. 
per  head  in  Ireland,  as   compared  witn 
2s.   lOil.  in  England,  it   was  not  in  the 
Unionist  counties,  but  among  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau^s  own    friends — in  the 
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places  where  the  union  of  hearts  throbbed 
strongest — that   the   cost   of    the    Irish 
Police    was     chiefly     incurred.       The 
Unionists  had  nothing  to  do  with  these 
heavy  expenses,  and  no  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  cost  as  little  for  police  as  they 
did.     Speaking  of  the  administration  of 
justice,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said    it    was    ^ve   times   as    expensive 
in   Ireland  as   in   England,  the  cost   in 
England  being 5^., and  in  Ireland  Is.  7^. 
per  head,  and  he  stated  that  this  expense 
in  Ireland  was  largely  attributable  to  the 
fact  that  ruinous  remuneration  was  given 
to   light  places   in   connection   with  the 
Judiciary  and   Civil    Service,   and   that 
most  of  these  places  were  given  to  the 
loyal   minority.       A    large    number   of 
officials  in  Ireland  at   present  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government  of  the  present 
Prime    Minister    from    1880    to    1886, 
to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
belonged ;   and    if    the    positions    were 
given  to  Unionists,  it  must  have  been 
because  they  were  most   fitted   for  the 
places.     Surely  if  this  scheme  of  Home 
Rule  was  to  work  well  the  cost  of  the 
Police  and  Judiciary  would  be  brought 
down    very   largely,   and    the   need   for 
enormous    grants    would    not    then    be 
necessary,  because  Ireland's  contribution 
would  be  able  to  be  larger  in  proportion 
as  these    expenses   were   made  smaller. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
not  believe  it  was  a  grievance  to  Ireland 
that  they  had    30,000    soldiers    in  that 
country.     As  an  Irish  Member,  he  had 
perfect  authority  from  his  constituency 
to  say  they  woultl  be  glad  to  have  30,000 
soldiers  quartered  in  their  own  division  ; 
and    if    twice    as    many   soldiers   were 
quartered    in    Ireland    it   would    be   of 
immense   benefit    to    the    Irish   people. 
These  soldiers  were  paid  out  of  the  Im- 
perial  Exchequer,  and  they  spent  their 
money  in   Ireland.      If   the  experiment 
were  made — even  on  a  small  scale — of 
reducing  the  number  of  soldiers  in  Ire- 
land a  cry  would  soon  be  raised  by  the 
Irish    people,  and    by   the   Nationalists 
most  of   all.     The    whole    argument  of 
the    Chancellor    of    the   Exchequer,   in 
answer  to  the    right    hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,   came  only   to  this  : 
that  things  would  be  no  worse  than  they 
-were  under  the  old  system.     It  was  for 
this    the    Session    was    being    wasted  : 
they  wanted  things  to  be  better.     The 
lion.  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 


Bartley)  had  shown  what  the  cost  would 
be  of  maintaining  this  Exchequer  in 
Ireland  to  the  electors  of  Great  Britain. 
He  agreed. with  the  hon.  Member  that  if 
each  constituency  had  known  that  it 
would  cost  them  £1,000  a  year  to  main- 
tain this  Parliament  in  Ireland,  it  would 
have  had  a  wonderful  effect  on  their 
votes.  They  had  the  utmost  distrust  of 
this  last  financial  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  had  been  rushed  before  the 
House  at  the  last  moment,  and  when 
they  were  not  allowed  sufficient  time  to 
enable  them  to  understand  and  consider 
it. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
that  naturally  a  good  deal  of  that  Debate 
had  turned  on  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary,  and  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gal  way  had 
given  the  House  his  opinion  as  to  the 
proportion  of  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary which  ought  to  be  borne  by 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  He  would  not 
enter  into  that  subject,  but  perhaps  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  give  it  one 
short  and  simple  fact  with  respect  to  the 
cost  of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  Ireland 
had  700,000  more  of  a  population  than 
Scotland ; ,  it  was  mainly  of  a  rural 
character,  and  the  cost  of  the  Police  in 
Ireland  ought  to  be  less  than  the  cost  of 
the  Police  in  Scotland.  But  the  cost  of 
pensions  alone  for  the  Irish  Constabulary 
was  about  equal  to  the  cost  of  the 
whole  pay  and  clothing  of  the  Police 
of  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  was,  he 
thought,  responsible  for  leading  the 
Committee  into  what  he  could  not  help 
regarding  as  a  wrong  point  of  view.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed,  to  think 
that  this  question  of  the  financial  rela- 
tions of  Ireland  and  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  be  approached  from 
the  point  of  view  of  an  ideal  or  imaginary 
sum  which  Ireland  ought  to  contribute 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  That  was 
taking  hold  of  the  subject  by  the  wrong 
end.  The  contribution,  so  called,  of 
Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  was 
merely  an  arithmetical  sum,  which  was 
obtained  by  subtracting  from  the  gross 
Imperial  Revenue  derived  from  Ireland 
the  entire  cost  of  the  Public  Service  in 
Ireland.  The  first  charge  to  the  British 
Treasury  must  necessarily  be  the  cost  of 
the  Public  Service  in  Ireland,  and  he 
ventured    to    think  the  point    of    view 
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from  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  question 
should  be  approached  was  this  :  What 
was  the  amount  that  should  be  allowed 
to. Ireland  which  would,  under  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  undertake  the  discharge  of 
the  Public  Service  ?  The  scheme  of 
the  Government  was  as  simple  and 
practical  as  anything  could  be.  It  was 
that  an  allowance  should  he  made  to 
Ireland  of  the  precise  sum,  no  more  and 
no  less,  which  the  Public  Service  of 
Ireland  now  cost  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. In  addition,  the  Government 
proposed  to  give  for  a  short  period  assist- 
ance to  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  one-third 
of  the  cost  of  the  Cons  tabular  v.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  Government 
that  a  less  sum  would  hardly  be  sufficient 
for  the  practical  administration  of 
Ireland.  What  was  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  B inning- 
ham  ?  He  made  out  that,  assuming 
under  Home  Rule  the  Expenditure  would 
be  £60,500,000,  the  share  which  Ireland 
ought  to  pay  was  £3,350,000.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  much 
enamoured  of  that  calculation,  because 
he  told  the  Committee  that  this  fact  was 
not  placed  l)efore  the  electors  at  the  last 
Election ;  it  was  not  known,  and  it  was 
not  even  suspected.  What  was  the  fact  ? 
The  only  fact  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  calculation.  That 
he  had  made  a  calculation  was  a  fact ; 
but  whether  that  calculation  was  right 
or  wrong  was  not  a  fact,  but  a  matter 
of  opinion,  and  upon  that  opinion  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  very  few  intelligent 
critics  to  agree  with  him.  But 
starting  with  this  supposition  that 
Ireland  ought  to  pay  £3,350,000,  Ireland 
cost  them  last  year  £5,540,000,  and, 
therefore,  the  total  sum  they  ought  to 
receive  was  £8,890,000.  That  was 
£1,250,000  more  than  they  actually  did 
receive  ;  so  that  if,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  this  was  the  sum  which 
Ireland  ought  to  pay  it  was,  at  all 
events,  £1 ,250,000  less  than  the  ingenuity 
of  a  British  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  ever  been  able  to  extort  from  them. 
That  was  the  first  consideration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  two 
tests  by  which  the  amount  of  the  Irish 
contribution  ought  to  l>e  measured.  It 
was  obvious  that  the  only  basis  upon 
which  the  liability  for  taxation  could  l>e 
imposed  as  between    the   two   countries 

Mr,  Hunter 


was  the  relative  income  of  the  two 
countries.  What  was  the  relative 
income  of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain  ? 
That  question  could  be  answered  with 
exactness  in  respect  of  persons  with 
incomes  of  £150  a  year  and  upwards, 
but  with  respect  to  persons  whose 
income  was  less  than  £150  there  was  no 
absolutelv  reliable  information  in  this 
country.  But  they  did  ascertain  those 
who  were  over  £150  a  year,  and  that 
was  a  very  important  figure,  and  for  this 
reason  :  He  thought  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  aggregate  income  of  the  persons 
over  £150  a  year  was  considerably 
greater  than  the  aggregate  income  of  the 
persons  under  £150  a  year,  and  there  was 
some  reason  to  l)elieve  that  the  propor- 
tion of  wealth  among  those  who  were 
under  £  1 50  a  year  bore  the  same  relation 
to  the  proportion  of  wealth  of  those  who 
were  over  £150  a  year.  At  all  events, 
he  was  able  to  verify  that  in  one  instance. 
Comparing  the  resources  of  Scotland  and 
England  with  reference  to  persons  who 
had  incomes  of  £150  a  year  and  upwards, 
the  results  seemed  to  show  that  the 
wealth  of  Scotland  in  the  case  of  persons 
with  incomes  over  £150  a  vear  was  75 
per  cent,  of  the  wealth  of  England  per 
head  of  the  population,  and  the  wealth 
of  the  "  upper  ten  "  might  be  taken  as 
the  measure  of  the  wealth  of  those  below 
them.  There  was  no  test  for  the  purposes 
of  comparison  of  classes  so  solid  as  the 
test  of  rent,  for  it  varied  as  income 
varied.  The  average  cost  of  house 
accommodation  in  Scotland  per  head  of 
the  population  was  £2  ;  in  England  it 
was  £2  1 4s.,  and,  therefore,  these  amounts 
were  in  the  ratio  of  100  to  74.  What  was 
the  wealth  of  Ireland  as  exhibited  by 
the  official  Returns  ?  He  would  compare 
the  wealth  of  Ireland  with  that  of  Scot- 
land, because  they  nearly  approached  one 
another  in  population.  The  gross 
amount  of  assessments  to  Income  Tax  iu 
Scotland  was,  in  round  numbers, 
£60,000,000;  in  Ireland  it  was 
£20,000,000;  so  that  the  wealth  of 
Scotland  as  compared  with  Ireland  wa^ 
iu  the  proportion  of  three  to  one.  But 
that  was  not  all.  Let  them  take 
Schedule  "  E,"  and  there  the  moment  thev 
commenced  to  examine  the  Return  thej 
could  not  fail  to  perceive  the  abnormal 
and  extraordinary  cost  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice and  the  poverty  of  the  countrr. 
When  he  said  poverty  he   did  not  mean 
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impecuniosity.       There     was     a     dis- 
tiuction  between   poverty    and  impecn- 
oiositj.    He  had  known  men  with  large 
meaDs  who  were  always  impecunious,  and 
he  had  known  many  poor  men  who  were 
never  impecunious.   Under  Schedule  "  E  " 
the  assessments  of  the  salaries  of  persons 
who  were  not  in  the   Government  Ser- 
vice reached   £3,200,000    in    Scotland, 
while  in  Ireland  they  were  £1,200,000 — 
namely,  they  were  in  the  proportion  of 
100  to  37  ;  whereas  the  assessments  of 
the  official   salaries,   which   represented 
the   burden   upon   the   public,   were   in 
ScotUnd     £350,000     and     in     Ireland 
£1,100,000.     In   other  words,  while  in 
the  salaries  earned  directly  or  indirectly 
in  the  production  of  wealth  Scotland  was 
three  times  as  rich   as  Ireland,   when  it 
came  to  official  salaries  they  were  three 
times  as  much  in  Ireland  as  they  were 
in  Scotland.      Taking   Schedule   "  D," 
which  dealt   with   trade  and  professions, 
the  relative  assessments  in  Ireland   and 
ScotUnd  were  as  31  to  100  ;  that  was  to 
say,  Scotland  had  three  times  as  much 
astjessments   as   Ireland.       In    Schedule 
"E,''  which  dealt  with  public  companies, 
Scotland,  as  compared  with  Ireland,  was 
in  the  proportion  of  100  to  34,  or,  practi- 
callj,3  to   1.     Taking  Schedule  ''A," 
the  total   figures  were  £13,500,000  for 
Ireland,  and   £19,500,000  for  Scotland. 
That   Schedule  dealt    with    the   rent  of 
agricnltural    lands   and    other    kinds    of 
hinded  property.  The  property,  excluding 
the  rent  of  agricultural  land,  was  in  Scot- 
land under  Schedule  "  A  "   assessed  at 
£13,000,000,  and  in  Ireland  £3,600,000, 
or  in  proportion  of  100  to  27.     This  was 
a  test  of  wealth,  but  rent  was  no  test  of 
the  ability  of  the  taxpayer  to  pay.      Of 
course,  it  was  obvious  if  rents  were  to  be 
increased  by  20  per  cent,  in  Ireland,  they 
'^ould  not  increase  the  wealth  of  Ireland 
hy  20  per  cent.     They  would  not   only 
decrease     the     tax-paying   capacity    of 
the  people,    but    they    would    make   it 
impossible  for   many   of   them   to   live. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
miuglum  had  drawn  a  doleful  picture  of 
the  dreadful  difficulties  in  which  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  find  him- 
self under  the  Government  scheme  ;  but 
he  thought  he  had  been  well  answered 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
night.     The  whole  argument  of  the  tight 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  was 
based    upon    the    supposition    that    his 


audience  were  not  familiar  with  the 
elementary  facts  of  British  taxation.  In 
the  good  old  days  of  ransom  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
championed  the  cause  of  the  working- 
man,  and  used  to  point  out  that,  whilst 
the  millionaire  in  Ireland  did  not  pay  in 
Imperial  taxes  more  than  3  per  cent,  of 
his  income,  the  professional  man  paid  5 
to  7  per  cent.,  and  the  working-man  paid 
from  10  to  20  per  cent,  of  his  taxable 
income  into  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
The  greatest  injustice  was  perpetrated  by 
the  system  of  indirect  taxation  as 
between  those  who  had  over  £150 
a  year  and  those  who  had  less. 
If  those  who  had  £150  a  year  paid  their 
fair  share  of  taxation,  the  amount 
payable  in  Customs  and  Excise  would 
be  so  reduced  that  there  would  be 
no  contribution  from  Ireland  at  all. 
The  Income  Tax  and  the  Probate  Duty 
were  simply  adjusted.  They  were 
ad  valorem  duties.  A  man  was  taxed 
according  to  his  means — no  more  and  no 
less.  Under  Home  Rule,  whatever  taxes 
were  imposed  on  Ireland  would  be  exactly 
the  same  as  were  charged  on  any  person 
in  a  corresponding  portion  in  Great 
Britain.  But  with  regard  to  Customs  and 
Excise  it  was  a  very  different  matter. 
These  taxes  were  mainly  paid  by  the  poor 
— those  whose  incomes  were  under  £150. 
The  poorer  the  population,  the  more 
oppressive  was  the  burden  of  indirect 
taxation  ;  and  the  only  sense  in  which 
Ireland  had  any  interest  in  this  matter  of 
taxation  was  that,  l>eing  the  poorest 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  she 
was  interested  in  curtailing  the  dimen- 
sions of  indirect  taxation.  In  that 
reapect  the  working-men  of  this  country 
and  the  people  of  Ireland  were  in 
the  same  boat  precisely.  The  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham — who, 
no  longer  the  champion  of  "  ransom," 
had  gone  into  the  opposite  camp^ 
attacked  the  scheme  was  because  he 
knew  that  its  financial  effect  would  be 
to  weld  the  people  of  Ireland  and  the 
working  classes  of  this  country  into  a 
solidarity  against  which  all  the  ingenuity 
and  all  the  artifice  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  not  prevail.  He 
regarded  the  scheme  as  one  which  would 
inevitably  have  the  effect  of  consolidating 
the  alliance  between  those  who  repre- 
sented    the     working    classes    of    this 
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country  and  the  Irish  Members.  They 
were  equally  interested  in  curtailing  the 
monstrous  system  of  indirect  taxation, 
and  it  was  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  that — ^because  he  had 
now  enlisted  under  a  different  banner — 
that  he  delivered  his  not  unusual  philippic 
the  other  night. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  will  presently  examine 
to  what  extent  it  is  likely  the  proposals 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  facili- 
tate relief  from  indirect  taxation.  The 
hon.  Member  l>elieves  they  will  promote 
the  diminution  of  indirect  taxation.  If 
I  read  them  aright,  they  will  have  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  effect.  The  diminu- 
tion of  indirect  taxation  will  mean  bank- 
ruptcy to  the  Irish  Government.  The 
Irish  Government  has  to  depend  for  its 
resources  mainly  upon  whisky  and 
tobacco.  If  there  is  a  diminution  in  the 
receipts  from  the  duties  on  spirits  and 
tobacco,  I  do  not  know  how  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  with  all 
their  financial  ability,  will  be  able  to 
make  two  ends  meet. 

Mr.  hunter  :  A  national  rate. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes  ;  but  I  do  not 
understand  how  they  are  to  levy  it.  A 
national  rate  may  be  well  enough  in  a 
country  with  a  large  accumulation  of 
personal  wealth  ;  but  I  think  in  Ireland 
it  will  not  have  the  results  the  hon. 
Member  supposes.  But  I  leave  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  now  wish  to  put 
before  the  Committeethat  it  appears  tome, 
and  I  think  both  sides  will  agree,  that 
these  questions  of  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  or  the  financial 
solvency  of  Ireland,  and  of  her  just  con- 
tribution to  Imperial  Expenditure,  raise 
as  important  elements  of  discussion  as  any 
which  have  been  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  said  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  decide  this  case  on  a 
miserable  question  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence ;  but  the  effect  of  the 
scheme  upon  the  pockets  of  tax- 
payers— British  and  Irish — is  likely  to 
affect  largely  any  temporary  or 
permanent  settlement  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  attempt.  The  Bolvencj 
of  Ireland  is  a  matter  of  Imperial  con- 
cern. If  Ireland  becomes  bankrupt 
under  these  proposals,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  pointed  out,  it  will  have  a 
distinct  effect  upon  British  prosperity  in 
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the  end.  In  their  present  attitude  the 
Government  mainly  concentrate  them- 
selves upon  the  Irish  case;  and  I  am 
myself  prepared  to  treat  this  matter  not 
only  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  British 
taxpayer,  but  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Irish  taxpayer,  and  to  see 
whether  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
hold  water.  From  the  Irish  point  of 
view  do  these  proposals  offer  any  hope 
of  a  final  settlement — any  hope  that,  at 
the  end  of  six  years,  we  may  not  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  we  are  now  ?  I 
will  endeavour,  in  a  lew  sentences,  to 
dispose  of  what  we  may  call  the  question 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  figures.  Looking  to 
the  contributions  made  to  the  Debate 
from  both  sides  of  the  House,  I  think 
we  are  not  very  far  apart — we  are  not 
out  by  more  than  £100,000,  or  perhaps 
£200,000,  though  such  a  sum  is  some- 
what important.  I  will  place  what  I 
consider  to  be  the  real  facts  of  the  case 
before  the  Committee  in  a  few  sentences. 
According  to  the  last  Return  which  they 
placed  before  the  Committee,  the  Gr<>- 
vernment  put  the  Imperial  Expenditure 
at  £62,900,000.  The  chief  point  in 
dispute  with  regard  to  the  next  figure  is 
as  to  the  cost  of  collection.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
said  that  there  were  only  two  methods 
of  dealing  with  the  cost  of  collection  : 
either  you  must  keep  it  as  an  Imperial 
charge,  as  it  is  treated  in  the  Govern- 
ment Return — deducting  the  whole  ex- 
penditure from  the  total  Imperial  Expen- 
diture—or you  must  take  the  exact 
amount  paid  in  Ireland.  But  that  which 
is  paid  in  Ireland  is  no  criterion,  because 
there  are  many  Irish  charges  which  are 
paid  in  England.  Nor  am  I  prepared  to 
say  that  you  ought  to  deduct  the  whole 
from  the  Imperial  Expenditiure.  Th« 
proper  way  to  treat  it  is  this  :  You 
ought  to  look  at  the  Revenue  contributed 
by  each  of  the  three  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  then  deduct  from  each  of 
the  three  the  corresponding  cost  of 
collection.  That  is  the  only  rational 
and  businesslike  way  of  proceeding. 
The  Government  have  not  yet  sufficiently 
learnt  their  lesson.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  that  we  must  divide 
the  Revenue  collected  in  Ireland — namely, 
£8,000,000,  into  two — the  Irish  are  to  tako 
£4,000,000,  we  are  to  take  £4,000,000 ; 
therefore,  the  Irish  would  pay  the  cost  of 
collection  only  on  £4,000,000,  and  we  were 
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to  paj  on  £4,000,000.     Very  well.     But 
who  are  "  we  "  ?    I  say  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  learnt  his  lesson.   Accord- 
ing to  the  new  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
meot,  there   must   be   four   purses — the 
Irish  purse,  the  English  purse,  the  Scotch 
puree,  and  then  the  Imperial  purse.    But 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  now  asks  that 
Englishmen  and   Scotchmen  are  to  pay 
the   cost    of    collection    in    Ireland   of 
that  portion   of   Irish     Revenue   which 
goes  to   the    Imperial   purse,     as    well 
M  of  their   own    sliare   of    what   goes 
to    the    Imperial    purse.       But    surely 
Ireland  must  pay  its  share  of  the  cost  of 
its  own  Revenue,  whether  spent  on  Ire- 
land   or    contributed   to    the    Imperial 
purse,  just    as    England    and    just    as 
Scotland  pays  each  its  share  of  its  own 
Beyenue.    And  what  was  the  orginal  idea 
of  the  Government  ?      In   the   Bill  of 
1886  the  Prime  Minister  proposed  that 
the  Irish  Revenue  was  to  be  paid  over, 
less  the  cost  of  collection,  which  was  not 
to  exceed  4  per  cent.   At  that  time,  under 
Cbase  14  of  the  Bill  of  1886,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  Ireland  should  pay 
the  whole  cost  of  collection  ;  and  in  the 
oeit  effort  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
—^he  first  effort  of  this  Session — the  sum 
of  £166,000  was  debited  to  Ireland,  the 
(xovemment  still  maintaining  that  Ireland 
miiBt  pay  for  the  cost  of  collection.    But 
now  it  is  t  >  be  an  Imperial  charge,  and  Ire- 
land will   not   pay   on    its   Revenue   of 
£7,000,000,     which      is     about    1.12th 
of    the    whole,    but    only    its    l-30th 
towards  Imperial  Expenditure.     Why  is 
this    new    theory    put    forward  ?     The 
fcasoD  is  manifest.      The  cardinal  point 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  that  a 
fiorplua  of  £500,000  must  be  found  for 
the  Irish  nation.     This  must  be  got  by 
hook  or  by  crook,  and  the  figures  must 
be     successively      adapted      to      give 
that  £500,000.      If   they   do  not   give 
»t,    so     much      the      worse     for     the 
figures.      I      should      be      inclined     to 
think  that  negotiations  have  taken  place. 
We  have  read  about  them.     We  know 
that  the  Member  for  North   Kerry  had 
interviews  with  the  Prime  Minister — I 
do  not  say  that  there  was  anything  dis- 
honourable  in    the   transaction  —  and  I 
he\ie\ii  it  was   laid  down  as  a  cardinal 
principle,  "  Unless  we  have  £500,000  to 
spend,    we  will  not  have  Home   Rule  ; 
we  cannot  run  the  show  for  less."     The 
first  balance-sheet  showed  a  surplus  of 


£500,000,  but  a  great  accident  occurred. 
It  was  found  that  the  Excise  Revenue 
would  give  £300,000  less  than  had  been 
calculated,  and  it  was  therefore  necessary 
to  revise  the  Estimates — to  start  the  new 
principle,  and  to  adopt  the  new  canon, 
that  Ireland  should  pay  what  it  pays  now. 
That  was  not  told  us  on  the  First  Read- 
ing. It  was  only  told  us  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  new  clause,  which,  after 
we  have  been  over  two  months  in  Com- 
mittee, is  now  presented  to  the  House. 
This  £300,000  has  to  be  made  up,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  We 
must  give  them  £500,000  for  the  Con- 
stabulary ;  then  they  will  have  the " 
surplus  that  they  want." 

Sir  W.   HARCOURT  :  We  always 
proposed  it. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  you  proposed 
it  in  1886.  Then,  as  now,  you  must 
have  a  surplus.  The  view  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  is  that  unless 
you  start  them  with  a  good  round  sum 
bankruptcy  would  be  possible.  You 
must,  therefore,  give  them  £500,000,  and 
the  Constabulary  afforded,  in  the  eyes  of 
the  Grovemment,  the  best  defence  that 
could  be  made  to  the  contribution  from 
this  country.  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  said, 
*'  This  is  admittedly  a  bonus."  There 
are  two  arguments :  We  are  told 
that  this  Force,  which  has  been 
kept  up  against  the  will  of  the 
Irish  people,  is  the  right  one  from  its 
origin  and  position  for  us  to  pay  for. 
That  is  one  argument.  The  other  argu- 
ment is  that  they  must  have  the  money. 
I  can  prove  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
giving  any  bonus  to  Ireland  on  account 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said  that  this  was  a  bonus,  and 
that  the  British  public  were  not  shabby, 
and  would  give  it.  This  cheerful  gift  of 
the  British  elector  is  to  be  given  to  Ireland 
under  the  coercion  of  the  Irish  vote. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exclude 
the  votes  of  hou.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway— exclude  them  in  this  Parlia- 
ment or  the  next — and  let  us  see  then 
what  would  be  the  views  of  the  British 
electorate.  Is  it  generosity  for  the  British 
majority  to  be  coerced  by  the  Irish 
vote  into  giving  £500,000  to  the  Irish  in 
order  to  carry  Home  Rule  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  spoke  of  the 
*'  sops  and  doles  "  given  by  the  late  Go- 
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vernment  in  order  to  bribe  the  Irish 
people  away  from  their  sentiment  of 
nationality.  A  more  unfounded  charge, 
a  more  scandalous  charge,  has  never  been 
levelled  at  a  Party  or  at  an  ex-Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  answered  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Jackson), 
who  spoke  of  the  absolute  necessity  the 
late  Government  were  imder  of  stopping 
famine,  and  he  referred  to  the  money  ex- 
pended with  that  object  upon  the  light 
railways.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  spoke  of  these  as  "sops  and 
doles."  I  wonder  whether  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  really  think  that 
when  we  proposed  those  votes  we  were 
doing  more  than  the  duty  of  any  Go- 
vernment. What  is  a  "  sop  "  in  the  view 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ? 
A  sop,  in  their  view,  is  a  contribution 
voted  by  a  Unionist  Government  under 
the  most  urgent  circumstances  of  public 
need.  But  when,  with  the  assistance  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  with 
80  Irish  votes  cast  in  their  favour,  the 
present  Government  propose  to  inflict  an 
additional  taxation  of  £500,000  upon  the 
British  electors,  that  is  not  a  sop,  that  is 
not  a  dole  ;  but  this  coerced  eleemosy- 
nary contribution  is  a  generous  gift  from 
the  British  taxpayer.  Well,  this  £500,000 
has  to  be  found.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  says  the  money 
ought  to  be  found.  I  should  like  to  see 
this  money  put  upon  the  Votes  or  upon 
the  Consolidateil  Fund— "  £500,000  for 
the  purpose  of  running  Home  Rule." 
That  would  be  an  honest  way  of  testing 
the  generosity  and  inclination  of  the 
people  of  Great  Britain.  It  is  rather 
hard  that  the  British  people,  who  are  in 
a  majority  against  Home  Rule,  should  be 
asked  to  contribute  towards  establishing 
a  Government  which  they  do  not  wish 
to  see  established.  Another  argument 
is  put  forward,  partly  endorsed  by  the 
magnificent — I  might  almost  say  the 
magniloquent — peroration  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  is  said  that 
this  is  a  force  which  has  been  forced 
upon  the  Irislu  "  You,"  he  says,  *'  have 
forced  this  extravagant  expenditure  upon 
the  Irish  people."  I  wonder  who  are 
the  "  You's,"  just  as  I  wondered  l>efore 
who  were  the  "  We's."  I  wondered 
what  part  have  the  Liberal  Government 
had — what  part  hatl  the  Government 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
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of  which  I  was  a  Member  in  forcing  this 
expenditure  upon  Ireland ;  and  what 
efforts  have  they  made  to  reduce  it  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  must 
feel  some  prickings  of  conscience  in  this 
matter.  The  cost  of  the  Constabulary 
and  of  the  Judges  was  the  same  in  1886 
as  it  was  in  1891,  although  in  thefonner 
year  there  had  been  no  "  resolute " 
government  of  Ireland.  If  the  figures  are 
examined,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
the  errors  of  irresolution  have  cost  this 
country  more  than  any  attempt  at  resolute 
government.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
endeavoured  to  make  a  point  out  of  the 
number  of  troops  who  are  stationed  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  we  kept  30,000  troops  in  Ireland  for 
the  purpose  of  holding  down  the  people. 
That  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
believe  iu  that  idea  passes  belief.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  profession  of 
belief  in  that  idea  may  do  for  the  plat- 
form at  Derby,  but  it  will  not  do  for  the 
House  of  Commons.  If  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman's  friends  will  keep  Ireland 
quiet  the  Government  can  easily  bring 
back  20,000  of  the  troops  to  this  country. 
True,  there  are  no  barracks  in  which  to 
put*  them. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  will  do 
so  when  this  Bill  is  passed. 

•Mr.  goschen  :  When  the  BUI  is 
passed  !  There  is  confidence  in  the 
tranquillity  of  the  Irish  people  I  Well, 
whether  this  Bill  is  passed,  or  whether  it 
is  not  passed,  I  say — and  I  believe  I  am 
expressing  the  views  not  only  of  the  late 
Government  but  of  the  Government  that 
preceded  it — that  this  mass  of  troops  is 
kept  in  Ireland  not  for  the  purpose  of 
oppressing  the  people,  but  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  general  military  arrange- 
ments. There  would  be  an  uproar  in 
ever^  part  of  Ireland  if  the  troops  were 
to  be  withdrawn  from  every  town  in  Ire- 
land, because,  after  all,  the  population  of 
Ireland,  both  male  and  female,  love  the 
military,  and  Ireland  claims  to  enjoy  her 
fair  share  in  the  advantages  arising  from 
the  expenditure  upon  the  Army.  Passing 
from  the  Army  to  the  Constabulary,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Im- 
perial Government  ought  to  bear  the  oofX 
of  the  Constabulary  because  the  Con- 
stabulary is  an  Imperial  Force.  That  i> 
one  of  the  arguments  of  which  we  hare 
heard  a  great  deal,  and  the  hon*  Member 
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for  Waterford  says  that  that  body  iu  its 
inception  was  an  Imperial  Force.     But 
the  memory  of  my  right  hon.  Frieud  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  may,  perhaps, 
carry  him  back  to  the   time    when  the 
Force  was  first  established.      It  was  first 
established  iu  1835  against  the  wishes  of 
the  Magistracy  and  of  the  local  gentry, 
with  the   full    approval    of    O'Connell, 
the   measure    establishing    it    was 
by  the  younger  Grattan.     And 
this  is  the   Force  that  it  is   said   was 
in  its  inception  an  Imperial  Force.   It  was 
insisted  upon  by  the  Irish  patriots  of  that 
day  that  this  Force?  would  take  away  from 
the  Magistracy  and  the  local  gentry  their 
power  and  authority,  and  yet  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    opposite     says     that 
that     body       is       a       Force       estab- 
lished   for    Imperial    purposes.      From 
that   time    down    to    the    present     the 
Force  has  been    used,  not  for  Imperial 
purposes  in  the  sense  attributed  to  it,  but 
merely    for  the    purpose   of    preserving 
local  law  and  order  in  Ireland.     I  do  not 
appeal  to    hon.     Members     below     the 
Gangway  upon  the  point,  but  I  ask  the 
Party  opposite — those  who  now  represent 
theGoverument,and  who  represented  it  in 
times  past — whether    the    preservation 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  is  merely  an 
Imperial  concern,  and  whether    it  does 
not  concern   the  Irish    people  ?      When 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   and  when 
didthe  Prime  Minister  first  hold  that  view? 
See  to  what    it  leads.     There    may    be 
Feuianism,  and  the  Constabulary  are  not 
to  fight  against  Fenianism.     Is  it  not  an 
Irish  concern  that   Fenians   and  foreign 
ruSans,  subsidised   by    foreign    money, 
should  not  bo  allowed  to  spread  a  net- 
work of  crime  throughout   the  country  ? 
If  we  say  that  law  and  order  must  be 
preserved  in  that  country,  and  that  the 
Iaw  of  the  Queen  must  run   throughout 
it,  then  right  hon.   Gentlemen   opposite 
^y  that  that  is  an  Imperial  concern,  and 
that  the  expense  of  maintaining  the  Force 
n€ce.^ary  to  preserve  law  and   order  in 
Ireland  must  be  paid  for  out  of  Imperial 
taxation,  and  that   Ireland  itself  has  no 
part  or  interest  in   the  matter.     I  think 
that  it  is  monstrous  to  put  forward  such  a 
proposition.     If  the  Force  is  a  large  one, 
why  is  it  large  ?     Because   the  circum- 
stances of   Ireland — because  crime,  and 
frimeunderyourGovernment  more  so  than 
under  the  late  Government — require  this 
Force  to  ba  kept  up  ;  and  was  the  cost  of 


that  Force  less  before  the  late  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office  than  it  is  now  ? 
The  cost  of  that  police  is  less  now  than 
when  the  Prime  Minister  left  Office. 
There  are  2,000  fewer  constabulary  at 
this  moment,  and  they  cost  less.  The 
highest  total  of  numbers  and  highest 
point  of  cost  were  reached  in  1884-85 
when  the  Constabulary  were  14,500,  as 
against  12,159  in  1892.  What  nonsense^ 
then,  it  is  to  talk  of  this  being  the  result 
of  "resolute  government"  !  Or  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  think  that 
his  was  the  resolute  government  in  pre- 
ceding years  ?  If  so,  his  resolute  go- 
vernment ended  in  a  Constabulary  Force 
of  14,000  men.  Really  it  seems  as  if 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  have  exhausted 
every  possible  argument  against  the 
British  Government  in  which  they  have 
borne  a  part,  against  a  Parliament  which 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  has  led  for  so 
many  years.  I  defend  his  older  self  against 
his  present  self.  We  are  not  responsible 
for  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary  being  so 
great,  and  not  being  responsible  I  do  not 
see  why  one- third  of  that  cost,  in  order 
to  give  an  Irish  surplus,  is  to  be  put  ex- 
clusively upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
British  taxpayer.  The  idea  is  clearly 
this  :  that  Ireland  cannot  do  without  this 
contribution.  ["  No  !  "]  Well,  can  Ire- 
land do  without  it  ?  I  am  not  sure  that 
Irish  Members  are  not  perfectly  right  in 
maintaining  that  unless  they  have  this 
£500,000  they  will  find  great  difficulty 
in  making  both  ends  meet.  That  is  a 
confession — I  do  not  wish  to  introduce 
one  word  to  jar  on  their  susceptibilities — 
but  that  is  a  confession  that  Ireland  is 
too  poor  to  be  able  to  stand  it.  That  is 
the  contention  of  hon.  Members  ;  I  do 
not  say  whether  it  is  correct  or  incorrect* 
["No!"]  Well,  if  Ireland  does  not 
contribute  the  sum  which  the  Govern- 
ment think  it  ought  to  contribute  to  the 
British  Exchequer,  then  it  might  be  able 
to  stand  alone. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  N.)  :  If  you 
will  take  your  hands  out  of  our  pockets 
we  can  stand  alone. 

•Mr.  GOSCIIEN  :  A  charming  con- 
fession !  If  we  keep  our  hands  out  of 
your  pockets  then  you  can  manage  to 
run  alone.  Verv  well.  The  Government 
do  not  intend  to  keep  their  hands  out  of 
your  pockets.  I  see  a  very  great  danger 
iu  that  remark  ;  for  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
holds    that   the    Government   put   their 
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hands  too  deep  into  Irishmen's  pockets 
now,  what  prospect  is  there  of  a  friendly 
settlement  six  years  hence  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  got  due 
notice  of  his  hands  being  put  too  deep 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  people.  We 
think  that  the  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the 
Imperial  Expenditure  is  not  adequate,  but 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  that  the  Irish 
can  pay  their  way  if  you  do  not  put  your 
hands  into  their  pockets  at  all.  What 
does  Ireland  want  ?  Is  Ireland  to  be 
defended  without  any  contribution  at  all  ? 
That  seems  to  be  the  contention,  and  it 
was  strengthened  to-day  in  a  dangerous 
speech  by  the  Minister  responsible  for 
the  British  purse.  Reckless,  and  only 
anxious  to  answer  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  he  said,  "Look  at 
the  Colonies."  That  was  the  language 
not  of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
but  of  an  advocate  of  the  Home  Rule 
Bill,  because  does  he  not  see  that  that 
argument  cuts  at  the  proposals  which  the 
Government  have  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 
Does  he  not  see  what  a  weapon  he  fur- 
nishes to  his  ingenious  and  exacting 
allies  ?  I  had  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  would  have 
spoken  in  this  Debate,  but  as  he  has  not 
spoken,  I  will  venture  with  all  defer- 
ence to  take  his  place.  I  will  argue  this 
question  from  the  Irish  point  of  view. 
I  ought  to  have  summed  up  the  few 
figures  which  I  promised  in  the  beginning 
by  saying  that,  according  to  my  calcu- 
lation, the  British  taxpayer  loses  about 
£700,000.  He  loses  £500,000  by  the 
Constabulary  and  £200,000  by  the 
ingenious  device  of  the  collection 
of  the  Revenue.  Now,  let  me  ex- 
amine the  situation  from  the  point 
of  view  of  Ireland.  What  is 
the  position  of  Irish  finances  under  this 
Bill  ?  Let  me  treat  it  for  the  moment 
from  the  point  of  view  of  Expenditure 
and  of  Revenue.  Can  the  Expenditure 
bo  largely  reduced  ?  Will  the  Revenue 
be  kept  up  ?  I  must  once  more  briug 
up  that  which  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  called  a  stale  quota- 
tion, but  which  I  would  rather  call  an 
unanswered  quotation,  with  reference  to 
the  plethora.  The  Prime  Minister  sent 
the  Belfast  deputatiou  away  under  the 
distinct  impression  that  in  his  belief  the 
balance-sheet  of  Ireland  would  be  turned 
into   a   most   flattering   picture,    for  he 

Mr.  Goschen 


suggested  that  there  would  be  a  plethora 
of  money.  He  has  since  called  it  a  "con- 
ditipnal  plethora."  I  do  not  find  the 
word  "conditional."  [Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone :  Certainly  not  ;  but  you  find  the 
conditions.]  Yes  ;  but  are  the  condi- 
tions which  were  in  the  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  certain  to  be  ful- 
filled ?  He  says  there  is  a  condition  io 
what  he  said  ;  yeSy  because,  of  course, 
there  never  is  a  statement  made  bv  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  without  there 
being  a  condition  in  it.  Well,  there  is  a 
condition  in  thb  statement.  Here  it 
is — 

**  Now,  my  allegation  is  that,  instead  of  a 
chronic  want  of  money — " 

now  comes  the  condition — 

"  if  there  be  political  prudence  in  Ireland  there 
will  be  a  chronic  plethora  of  money." 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested 
a  condition  which  is  not  likely  to  be 
fulfilled,  it  was  scarcely  fair  to  the  de- 
putation. But  in  his  present  attitude — 
his  sublime  attitude  of  confidence  in  the 
political  wisdom  of  his  hon.  Friends 
below  the  Gangway — he  may  be  sure 
that  the  condition  will  take  effect — 


•*  I  feel  sure  there  will  be  a  chronic  plethora 
of  money  after  the  Home  Rule  Bill  is  passed.*' 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Are  those 
words  there — that  "  I  am  sure  there  will 
be"? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN;  I  wiU  read  the 
words — 

**  If  there  be  political  prudence  in  Ireland 
there  will  be  a  chronic  plethora  of  money  after 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  ia  passed." 

[^Ministerial    cries    of    "  Ah  !  "     and 
cheers,^ 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
words  "  I  am  sure  "  are  not  there.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  mixing  up 
words  of  mine  with  language  of  his 
own. 

•Mr.  goschen  :  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  whether  I  did  not  put 
the  point  fairly — [Cries  o/"  Yes  I  "  and 
"  No  I  "] — in  conveying  that  it  was  the 
inmost  conviction  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  would  be  political 
prudence  in  Ireland  ?  At  all  events,  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
straight — Did  he  not  think  at  that  time 
there  would  be  political  prudence  in  Ire- 
land ?  Wny,  he  has  told  us  so  a  hundred 
times,  and  I  am  entitled  to  take  his  view 
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that  there  will  be  political  prudence  in 
IreUnd.    We  have  been  denounced  and 
held  up  to  almost  the  execration  of  the 
Irish      people       because       we       have 
said    that     we     have     not     the     same 
confidence.        But     did      the     audience 
of    the    right     hon.    Gentleman     take 
his  remark  to  be  conditional  ?  No  ;  it  did 
Dot  mean  a  conditional  plethora  to  them. 
I  thiDk    it   was    hard   on   the   Belfast 
deputation  that,  when  dealing  with  them, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  point  to 
the  vista — a  conditional  vista  if  you  like 
—of  a  golden  8iiq)lus   in   Ireland  ;   but 
when  he  comes  to  the  hard  realities  of 
dealing  with  the  hon.  Members  for  Kerry 
and  Waterford,  neither  he  nor  any  one  of 
his  Colleagues  is  able  to  point  out  that 
there  will  be  any  margin,  and  Ireland  is 
to  fall  back  on  the  British  taxpayer.     Is 
there   to   be  a    reduction    of    expendi- 
ture in  Ireland  ?     Honestly,  I  do  not  see 
much   chance    of    it.      The   right   hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  dealt  with  that  matter 
earlier  in    the  evening,   and   he   put   a 
strong  case  before  the  Committee.     He 
pointed  out  that  there  is  not  that  same 
obligation  on  the  Irish  Members  to  keep 
down  the  expenditure  as   there  would  be 
if  this  were  a  final    settlement.     I  am 
reminded  of   the   situation   of  landlords 
with  a  revision  of  rents  after  15  years. 
It  becomes  the   interest   of   the   tenant 
daring  the  last  few  years  to  so  present 
his  farm  in  a  condition  of  poverty  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners  as  to  secure  a  further 
reduction  of  rent.      Similarly,  it  will  be 
the  interest  of  hon.   Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  present  such  a  balance  sheet 
at  the  end  of  the  six  years  as  to  induce 
them  to  appeal  to  the  generosity  of  the 
British  taxpayer  for  a  fresh  arrangement 
?iill  more  detrimental  to  our  pockets  than 
that  now  proposed.      Why  do  the  Irish 
Members    press     for     this     transitional 
period  ?     For  the  reason  that  at  the  end 
of  the  six  years  they  hope  to  get  more 
than  you  give  them  now.     They  have 
said  opeuly  that  they  do  not  think  the 
Crovernment  are  giving  them  enough.   If 
they  thought    they  had  struck   a   good 
hargain  for  themselves,  that  they  would 
have    a    surplus     and      a     diminishing 
expenditure — a   plethora   of    money,   in 
.short — they  would  fear  a  revision.      But 
they    desire  it.      Why  ?      It    is    by    no 
means  difficult   to   say.      Let   me    now 
examine  shortly  the  Irish  position  from 
the  poiutof  view  of  Revenue,  and  I  wish 


to  examine  the  sources  of  Revenue  in 
Ireland.  It  is  to  depend  entirely  on 
indirect  taxation.  Ireland  will  become 
bankrupt  if  she  becomes  sober.  Every 
effort  made  by  the  Temperance 
Party  to  pass  anything  like  a 
local  veto  in  Ireland  will  be  followed 
by  a  diminution  in  Irish  resources. 
You  will  have  a  poor  country  depending 
upon  sources  of  Revenue  peculiarly 
affected  by  the  sobriety  of  its  populatioo. 
There  are  many  countries  which  might 
depend  upon  indirect  revenue  with  fair 
safety  ;  but  it  is  a  most  unfortunate  situa- 
tion for  Ireland  that  she,  of  all  countries, 
should  be  dependent  simply  upon  the 
produce  of  the  Excise  and  Customs. 
While  the  two  countries  were  bound  to- 
gether Ireland  not  only,  relied  on 
indirect  taxation,  but  on  the  immense 
resources  of  direct  taxation  of  her  richer 
partner,  who  at  all  times  of  difficulty 
came  forward  with  readiness  to  her  assist- 
ance. But  the  Irish  position  will  be 
dangerous  under  the  proposals  of  the 
Government.  Then,  as  to  the  methods 
generally  employed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Chancellor  of,  the 
Exchequer  is  so  enamoured  of  his  present 
proposals  that  he  believes  that  they  put 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
Budget  in  a  better  position  than  they 
occupy  under  the  present  system.  He 
thinks  that  the  difficulties  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham are  not  nearly  so  confusing  and 
hampering  as  the  present  system.  He 
said  that  now  there  were  two  variables — 
the  Expenditure  of  Ireland,  which  was 
always  running  up,  and  the  Revenue 
of  Ireland  ;  whereas  under  his  new  sys- 
tem there  would  be  only  one  variable — 
the  falling-off  of  Revenue,  the  danger  of 
an  iucrease  of  Expenditure  being  elimi- 
nated. It  has  been  proved  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  eliminate  that 
danger ;  and  if  the  same  sort  of  famine 
and  danger  which  occurred  in  1889  and 
1890  were  to  recur  under  Home  Rule, 
I  do  not  feel  at  all  certain  that  Ireland 
might  not  be  compelled  to  appeal  once 
more  to  the  British  Exchequer ;  and  if 
such  an  appeal  were  made  under  such 
distressing  circumstances  I  feel  confident 
it  would  be  met.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  admit  that  the  expenditure  we 
have  incurred  of  late  years  would 
necessarily  be  stopped  under  the  new 
proposals.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
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has  shown  how  there  would  be  more 
freedom  under  the  new  system  than 
under  the  old.  He  pointed,  with  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  triumphant  exultation,  to 
my  having  established  two  Exchequers 
— the  local  and  the  Imperial.  But  there 
is  this  difference.  If  he  chooses  he  can 
stop  that  system  to-morrow.  He  has 
merely  to  devise  a  better  system  ;  the 
choice  rests  with  the  discretion  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  He  says — "  You 
have  mortgaged  this  and  mortgaged 
that."  But  who  is  the  party  to  the 
mortgage  ?  Who  has  the  right  to  resist 
any  change  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  may  make  ?  I  perfectly  ad- 
mit that  it  is  possible,  with  his  financial 
acumen  or  with  that  of  his  advisers,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  devise  some 
better  scheme.  My  scheme  can  be  re- 
pealed by  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
there  are  no  contracting  parties.  I  have 
no  Chancellor  (f  the  Exchequer  from 
any  County  Council  who  comes  to  bar- 
gain with  me  as  to  what  surplus  he  is  to 
have.  There  is  absolute  freedom.  The 
House  of  Commons  can  deal  with  the 
matter  as  it  likes  ;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quotes  this  system  as  a  pre- 
cetlent  for  his  system,  under  which  you 
may  not  touch  the  contract  made  with 
the  exacting  negotiators  below  the 
Gangway,  because  it  would  be  a  breach 
of  faith,  after  making  the  bargain,  if  you 
were  to  change  your  system.  I  will  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  the  way  in  which  the  two 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  will  stand 
in  relation  to  one  another.  The  Irish 
Budget  is  so  balanced  that  Ireland  can- 
not afford  to  lose  any  Revenue  ;  but  the 
British  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  let 
us  suppose,  wishes  to  reiluce  the  Excise 
Duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  took  that  instance,  and  said  that 
such, a  step  would  be  so  much  relief  to 
the  Irish  people.  Yes ;  but  how  are  they 
to  pay  their  way  then  ?  If  you  take  off 
a  part  of  the  Spirit  Duty  you  at  once 
render  the  Irish  Exchequer  bankrupt.  Is 
not  the  English  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer hampered  ?  Can  he  take  that 
step  in  face  of  the  protests  of  the  Irish 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  Is  it  not 
patent  that,  according  to  tliis  scheme, 
when  the  English  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer forms  his  Budget,  he  will  have  to 
summon  over  the  Irish  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consider  what  effect  any 

Mr,  Goschen 


proposal  will  have  on  the  Irish  Ex- 
chequer ?  If  you  reduce  the  Excise 
Duties,  then  Ireland  would  have  to  cut 
down  her  expenditure,  or  would  be  un- 
able to  pay  her  tribute  to  this  country. 
There  seems  to  be  no  answer  to  that. 
With  two  Budgets,  as  there  will  be,  and 
two  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
compacts  between  the  two,  the  whole 
finance  of  this  country  will,  to  a  much 
greater  extent  than  ever  before,  be  under 
the  control  of  the  Irish  Executive  and  the 
80  Irish  Members  who  are  to  remain  here. 
There  are  still  some  few  very  important 
points  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  There  is  a  very 
important  subject,  to  which  nearly  every 
speaker  has  called  attention,  and  which  I 
am  bound  not  to  pass  over  in  silence,  and 
that  is  the  question  of  the  fair  taxation 
of  Ireland.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  an  off-handed  way,  said — '*  Oh> 
I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  your 
speculative  theory  as  to  what  Ireland 
ought  to  pay.  She  is  to  pay  what  she 
is  paying  now."  Well,  that  is  not  the 
view  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
some  other  speakers  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  They  have  said  that  Ireland 
ought  to  pay  her  fair  share.  Now,  the 
view  taken  by  the  Members  from  Ireland 
is  that  Ireland  is  immensely  over-taxod 
at  the  present  time.  They  hold  that 
that  over-taxation  dates  back  to  the 
Union.  I  have  heard  the  theory  put 
forward  that  they  have  l)een  over-taxed 
in  the  whole  to  the  ex  tent  of  £300,000,000 
sterling.  The  first  error  in  that  is  that 
when  they  speak  of  contribution  they 
never  deduct  from  it  any  excess  of  con- 
tribution made  by  this  country  to  Ire- 
land. What  is  most  important  is  to 
consider  not  only  the  gross,  but  the 
net.  Revenue  ;  and  hon.  Members  w  ill 
have  to  deduct  from  the  enormous 
sum  which  they  say  Ireland  has  paid  too 
much  what  they  have  received  in  excess 
of  the  proportion  due  to  them  as  com- 
paretl  with  England  and  Scotland,  and 
also  the  amounts  collected  in  Ireland  as 
taxes  paid  by  the  English  consumer. 
These  are  two  points  which  affect  the 
matter  very  much,  and  I  will  point  out 
to  a  gentleman  who  is  not  in  the  House 
now,  who  has  examined  the  question 
very  carefully — I  mean  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna — that  he  ought  to  remember 
the  £1,700,000  now  proved  to  be  the 
amount  collected  in  Ireland  and   really 
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paid  bj  the  Engliflh  taxpayer.    Many 
calcolatioas    made    bj    Irishmen    have 
6otirelj    omitted    this    fact.      But    the 
right  boD.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
his  promised  a  Royal  CommiBsion  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  J.  £. 
Bedmond)  ;   and   he    is    prepared,  as  I 
anderstaud  him,  to  go  back  to  the  time 
of  tbe  Udiou,  in  fact  to  any  time,  and  to 
examine  tbe  whole  of  the  relations  be- 
tween tbe  two  countries.     I  think  that 
is  a  yery  queer  Inquiry  to  take  up.  It  was 
examined  into  in  1864  by  a  Committee, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  they  arriyed  at 
anj  satisfactory  conclusion  either  way. 
Bat,  sapposing  it  were   proved  that  80 
Tears  ago  England  exacted  more  from 
Ireland  than  her  due  proportion,  I  want 
to  know   is   the   theory   on  which   the 
Commission  is  founded   that  if  that  is 
proved  the  taxpayers  of  to-day  are   to 
niake  good  that  which  Ireland  paid  too 
nracb  in    1820  ?     All   that  is   of  mere 
historical  interest.     Is  the  great-grand- 
flOD  of  tbe  British  taxpayer  of  the  first 
part  of  tbe  century  now  to  repay  to  the 
great-grandson  of  the  Irish  taxpayer  any 
sum  07er>paid  by  Ireland  ?     I  think  that 
would  be  fantastic  finance.     But  see  the 
danger  which  lurks  in  the  idea.     It  is 
this — that  from  the  time  of  the  Union 
£ogland  and  Ireland  have  not  been  one 
nation.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
^eems  to  discover  that  they  have  been 
two  nations  all  along,  and,  if  so,  that 
amounts,  then  overpaid,  ought  now  to  be 
made  good  to  Ireland.     If  he  is  not  pre- 
pared with  some  support  of  that  general 
theory,  I  must  say  it  is  very  dangerous 
to  enter  on  the  inquiry  he  has  touched. 
What  does   my  right  hon.  Friend   say 
now? 

**  We  propose  to  fix  tbe  Irish  contribution  at 
a  little  over  4  per  cent.,  whereas  the  present 
hiih  oontribation  to  the  Imperial  Revenue  it  no 
knthan  12  percent." 

I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  meant 
l*12th,  which  is  about  equivalent  to 
S  per  cent. 

'*That  contribution,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  bas 
been  for  some  time  an  injustice,  and  to  continue 
it  would  be  simply  a  prolongation  of  injus- 
tice," 

Let  the  Committee  mark.      The  state- 
ment ii 


"  The  Irish  contribution  at  present  is  no  lesa 
tban  8  per  cent.*' 

But  we  have  been  elaborately  assured  to- 
night by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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that  Ireland*s  contribution  is  to  be  pre* 
cisely  what  she  has  been  paying.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
sayi 


'*  They  have  paid  8  per  cent.,  and  we  propose 
to  fix  their  contribution  at  a  little  over  4  per 
cent  To  continue  their  present  contribution 
would  be  a  prolongation  of  injustice.** 

What  dangerous  language  for  a  Prime 
Minister  to  use,  to  hold  that  it  would  be 
a  prolongation  of  injustice,  whereas  his 
own  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  states 
that  the  precise  contribution  is  to  be  pro- 
longed, and  to  be  prolonged  because  it  is 
at  present  being  paid.  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  says — 

"  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is  an  injustice,  and  its 
continuance  will  be  an  injustice.** 

Dangerous  words  for  a  Prime  Minister  to 
use!  If  Ireland  pay  too  much — I  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  this 
point — if  they  pay  too  much,  why  do 
they  pay  too  much  ?  When  did  they 
begin  to  pay  too  much  ?  Under  what 
system  of  taxation  did  they  pay  too 
much  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  When  you  raised 
the  Whisky  Tax. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Precisely.  When 
we  raised  the  Whisky  Tax  in  1853,  and 
when  we  extended  the  Income  Tax  to 
Ireland  for  the  first  time.  That  was 
called  by  historians  a  new  departure  in 
the  equalisation  of  taxation.  If  there  is 
now  injustice,  when  did  it  begin,  and 
who  is  responsible  for  it  ?  The  first 
efifective  step  towards  the  increase  of  the 
Whisky  Duties  was  taken  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  1853.  Who 
was  he  ?  He  was  the  present  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  As  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  mentioned  that,  he 
ought  to  have  mentioned  the  enormous 
pecuniary  remission  that  was  made  at  that 
time. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  going  to 
mention  that.  I  am  going  to  defend  my 
right  hon.  Friend — [ironical  laughter"] — 
not  ironically,  but  in  fact.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  allow  the  financial  reputation 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  be  defamed  by 
his  later  utterances.  In  saying  that  an 
injustice  existed  my  right  hon.  Friend 
brings  an  unjust  charge  against  himself 
and  his  own  acts.  There  is  only  one 
head  under  which  Ireland  could  be  said 
to  pay  too  much,  if  at  all,  and  that  is 
the  Spirit  Duties.     What  was  my  right 
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hon.    FnendV    defence    of    the    Spirit 
Duties  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  made 
no  defence. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  defence  you 
made  in  1853. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  made 
no  defence. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Your  justification, 
then.  In  1853  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
increaeed  the  Spirit  Duties.  He  was 
yiolentlj  attacked  by  the  Irish  Members 
of  that  day.  Cue  of  the  Irish  Members 
said  then  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  reply,  had  made  one  of  the  jauntiest 
speeches  ever  made  by  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ;  and  it  was  said  that  he 
made  sneers  and  insinuations  against  the 
Irish  Members  which  they  did  not  de- 
serve. We  can  imagine  the  jaunty 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  now,  as  in  1853,  he  is  able  to 
address  us  with  a  vigour  and  a  jauntiness 
that  all  his  friends  and  all  his  opponents 
admire.  At  that  time  my  right  hon. 
Friend  made  an  excellent  defence.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Forty  years  ago !] 
But  the  tax  has  not  been  diminished  to 
this  day  ;  and,  though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  since,  he  has  never  seen  till 
this  day  that  Ireland  was  overcharged. 
In  1858  Mr.  Disraeli  increased  the  Spirit 
Duties  to  8s.,  and  he  was  warmly  com- 
mended by  my  right  hon.  Friend  for 
what  he  had  done.  In  1860  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  in  need  of  money,  and 
he  then  completed  the  operation  by 
putting  the  Irish  Spirit  Duties  up  to  10s. 
How  did  my  right  hon.  Friend  defend 
himself  ?  There  were  remitted  in  1853 
Consolidated  Annuities  to  the  amount  of 
£260,000,  which  represented  the  charge 
upon  Ireland  towards  interest  and  Sink- 
ing Fund  on  the  large  amount  which  had 
been  advanced  during  the  famine. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Several 
millions. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  annual  amount 
was  £260,000.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
the  increase  of  taxation  far  exceeded  the 
amount  he  had  taken  off.  How  did  he 
reply  ?  This  is  extremely  interesting, 
looking  to  the  attacks  now  made  by  him 
on  the  Act  of  Union.  He  said  that  be- 
fore the  Union  in  Ireland  they  were 
paying  for  their  Debt  alone  £5,900,000, 
while  they  were  only  paying  £4,000,000 
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under  the  Union  in  the  year  1853,  and  he 
properly  justified  the  increase  of  taxation 
by  pointing  out  the  remissions  which  he 
had  made,  and  by  pointing  to  the  Act  of 
Union  and  showing  that  Ireland  would 
be  better  off  under  the  new  regime.  Is 
it  not  important  that  the  constituencies 
should  know,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
says  Ireland  is  unjustly  taxed,  that  we 
have  his  life-long  assurance,  I  might 
almost  say,  that  they  are  not  unjustly 
taxed  ?  It  wall  not  a  solitary  error  m 
1853  or  1860;  since  that  time  he  has 
been  over  and  over  again  in  power,  and 
when  has  he  communicated  with  any 
of  his  colleagues  ;  when  has  he  himself 
supported  the  view  that  remissions  ought 
to  be  made  to  Ireland  because  she  was 
paying  too  much  ?  I  deny  that  we  have 
been  engaged  in  the  work  of  plundering 
Ireland,  our  poorer  sister.  Why  did  we 
not  hear  of  that  in  the  years  between 
1871  and  1874,  the  years  of  leaps 
and  bounds  ?  Did  we  ever  hear  then 
or  since  from  him  that  Ireland  was 
over-taxed  ?  Did  we  ever  hear  of  it 
until  now  in  the  course  of  these  Debates  ? 
No  ;  it  was  not  until  these  Debates  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  lent  his  great  authority  to  the 
charge  that  we  are  unjustly  taxing  Ire- 
land. I  cannot  too  strongly  express  my 
regret,  now  that  this  country  must  of 
necessity  be  engaged  for  years  in  an 
argument  with  Ireland,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  of  the  United  Kingdom  should 
lend  his  great  financial  authority  to  the 
view  that  Ireland  has  been  taxed  too 
much.  There  appears  to  have  been  a 
recklessness  of  assertion  in  this  matter 
on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  also  on  the  part  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  is  extremely  to  be 
regretted.  What  does  Ireland  pay  now  ? 
About  l-28th  part,  exclusive  of  the 
£500,000  contribution  for  the  Con- 
stabulary, or  l-40th  if  you  include  the 
Constabulary.  I  will  put  the  case  in 
the  roundest  figures.  £2,276,000  is 
Ireland^s  contribution.  Deducting  from 
that  the  cost  of  the  collection  of  the 
Revenue  it  reduces  it  to  about  £2,050,000, 
and  the  £500,000  for  the  Constabulaiy 
which  we  are  going  to  pay  brings  it 
down  to  £1,550,000,  which  is  the  whote 
contribution.  I  put  that  as  about  l-40th  if 
you  take  in  the  Constabulary,  or  1  -30th  if 
you  do  not  take  it  in.  That,  then,  is  what 
Ireland  pays.  What  is  her  fair  contribution? 
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I  hftve  beard  Mr.  6iffen*8  article  quoted 
in  ftll  parts  of  the  House.     I  may  tell 
hoD.  Members  who  may  DOt  have  read 
the  article  that  it  was  written  in  1886  to 
prove  the  economic  value  of  Ireland  to 
Great  Britain  ;  and  it  is  from  that  article 
Btatistics  are  quoted  to  show  that  while 
£1 0,000,000  is  the  taxable  income  of  Ire- 
land, £800,000,000  or  £900,000,000  is  the 
taxable  income    of    Great   Britain,   the 
iDference  being  that  Ireland  ought  onlj 
to  be  taxed  in   that  proportion.     As  a 
staristician,  I  would  give  Mr.  Giffen  a 
very  high  place  ;  but  this  is  not  a  mere 
statistical  question.     It  is  a  fiscal  ques- 
tion.     I   know    a   fiscal   authority   far 
higher  than  Mr.  Gifien,  and  that  is  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.     There  is  also 
the  authority  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     I  would  point  that  if  Mr. 
Giffen's  contention  had  been   right  the 
Prime     Minister     must      long      before 
this  have  reduced  Irish  taxation.     The 
fact  that   he   has   entirely  ignored  Mr. 
Giffen's  fiscal  principle  seems  to  be  pretty 
eoucliisive    proof  that   he  does  not  en- 
dorse them  as  laid  down  by  Mr.  Giffen. 
In  fact,  no   country   in    the   world    has 
•ccepted  these  fiscal  propositions.     Mr. 
Giffen  pays  that  every  family  in  Ireland 
requires  £12  per  head,  or  £60  per  family 
of  five  people,  for  their  sustenance ;  and 
accordingly,  after   deducting   this    from 
the  total  income,  he  makes  the  curious 
calculation   in  the  case  of  Ireland  that 
£15,000,000  onlv  is  the  taxable  income. 
^o  financier  has  ever  laid  down,  and, 
what  is  more  important,  has  ever  acted 
on,  a  principle  of  that  kind.     [^Cries  of 
"  Divide  !  "]     I  admit  that  I  have  been 
listened   to    with    exemplary    patience. 
But  I  am  not  dealing  with  generalities. 
I  have  taketi   some  pains  to  get  at  the 
facts.     I  have  no  wish  that  we  should 
he  shabby  towards  Ireland,  but  I  think 
that  the   House  of   Commons  and  the 
country  ought  to  know  how  the  matter 
stands.       Hon.   Members   from   Ireland 
have  studied  Mr.  Giffen's  article  line  by 
line ;  and  it  is  upon  that  article,  to  a  great 
extent,  that  they  found  their  view  that 
Ireland  has  been  over-taxed.     Well,  as 
regards  the  value  of  land  and  houses,  he 
takes  15  years*  purchase  as  the  rate  for 
Ireland,  as  against  28  years  as  the  rate 
for  England,  and  he  makes  this  a  large 
element    in    determining   the    value    of 
property  in  land  in  Ireland  as  compared 
with  Und  in  Great  Britain.     Why  does 


he  take  1 5  years  in  the  case  of  Ireland  ? 
3ecauae,    forsooth,     political     agitation 
prevents  a  higher  price  being  paid  for 
land  in  that  part  of  the  Kingdom  !     Be- 
cause there  are  political  agitations  in  Ire- 
land, he  says  that  houses  and  land  must 
ha^e  a  different  value  assigned  to  them 
from  that  which  would  be  assigned  if  the 
property  were  left  to  the  free  operation 
of  the  market.     But  that  does  not  com- 
mend itself  to  me  as  the  best  method  of 
estimating  the  relative  tax -paying  capaci- 
ties of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  There 
are  other  methods  of  gauging  what  Ire- 
land ought  to  pay,  and  by  every  one  of 
them  we  find  that  if   we  put  Ireland's 
contribution  at  1-1 8th  or  l-20th  the  calcu- 
lation is  a  favourable  one  for  the  Sister 
Island.  If  you  take  the  Death  Duties  as  a 
gauge  the  contribution  should  be  l-18th  ; 
if  you  take  Income    Tax    it  should  be 
l-22nd,  and  if  you  take  the  savings  banks 
it  should  be  1-1 9th.     So  you  have  three 
important  standards  all  pointing  to   the 
same    result — all    clustering   round   the 
same    figures.     Then    as    to    Ireland's 
powers  of  consumption.     She  is  able  to 
consume  in  tobacco,  tea,  and  alcohol  on 
the  same  scale  as  other  portions  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  these  consuming 
powers  of    Ireland  must  be  taken  into 
account.     An  hon.  Member  opposite  said 
yesterday  that  it  was  the  very  excessive 
taxation   that   bad   produced  famine  in 
Ireland,  and  that  by  a  low  taxation  we 
could  prevent   famine.     By  a   low   duty 
on  whisky  in  Ireland  we  are  to  prevent 
famine  !  I  never  knew  before  that  cheap- 
ness of  alcohol  was  an  important  element 
in  national  prosperity.      AH  this  proves 
that    Ireland    has   a    taxable    capacity 
beyond   the  capacity  calculated   on  Mr. 
GifTen's     figures   as    to   the    aggregate 
income  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  re- 
spectively.    I  say  that  1-1 8th  or  1  -20th  is 
the  fair  contribution  that   Ireland   ought 
to  pay  if  she  wishes  to  became  a  separate 
fiscal    unity.       It     is    more    than    she 
pays    now,    I   admit ;    but    if    Ireland 
wishes    to    sever     the    partnership,     is 
that   a  reason    why    the    British    tax- 
payer should  lose  £1,600,000  annually  ? 
Under  Home  Rule  Ireland  will  lose  the 
advantages  of  British    credit,   and   wUI 
lose  those  resources  which  Great  Britain 
has   always  placed   at    her   disposal  in 
times  of  depression  ;  and  Great  Britair 
will  lose  the  inestimable  advantage  of  a 
continuing  Union  between  Great  Britain 
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and  Ireland.  Sir  Robert  Peel  said  that 
geographical  considerations  forbid  repeal. 
I  say  that  fiscal  considerations  forbid 
repeal.  During  these  Debates  we 
have  found  many  arguments  against 
Home  Rule,  and  not  the  weakest  of  them 
lies  in  the  financial  impossibility  of  the 
scheme — in  this  financial  problem  which 
the  Government  in  their  three  essays 
have  vainly  tried  to  solve. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Clause  be 
read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  rose,  but  was  met  with  cries  of 
**  Order  !  "  and  "  Chair  I  " 

The  chairman  :  I  have  collected 
the  voices. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  I  rose  to 
speak,  Sir,  before  you  had  completely 
put  the  Question. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
On  a  point  of  Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask 
you  whether  you  had  not  put  the  nega- 
tive before  the  hon.  Member  rose  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
Before  I  saw  or  heard  the  hon.  Member 
I  had  collected  the  voices. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  226  ; 
Noes  191.— (Division  List,  No.  239.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
'left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (BLIND  AND 
DEAF  CHILDREN)  ire-eommUted)  BILL. 
(No.  412.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported, without  Amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aoland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  would  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  the  Third  Reading  of 
this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'' — (Mr,  Acland,) 

•Mr.  CAR VELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  said,  he  had  no  wish  to  pre- 
vent or  delaj  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
which  the  House  was  now  asked  to  read 
a  third  time ;  but  he  thought  it  right  to 
point  out  that  the  measure   embodied  a 
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principle  to  which  all  Liberals  should  be 
strenuously  opposed — ^namely,  the  grant- 
ing of  money  out  of  public  rates  for 
the  support  of  privately-managed  denomi- 
national institutions.  [  Cries  of  "Agreed ! " 
and  "  I  object  I*']  At  the  same  time  he 
admitted  th^t  the  case  was  a  peculiar  one. 
The  class  aealt  with  was  a  special  class, 
and  a  very  limited  one,  and  was  scattered 
over  the  face  of  the  country.  For  that 
reason  he  did  not  think  that  the  measure, 
if  passed  into  law,  could  ever  be  appealed  to 
in  the  future  as  furnishing  a  precedent 
for  the  extension  of  the  principle  to 
which  he  had  referred.  [^Cries  of 
"  Agreed  I  '*  and  continued  interruption.'] 
While  the  friends  of  unsectarian  education 
might  refrain  from  opposing  the  Bill,  they 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  the  Minister 
for  Education  would  stand  by  the  safe- 
guards contained  in  the  Bill,  and  not  be 
a  party  to  the  carrying  of  a  measure, 
possibly  harmless  now,  but  which  might 
become  a  dangerous  one,  as  the  result  of 
alterations  made  in  another  place.  [  Cries 
of  "  Agreed  I  "] 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PISTOLS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  Bill 
to  regulate  the  Sale  and  Use  of  Pistols,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith  and 
Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  Ume.  [Bill  425.] 
SALE    OF   GOODS    BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Sale  of  Goods  Bill 
nominated  of, — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Bousfield, 
Mr.  Alexander  Cross,  Mr.  Brrnmor  Jones,  Mr. 
Mather,  Mr.  O'Eeeffe,  Sir  Charles  Russell,  Mr. 
Shiress  Will,  and  Sir  Richard  Webster. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum,— (Jfr. 
Ma  rjoribanks. ) 

IRISH   EDUCATION  ACT   (1892)  AMEND- 
MBNT  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  144.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SCHOOL   BOARD    OFFICERS    SUPERAN- 
NUATION  BILL.— (No.  51.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  upon  Wed- 
nesday next  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Hooae  adjourned  at  a  auariBr 
alter  Twelra  odock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday y  25th  July  1893. 


TOOK  THE  OATH. 
The  Lord  Gwydir. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Earl  of  Iddesleigb,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

LONDON  IMPROVEMENTS   BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  moved— 


'^Tliat  this  House,  before  assenting  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  desires  to  express 
its  opinion  that  proposals  for  the  assessment  of 
capita)  Talues  instead  of  annual  yalaes,  and  for 
creating  new  and  arbitrarily-defined  areas  of 
taxation  such  as  are  contained  in  Clause  41  of 
tbe  Bill,  ought  not  to  be  embodied  in  a  Private 
Bill ;  but,  if  found  just  and  equitable,  should  be 
baaed  on  general  principles  laid  down  by 
Parliament.'' 

He   fi&idy  that    the    dimensions    of   this 
measure  had  shrunk   considerably  since 
it   was    first    presented    to    Parliament. 
Originally  it  provided  for  the  expenditure 
of  £5^50,000  upon  improvements,  but 
now  it  provided  for  the  expenditure  of 
less  than   £1,000,000.     Instead  of  vast 
improvements,  such  as  a  new  thorough- 
fare    from     the     Strand     to     Holborn, 
the     proposal     was     now    confined     to 
the     rebuilding     of     Vauxhall     Bridge 
and    to    making   approaches    to   Wool- 
wich Ferry  and  the  new  Tower  Bridge. 
The  London  County  Council  had  seen  fit 
to    whittle   down    their    first   proposals, 
the    reason  being,  as  he   believed,  that 
they  were  not  so  much  intent  on  effecting 
great    improvements    as    on    passing   a 
particular   clause   in    the   Bill — namely, 
Clanse    41 — which    would    revolutionise 
oar   present  system  of  Local  Taxation. 
The  County  Council  had   felt  that  the 
only  wav  by  which  they  could  get  Par- 
liament to  sanction  that  clause  was  by 
limiting   the   extent  of   their  proposals, 
0O    as  to  provoke  tbe  smallest  possible 
opposition.        The     rateable     value     of 
the     property    that    would    be   affected 
hy     the    improvement   with    which    the 
Hill     was     concerned     was     not     more 
than    £3,300    a    year.      "Betterment" 
a  curious   American   word,   which 
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might    be    said    to    be    an    algebraical 
expression   denoting   the   moietj   of  an 
undefined     quantity — namely,     the     en- 
hanced value  of  property  affected  bj  the 
improvements   of    the   County   Council. 
The    County    Council    themselves    had 
likened  it  to  throwing  a  large  stone  into 
a     millpond,    when    waves    of     better- 
ment were  raised  in  immediate  propin- 
quity to  the  stone,  falling  off  into  ripples, 
until  they  finally  died  away  at  the  edge 
of  the  pond.     The  Bill  was  referred  by 
the  other    House    of    Parliament    to    a 
Hybrid  Committee  of  nine  Members,  five 
of  whom  were  supporters  of  the  principle 
of  betterment.      The  conclusion  of  that 
Committee    was,   therefore,   a    foregone 
conclusion.     He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  tbe  principle  of  betterment,  which 
was  that  where  a   property  received  a 
special  benefit  it  should  pay  a  special 
contribution,  was  an  entirely  erroneous 
one.     He  thought,  indeed,  that  it  might 
be   possible   to  devise   a   scheme  under 
which  property  should  contribute  when 
it   was    really   benefited ;    but,   if    that 
principle  were  adopted,  they  ought  also 
to  adopt  the  correlative,  which  was  that 
where  property  was  diminished  in  value 
by   so-called   improvements   the   owners 
ought  to  be  compensated.     The  Bill  as  it 
stood  violated  the  principle  dear  to  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  representation  should 
accompany      taxation.       The      charges 
which   were   to   be   imposed  would  fall 
upon  the  owners   of  property,   and   not 
upon  the  occupiers,  and  yet  the  Bill  con- 
tained no  proposal  for  giving  representa- 
tion to  owners.     Surely,  if  they  were  to 
be  taxed,  they  ought  to  be  given  some 
share  in  the  imposition  of  that  taxation. 
If  this  clause  passed,  owners  of  property 
would  be  subject  to  taxation  by  a  Body 
on  which  they,  as  owners,  had  no  repre- 
sentation.    Every  Commission  that  had 
reported    on    this  subject  had   reported 
most  strongly  in  favour  of  the  owners 
being   represented   on  the   Body  which 
administered    the    rates.      He    had    no 
doubt,  however,  that  the  members  of  the 
London  County  Council  would  not  wel- 
come upon  the  electorate  a  large  acces- 
sion of   owners  ;    but  why  should  their 
Lordships  be  asked  to  sanction  what  was 
unjust  and  inequitable  in  order  to  suit 
the    political    exigencies    of    the   Lon- 
don   County  Council  ?     It   was  an    in- 
variable rule  of  our  system  of  taxation 
that    the    burden   of    the    year   should 
fall   on   the  annual  value  of   property  ; 
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but  under  this  Bill  it  was  proposed 
that  the  charge  should  be  an  un- 
varying one,  whatever  the  nature  of 
the  property,  and  should  remain  for 
;all  time.  The  County  Council,  instead 
of  following  the  practice  of  spreading 
the  taxation  over  a  well-defined  area, 
asked  Parliament  to  empower  them  to 
eielect  for  themselves,  in  an  arbitrary 
manner,  the  area  over  which  the  taxa- 
tion should  be  spread,  and  even  the  in- 
dividuals within  that  area  who  should  be 
the  subjects  of  taxation.  Unless  mem- 
bers of  the  County  Council  were 
differently  constituted  to,  and  had  less 
human  nature  than,  the  majority  of  those 
interested  in  political  questions,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  for  them,  in  selecting  individuals 
as  subjects  for  this  taxation,  to  disso- 
ciate entirely  from  their  minds  the  ques- 
tion whether  those  individuals  did  or  did 
not  support  the  views  of  the  Council. 
It  was  also  proposed,  for  the  first  time 
he  believed  in  the  history  of  taxation, 
that  unoccupied  houses  and  land  should 
be  charged.  Property  in  a  district 
might  remain  unlet,  as  when  the  sugar 
bakeries  of  Silvertown  were  done  away 
with,  and  when  the  Spitalfields  silk- 
weaving  industry  fell  ofl^.  Populations 
might  come  and  go,  but  the  charges 
of  the  London  County  Council  went  on 
for  ever.  There  was  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining how  far  property  had  depre- 
ciated in  value.  Then  it  was  proposed 
to  levy  this  taxation  as  a  capital  charge 
in  the  nature  of  a  mortgage,  and  the 
Council  would  have  power  to  enter  on 
the  premises  and  sell  them  for  what  they 
would  fetch  if  the  charge  was  not  satis- 
fied. That  was  an  absolutely  novel 
departure.  It  would  be  impossible  for 
those  over  whom  this  sword  of  Damocles 
was  hanging  to  dispose  of  their  property 
at  all.  If  the  Council  had  wished  to 
deal  fairly  in  the  matter  they  would 
have  made  provision  not  only  for  the 
increment,  but  also  for  the  detriment. 
During  the  last  three  years  the  Council 
had  spent  £30,000  in  Parliamentary 
costs.  The  expenditure  of  £1,000  or 
£1,500  in  the  promotion  of  this  Bill 
could  only  be  justifiably  in  order  to  eflfect 
a  substantial  relief  in  the  rates ;  but  their 
Lordships  would  hardly  credit  him  when 
he  said  that  the  Council  had  never  taken 
into  consideration  the  amount  they  were 
going  to  get  from  the  scheme.  Their 
surveyor  admitted  in  evidence  that  the 
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total  sum  that  could  be  levied  would  be 
£10,000,  a  moiety  only  of  which  would 
go  to  the  Council,  which,  at  3  per  cent., 
would  produce  the  magnificent  income  of 
£150  a  year.    For  the  sake  of  l-12,00Oth 
part  of  the  income  of  the  London  County 
Council   their  Lordships  were  asked   to 
revolutionise  the  whole  system  of  Local 
Taxation  in  this  country.     The  ideas  of 
the  Council  were  ambitious.     Their  em- 
ployes were  to  receive  the  highest  rate  of 
wages  ;  to  approach  the  Australian  acme 
of  "  eight  hours'  work,  eight  hours'  play, 
eight  hoiu-s'  sleep,  and  eight  bob  a  daj." 
The  slums  were  to  be  pulled  down  and 
model  lodging-houses  put  in  their  place, 
and  the  Council  themselves  were  to  be 
lodged  in  a  palatial  manner  in  a  building 
which  should  not  compare  unfavourably 
with  the  H6tel  de  Ville  of  our  neighbours 
across   the   Channel,   where,    he   under- 
stood,   the    roost    numerously    attended 
balls      in      the      world      were      given 
at    the     expense     of     the     ratepayers. 
These  were  charming  schemes,  but,  un- 
fortunately, they  cost  money.     London 
already  owed  £40,000,000,  and  the  rates 
had    increased   since    1868   by    104    per 
cent.     The  long-suffering  ratepayer  was 
beginning  to  cry  out  at  last.     Meetings 
had    been    held,   and   there    was   grave 
danger  that  the  Council  might  become 
unpopular.      Therefore,   with    the   next 
election  casting  its  shadow  before  it,  the 
Council   were  looking   round    for   some 
new  victims   who  combined   wealth    of 
property   with  poverty  of  votes.     Who 
so      suitable      as      the     ground     land- 
lord ?     It  would  be  impossible  to  estab- 
lish our  rating  system  on  a  permanent 
basis  until  the  distinction  between  per- 
sonal   and   real   property    was  removed, 
and   until  the  whole   of  local    property 
bore  the  whole  of  local  burdens.     The 
honest  and   straightforward   course    for 
the   GoveiTiment   to   take  would   be  to 
accept  the  terms  of  his  Resolution,  and  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  year  dealing  with 
the  question  on  a  broad  and  comprehen- 
sive basis  ;  but  from  the  attitude  of  their 
colleagues  in  another  place  he  was  in* 
clined  to  think  they  would  ask  the  House 
to  pass  the  Bill  in  its  entirety,  in   the 
hope  that  it  might  bring  them  a  few  votes 
from  London  in  favour  of  Home  Rule. 
Their  London  team  was  becoming  restive. 
North  St.  Pancras  had  kicked  over  the 
traces  and  bolted  ;  Kennington  had  shied 
at  the  Local  Veto  Bill ;  and  others  were 
l>oking     dangerous,     so     the     Govern* 
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meat  were  now  tr  jing  to  set  aside  all  the 
best  traditions  of  legislation  in  order 
that  they  might  pose  before  tlie  voters 
of  London  as  the  champions  of  their 
interests.  But  the  Government  were 
reckoning  without  their  Lordships' 
House,  which  he  did  not  believe 
vould  consent  to  pull  the  chest- 
nuts oat  of  the  fire  in  order  that 
thej  might  gain  a  little  popularity 
among  tbe  voters  of  London.  They 
might  reckon  that  their  Lordships,  know- 
ing that  the  great  Home  Rule  contest  in 
which  in  a  few  weeks  they  would  be 
engaged  would  be  submitted  for  the 
opinion  of  the  constituencies,  would  not 
risk  damaging  their  popularity  with  the 
electors  by  throwing  out  the  measure. 
But  he  did  not  believe  that  House  would 
give  up  the  position  which  they  now 
held,  in  the  opinion  of  all  those  whose 
opinion  was  worth  having,  that  of 
revising  legislation  which  was  designed 
Dot  in  the  interests  of  the  community  at 
large,  but  with  the  view  of  catching 
votes ;  and  he  was  satisfied  that  any  un- 
popdarity  would  not  fall  upon  them,  but 
open  the  shoulders  of  the  Government, 
who  had  sacrificed  to  an  attempt  to 
break  op  the  Empire  all  the  traditions  and 
principles  of  legislation  which  they  had 
inherited,  and  all  the  real  interests  of  the 
people  whom  they  professed  to  serve. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  their  Lordships 
would  agree  to  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice. 

Moved  to  resol 


"That  this  House,  before  assenting  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  desires  to  express 
its  opinion  that  proposals  for  the  assessment  of 
capital  values  instead  of  annual  values,  and  for 
creating  new  and  arbitrarily-defined  areas  of 
tuation  such  as  are  contained  in  Clause  41  of 
the  Bill,  ought  not  to  be  embodied  in  a  Private 
Bill;  but,  if  found  just  and  equitable,  should 
^  based  on  general  principles  laid  down  by 
Parliament**— (?%<?  JEkirl  of  Onslow.) 

•Lord  HOBHOUSE  said,  in  moving 

the  Second   Reading    of    the    Bill,   he 

should  be  sorry  if  their  Lordships  sent  it 

to  a  Committee  hampered  with  the  noble 

£arr8  Resolution.     As  he  had  to  meet 

twro  lines  of  attack — that  just  delivered 

and    that    awaiting     him     from     Lord 

Portsmouth — his  best  plan  would  be  to 

state  the  case  for  the  Second  Reading  of 

tbe  Bill  without  qualification,  and  meet 

the    noble    Earl's     objections    as    they 

occurred.     He   wisbed   tbat    the    noble 

Earl   had  kept  more  to  tbi  point.     His 

speech  had  degenerated,  as  a  good  many 


speeches  from  his  side  did,  into  a  general 
attack  on  the  County  Council  and  the 
Government.  Everything  the  London 
County  Council  had  done  was  wicked  in 
his  eyes,  and  not  only  what  they  had 
done,  but  what  they  had  not  done,  and 
what  only  a  few  members  of  their  Body 
had  thought  of  doing.  However,  he 
would  not  be  led  aside  from  his  point  by 
those  vague  hits  at  the  Body  he  had  then 
the  honour  to  represent.  The  Bill  was 
for  effecting  four  improvements  in 
London.  The  first  of  these  was  the 
improvement  of  Wood  Street,  Hammer- 
smith. That  was  a  small  matter,  and 
the  parish  contributed  part  of  the 
expense,  which  was  a  somewhat  primitive 
and  rude  method  of  betterment — i.e.,  the 
principle  that  those  who  benefit  most 
should  pay  most.  The  second  was  the 
rebuilding  of  Yauxhall  Bridge,  a 
much  larger  affair,  as  it  would  be  of 
general  public  benefit,  and  was  not  cal- 
culated to  beuefit  private  properties  in 
any  special  manner.  Therefore  the  pro- 
visions for  betterment  in  the  Bill  would  not 
apply  to  that  improvement.  The  third 
was  the  improvement  of  the  approaches 
to  Woolwich  Ferry,  a  small  matter  of 
£3,000,  which  would  not  excite  contro- 
verg J.  The  fourth  was  the  construction  of 
a  new  access  to  the  Tower  Bridge.  That 
was  an  expensive  affair ;  and  it  was 
calculated  to  beuefit  the  properties  con- 
tiguous to  the  new  road,  and  therefore 
attracted  the  principle  of  betterment. 
It  was  upon  this  work,  the  cost  of  which 
was  estimated  at  between  £400,000  and 
£500,000,  that  the  controversy  concerning 
betterment  centred  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  their  Lordships  were  to  re- 
fuse the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  they 
would  put  a  stop  to  works  as  to  which 
there  was  no  real  controversy,  and  which 
it  was  desirable — and,  as  to  Vauxhall 
Bridge,  somewhat  urgent — to  execute. 
The  noble  Earl  said  he  did  not  find 
any  fault  with  the  principle  of  better- 
ment, which  was  that  an  owner  should 
contribute  something  towards  the  cost 
of  an  improvement  by  which  his  property 
was  benefited;  but  he  objected  to  the 
proposed  application  of  that  principle 
in  this  Bill.  But  he  could  hardly  have 
read  the  Bill  sufficiently.  It  was  not  correct 
to  say  that  this  was  purely  a  charge  upon 
owners,  nor  was  it  the  fact  that  the 
County  Council  could  levy  the  charge  as 
it  thought  fit.  Under  the  Bill  the  area 
of  betterment  was  confined  within  limits 
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of  deviation  which  were  to  bo  settled  by 
Parliament,  and  everything    had    to  be 
submitted  to  an  independent  arbitrator, 
appointed  by  a  Government  Department, 
and  it  was  he  who  would  decide  whether 
the  marketable  value  of   property    had 
been  increased,  and  what  charge  should 
be  placed   upon   it.       The  noble    Earl 
complained  that  damage  to  property  was 
not  to  be  compensated.     The  question  of 
"worsement,"   as    it    was    called,    was 
totally  different  from  that  of  betterment, 
and  should  be  separately  treated.     More- 
over, it  was  almost  impossible  that  in  such 
a  plan  as   this   any  case  of   worsement 
could     arise ;    the     whole     controversy 
was  confined  to  the  limits  of  deviation. 
On  the  merits  of  this  principle  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  stating  it  in  a  proper 
shape   thus  :   In  all  dense  populations  it 
is  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  health, 
access,   traffic,  and  so  forth,  to  execute 
public  works  at  the  expense  of  the  public. 
The  community — in  this  case  the  county — 
as  a  whole  paid  for  them  and  benefited  by 
them.     But  there  were  Home  individuals, 
the  owners  of  land  contiguous  to  the  works 
— in   this   case   a  road — who  benefited, 
not  only  more  in  degree,  but  in  a  differ- 
ent kind   and    mode   from   the    general 
public.       Not  only  had  they   the  chief 
use   of  the  road,  but  their  land  had  its 
market  value  increased  at  the  expense  of 
the  countv,  not  of  themselves.       It  had 
long  bcea  felt  in  London  that  there  was 
great  hardship  in  compelling  all  the  in- 
habitants  to  pay  for  an  improvement  to 
private    estates,   and    that    the    owners 
should  contribute  nothing.       Well,   the 
principle  of  betterment  was  simply  that  the 
landowner  should  repay  sometlilng  out  of 
the   increased   value  which    he  had  re- 
ceived.    It  was  said,  indeed,  that  he  did 
contribute  something,  because  he  paid  a 
higher  rate.   That  was  quite  irrelevant  to 
the  present  question.     Every  man  whose 
property  had  increased  in  value  since  the 
last  assessment  was  liable  to  pay  an  in- 
creased rate  ;  though  it  was  to  his  parish 
and  not  to  the  county.  But  besides  the  fact 
that  the  rate  was  an  inadequate  contribu- 
tion ;    besides   the  fact  that  it  goes  into 
the  wrong  Treasury,  that  of  the  parish 
and  not  that  of  the  county,  there  was  this 
consideration — that     the     same     result 
would  happen  if  the  landowner  made  the 
improvement    out    of    his  own   pocket. 
The     same    result     happened     to     his 
neighbour  200  yards  off,  who  effectetl  an 
improvement  out  of  his  own  pocket ;  so 
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that  for  the  special  boon  that  the  improve- 
ment in  question  was  paid  for,  not  out 
of  his  own  pocket,  but  by  the  community, 
the   landowner  paid  absolutely  nothing. 
That    this    was    not    just    was    almost 
universally  agreed.     The  noble  Earl  did 
not   assert   that  it  was   just.     But  he 
objected  to  the   mode   of  remedy  ;  and 
by  his  Resolution  he  asked  the  House 
to  affirm    that   it   ought   to   be   sought 
by    Public    and    not    by    Private   BilL 
With    regard    to     that    question,    they 
hod    great    Codes     of     Law    affecting^ 
multitudes    of    daily    transactions,    and 
without    which    their    affairs  would  be 
sadly    hampered — such    as    the    Lands 
Clauses  Act,   the    Companies'    Clauses 
Act,  the  Settled  Estates  Act,  the  Enclo- 
sures Act,  and  so  forth,  which  were  all 
the    outgrowth    of    private   transactions 
legalised  hy  Parliament  in  the  majority 
of  instances  by  Private  Acts.     A  private 
Canal   Bill,   a   private  Railway  Bill,  a 
private  Estate  Bill,  a  private   Enclosure 
Bill,  proposed  arrangements   respecting 
the  matters  dealt  with.     Each  of  those 
arrangements     was     an     innovation    in 
its  day.    Some  of  them — e.^.,  expropria- 
tion powers — were  great  innovations.  But 
they  appeared  to  meet  the  necessity  of 
the  case :  they  were  allowed  upon  a  small  * 
local   or   personal   scale,   and    if   found 
beneficial  they  were  adopted  in  subse- 
quent cases  of  like  nature.     Then  came 
a    time     when     the     most      beneficial 
clauses  could  be  culled  out  of  those  Acts, 
brought  together,  and  set  up  as  a  branch 
of  general  public  law.     Surely  that  was 
the  wise  way  of  going  to  work.     If  a 
new  method  were  just    in  principle,   if 
it   was   calculated  to   allay   a  deep  and 
widespread  feeling  of  injustice  among  a 
large    community,  surely  it  was  better 
to   begin    on     the    small    scale    which 
befitted  a  Private  Act,  and  then,  when 
experience    had    been    gained,    general 
principles  could  be  laid  down  by  public 
enactments.     But  the  noble  Earl  wanted 
to  begin  at  the  other  end,   and   to  start 
general     principles     before     they     had 
obtained  experience,  and   so   to   reverse 
the   practice   in   regard  to  this  kind  of 
legislation.     If  the  noble  Earl   were  to 
have  his  way,  it   would  lead  to  endle9«i 
delavs  and  to  friction  and  irritation,  of 
which  there  had  been  too  mu^h  already. 
He  did  not   admit  that  there   was  any 
innovation  in  principle  in  this  Bill.    The 
principle    of  betterment    proposed    wan 
simply  to  make  a  man  pay  back  part  of 
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that  which  he  had  received  in  the  shape 
of  beuefit  or  iucreased  value.  That  had 
heeu  done  in  raaiij  Acts,  public  and 
private,  and  in  various  ways.  The  onlj 
novelty  here  was  in  the  method,  and 
surely  tliat  method  was  peculiarly  a  sub- 
ject for  a  Committee  to  deal  with.  He, 
therefore,  begged  their  Lordships  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  not  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  responsibility  at 
this  stage  of  the  proceedings  of  saying 
that  this  Clause  41  as  to  betterment, 
which  they  could  not  here  properly 
discuss,  should  not  go  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  practically  the  wishes  of 
the  Londoners  to  introduce  some  more 
equitable  principle  into  the  payment  for 
London  improvements  should  be  post- 
poned tine  die, 

•The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  the 
noble  Lord  should  not  have  to  complain 
of  him  for  not  sticking  to  the  point.    He 
would  address  himself,  in  the  first  place, 
to  the  question  raised  by  the  Resolution 
of  the  £arl  of  Onslow,  whether  the  pro- 
posals in  this  Bill  were  not  more  properly 
matters  for  public  than  for  private  legisla- 
tion.    To  that  proposition  he   gave   his 
most    hearty    assent ;    and     he    should 
eertainly    vote    with    the    noble    Earl, 
partly  on  the  grounds   which   had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  partly  for 
reasons   which  he  would   now    proceed 
to    state.       In    the    first    place,    then, 
the     proposed     change    of     assessment 
from    annual    to    capital    value    was  a 
Blatter    of    public    and   not   merely    of 
private  and  local  interest.     He  believed 
it  to  be  an  absolute  novelty  in  the  local 
taxation  of  the  English  people.     This,  of 
itself,  was  a  good  reason  for  public  and 
not  for  private  legislation  on  the  subject. 
Ajgt^Uj  secondly,  tbere  was  no  principle 
for    the    purpose    of    taxation    in    the 
**  su'ea    of    deviation."      Then,    thirdly, 
bejond    this,    an    Executive    officer    of 
Her  Majesty *s   Government  was   not  a 
proper  person  to  go  to  for  the  ascertain- 
meot  of  capital  values. 

JL.ORD  HOBHOUSE  said,  it  was  not  a 

Oovemment   official,    but  an   arbitrator 

iUUDed  by  the  Government  Department 

^o  a^t  between  the  parties — one  of  the 

^eonin^onest  things  in  the  world. 

^Xhe  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
sot  aware  there  were  many  instances  of 
^lila  At  all,  and  if  such  a  principle  were 
^2  tended  into  the  Government  of  this 
oouiit^  it  would  lead  possibly  to  the 
^test  corruption.    These  were  reasons, 


even  if  they  stood  alone,  in  his  opinion, 
for  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Earl. 
But  he  was  opposed  to  this  Bill  on 
the  merits,  as  well  as  the  form  of  its 
proposals.  Most  of  their  Lordships 
probably  had  read  a  paper  circulated 
that  morning  stating  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  receive  support  because  it  was  of  a 
purely  local  character  and  would  effect 
purely  local  objects.  But  if  a  Private 
Bill  proposed  to  forfeit  and  con- 
fiscate property,  was  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  take  no  notice  of  that  ? 
Was  the  property  of  a  particular  locality 
to  be  placed  at  the  absolute  power  of  the 
Local  Authority  ?  He  had  no  wish  to 
say  a  word  against  the  London  County 
Council.  He  thought  that  the  powers 
of  municipal  government  would  probably 
receive  in  this  country  very  large  de- 
velopments, and  in  certain  directions,  no 
doubt,  large  extensions  of  local  powers 
would  have  to  be  given.  But  in  other 
directions  the  progress  of  modern  society 
had  been  in  the  direction  of  greater 
limitation  and  restraint.  In  Scotland, 
prior  to  the  Reform  Bill,  the  Munici- 
palities possessed  the  most  arbitrary 
powers  of  taxation.  All  that  had 
been,  however,  taken  from  them.  Free 
Trade  had  spread  throughout  the 
country,  and  the  Municipalities  had  not 
been  allowed  to  continue  to  exercise 
such  arbitrary  and  monstrous  powers  as 
they  formerly  possessed.  Their  Lordships 
should,  therefore,  look  above  all  things 
to  what  powers  it  was  fit  and  safe  for  the 
Imperial  Government  to  hand  over  to 
Municipal  Authorities,  and  new  principles 
of  arbitrary  taxation  ought  not  to  be  con- 
ceded to  them  without  the  most  careful 
and  public  examination.  It  might  come 
to  this — ^that  great  powers  of  taxation 
ought  16  be  given  to  the  London  County 
Council  on  some  novel  principle  ;  but  he 
agreed  with  the  Earl  of  Onslow  if  that 
were  done  it  should  be  done  by  public 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  with  full  con- 
sideration of  all  the  consequences  in- 
volved. Nobody  acknowledged  the 
principle  of  betterment  more  readily  than 
he  did.  But  what  was  meant  by  the 
term  "  betterment  "  ?  They  all  knew 
what  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  meant  by 
it.  Their  meaning  was,  however,  not 
his.  He  did  not  accept  it  in  the  arbitrary 
and  artificial  sense  put  upon  it  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  It  reminded  him  of 
the  extreme  Darwinians.  He  acknow- 
ledged their  principle   of    development, 
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but  it  did  not  follow  that  he  must  adopt 
their  doetrine  of  natural  gelection — a 
juggle  of  words  and  nothing  else.  He 
contended  that  under  the  present  system 
the  legitimate  object  of  betterment 
was  practically  attained,  and  far  more 
justly  and  equally  than  it  would  be  under 
any  of  the  artificial  proposals  of  the 
London  County  Council  and  their 
friends.  On  what  other  principle  could 
the  benefit  or  increased  value  derived  bv 
a  man  s  property  from  any  improvement 
be  ascertained  than  that  of  annual  value  ? 
There  was  only  one  other  basis  which  he 
knew  of,  and  that  was  political  corruption 
and  jobbery.  That  was  what  this  pro- 
posal of  assessment  upon  capital  value 
would  undoubtedly  lead  to,  as  it  had  led 
to  that  result  in  America.  Betterment 
simply  implied  that  he  whose  property 
gained  in  value  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  in  proportion  to  that  increased  value. 
But  the  gain  must  be  ascertained  as  fact, 
and  as  tested  by  actual  market  values. 
With  regard  to  the  corruption  existing  in 
the  Municipalities  of  the  United  States, 
an  article  appeared  about  two  months  ago 
in  The  National  Reviewy  which  was 
written  by  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Corporation  of  Boston, 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
question  to  Avhat  extent  that  corruption 
existed  ;  and  in  that  article  it  was  stated 
that  only  two  Municipalities  throughout 
the  States  were  not  notoriously  dishonest 
and  corrupt,  and  the  Corporations  of  those 
two  exceptional  Municipalities,  one  in 
Washington  and  another  in  Illinois,  were 
appointed  by  Central  Authorities,  and  not 
by  popular  vote.  Some  few  years  ago 
when  he  was  entering  JNew  York  harbour 
he  saw  a  vessel  engaged  in  raising  mud 
from  the  harbour  basin,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  it  was  engaged  in  useless 
work,  because  the  mud  it  raised  was 
deposited  in  other  parts  of  the  harbour, 
and  that  the  whole  business  had 
been  started  by  the  Corporation  of 
New  York  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  pay  high  wages  to  a  certain  class  of 
workpeople  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
votes.  A  public  Committee  in  New 
York  liad  reported  that  the  corruption 
that  prevailed  among  the  Corporation 
was  ^'appaJliug.'*  What  was  the  source  of 
all  that  corruption  ?  It  arose  to  no  small 
extent  out  of  the  system  of  taxation 
which  it  was  now  sought  to  introduce 
here.  The  object  of  that  83'stem  was  to 
make  capital   pay   for    everything.     In 

The  Duhe  oj  Argyll 


saying  what  he  had  done  he  did  not  de- 
sire in  any  way  to  make  accusations  of 
corruption  against  our  existing  Corpora- 
tions. Ou  the  contrary,  he  believed 
those  Bodies  at  the  present  time  to  be 
singularly  free  from  the  slightest  taint  of 
it ;  but  he  protested  against  the  adoption 
of  a  system  which  he  believed  would 
bring  corruption  about  in  the  course 
of  time.  He  was  not  a  landowner  in 
London,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  was  one 
of  the  aggrieved  leaseholders,  and  he 
had  suffered  pecuniary  loss  in  consequence 
of  having  renewed  a  long  lease  of  certain 
property  at  a  largely  enhanced  rent,  and 
having  had  to  pay  rates  which  had  been 
more  than  doubled  since  the  renewal  of 
the  lease.  The  fact  was  that  he  had 
been  called  upon — as  the  cant  phrase 
goes — to  pay  increased  rents  and  ratea 
"  upon  his  own  improvements."  A» 
a  general  rule  the  rates  were  really 
borne  by  the  landlords,  who  got  less  rent 
for  their  property  in  places  where  the 
rates  were  high  than  they  did  where 
their  property  was  situated  in  low -rated 
districts.  That  was  to  say,  there  was  no 
real  grievance  at  all  in  the  matter  ;  but 
people  could  not  be  taught  to  believe  in 
anything  they  could  not  see  with  their 
two  eyes,  however  true  the  principle  that 
the  landlonl  really  paid  rates  because  he 
received  less  rent  than  he  otherwise 
would.  He,  therefore,  preferred  the  Scotch 
principle  of  the  rates  being  equally 
divided  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant.  That  was  so  equitable  that 
people  were  reconciled  to  the  incidence 
of  the  taxation.  It  was  impossible  to 
look  at  this  Bill  without  seeing  that 
important  principles  of  taxation  and 
municipal  government  were  involved  in 
the  41st  clause.  That  clause,  therefore, 
ought  not  to  be  proposed  as  part  of  a. 
Private  Bill.  If  it  was  thought  desirable 
to  pass  such  a  provision,  let  it  be  intro- 
duced  in  a  more  general  Code,  such  a» 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act. 

The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  Kt>R 
FOREIGN   AFFAIRS   (The  Earl  of 
Rosebeky)  :  My  Lords,  I  only  want  to 
interpose  with  one  remark  after  what  the 
noble  Duke  has  said.     Unfortunately,  1 
had  not  the  opportunity  of  being  preseat 
during  the  whole  of  the  discussion  ;  but 
I  came  in  in  time  to  hear  a  long  diatribe 
from    the    noble     Duke    on    municipal 
corruption   in  America.      I  have  some* 
times  a  difficulty  in  adapting  the  noble 
Duke's  speeches  to  the  subjects  which 
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thej  are  supposed   to  illnstrate,  and  I 
conf^s  I  never  had   more  difficultj   in 
that  respect  that  when  endeavouring  to 
see  the  connection  between  the  philippic 
delivered    bj    the    noble   Duke  against 
corruption  in  America  and  the  subject 
before   the    House.     The    noble    Duke 
stated    that     municipal    corruption     in 
America    was    due  j)rincipallj   to   one 
caase,  and  he  went  on  to  point  out  that 
American     assessments    are     made    on 
capital  values^and    that    the    assessors 
appointed     by    the    Municipalities    are 
able    to    make     assessments     at     their 
own  sweet  will.     I  confess  if  that  were 
the  case  here  the  noble  Duke  would  have 
some  ground  for  sajing  that  the  measure 
proposed  bj  the  London  County  Council 
was  likely  to  give  rise  to  those  municipal 
evils.      But    where    does   he    find   that 
provision  within  the  four  comers  of  this 
Bill  ?    And  why  does  he  come  down  to 
joor  Lordships*  House  and  denounce  the 
London  County  Council  in  the  language 
he  has  used,  a  Body  of  which  he  knows 
little  or  nothing,  and  of  which  I  happen 
to  know  a  great  deal,  upon  a  matter  with 
which  his  denunciation  has  no  more  to 
do  than  it  has  with  the  major  and  minor 
prophets  ?     The  provision  made  in  this 
Bill,  that,  if  after  public  improvement 
has  been  made,  if  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Local  Authority  it  does  conduce  to  an 
improvement,  or  an  increase  in  the  value 
of  property,  the  London  County  Council 
may  then  apply  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  have  that  improvement  or  in- 
creased   value    assessed.       The    Local 
Government  Board    thereupon,  and  not 
the  County  Council,  will  appoint' an  arbi- 
trator, and  the  arbitrator  wUl  then  assess 
the  increase  in  value  from   that  public 
improvement,   and    of    that    value   the 
County    Council  wiU  deal    not    of    the 
whole,  but   of   half.      Therefore,  every 
possible  precaution  against  the  jobbery 
which    the   noble  Duke   denounces   has 
been  taken  in  the  Bill  now  before  yoiu- 
Lordships'  House. 
•The     Dcke    op     ARGYLL:     My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  B&y  but  a  few  words  in 
explanation.     The  noble  Earl  has  mis- 
taken my  argument.     What  I   meant  to 
say,  and   believe  did  say,  was  that  the 
London  County  Council  will,  under  this 
Bill,  have  very  large  powers  of  assessing 
values,  hot  that  they  may  enter  into  a 
corrupt    bargain    with    the     Executive 
Government  of  the  day.     What  I  have 
endeavoured  to  point  out  is  that  we  have 


I  to  guard  not  only  against  corruption  on 
'  the  part  of  Municipalities,  but  against 
I  the  possibility  of  it  on  the  part  of  the 
j  Government — the  Executive  Government 
'  of  the  day. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My  an- 

'  swer  to  that   is   that   the   noble   Duke^s 

I  pessimism  appears  to  go  very  far.     He 

I  seems  to  be  troubled  by  the  old  question, 

Quig  eustodiet  ipsos  cusiodes  f    Before 

we    can   believe   that  the   Government 

would  be  corrupt  as  well  as  the  London 

County   Council,    we  must    become    as 

great  pessimists  as  the  noble  Duke  him- 

:  self.      Then  the  noble  Duke  said  that 

1  hitherto  we   have   been   absolutelv  free 

'  from  political  or  municipal  corruption  in 

'  this    country.     Does    he   remember   the 

1  opposition  to   Sir  W.  Harcourt's  Bill  ? 

I  Does  he  remember  an  illicit  expenditure 

of  £12,000  ?      Does  he   remember  the 

employment    of    that   large   sum   under 

the  rose  to  promote  agitation  against  that 

Bill,  and  to  break  up  meetings  in  favour 

of  it  ?     Does  the  noble  Duke  remember 

these  facts  of  a  few  years  ago  ?     If  he  is 

not  aware  of  that  episode  I  should  advise 

him  to  scrutinise  our  municipal  history  in 

recent  times  a  little  more  closely  before  he 

ventures   to   state    absolutely    that  -our 

Muricipalities   are  absolutely   free  from 

corruption. 

The  Earl  of  PORTSMOUTH,  who 
had  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  on  the  Motion 
for  the  Second  Reading,  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  was  prepared  so  far  to 
make  concession  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  moved  the  Second  Reading  that  he 
would  not  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
but  would  content  himself  with  support- 
ing the  Earl  of  Onslow^s  Resolution.  As 
America  had  been  referred  to  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  comparison  between  the 
treatment  and  the  betterment  question 
there,  and  the  way  in  which  it  was  dealt 
with  in  the  41st  clause  of  this  measure. 
Taking  the  case  of  New  York,  which  was 
more  like  London  than  any  other  city, 
every  step  in  betterment  proceedings  was 
under  the  control  of  a  Judicial  Authority. 
That  would  not  be  the  case  here.  For 
seven  years  by  this  Bill  would  the 
London  County  Council  be  able  to  keep 
an  unknown  betterment  charge  hanging 
over  property.  Who  would  buy  property 
in  such  circumstances  ?  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  an  owner  to  sell  it  if  he 
wished  to.     Another  injustice  was  that 
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Bum  paiil  bj  the  rest  of  tbe  ratepayera 
in  proportion  M  that  improveueat.  It 
seems  to  me,  wheu  boldly  stated  id  plain 
words,  that  the  principle  cannot  be  con- 
troverted. The  real  difficntty  is  how  to 
apply  the  principle.  No  doubt  there  »r« 
aeriouB  difficulties  in  that,  bnt  here  is  a 
practical  proposal  made  by  tbe  London 
County  Council.  The  noble  Duke 
opposite  spoke  of  arbitrary  powers.  I  do 
not  know  what  my  noble  Friend  meant. 
Surely  arbitrary  powers  mean  powers 
exercised  without  the  control  of  the  law. 
Can  any  sach  powers  be  found  within 
tbe  foar  corners  of  this  Bill,  which  most 
accurately  defines  what  those  powers  are 
to  be  ?  Then  I  was  astonished  to  hear 
that  exception  was  taken  to  the  appoint- 
meut  of  an  arbitrator.  It  seems  to  me  to 
be  thought  that  we  have  arrived  at  a 
point  in  this  country  when  a  Public 
Department  cannot  be  intrusted  with  the 
appointment  of  an  arbitrator;  but  there 
are  hundreds  of  cases  in  which  arbitrators 
are  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
under  Acts  of  Parliament,  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  a  variety  of  matters 
affecting  privste  interests.  Is  it  to  be 
believed  tbatjbecause  the  County  Council 
has  to  deal  with  this  matter,  it  will 
exercise  a  sort  of  influence  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  induce 
that  Body  to  appoint  au  arbitrator  who 
will  act  in  concert  with  the  County 
Council  to  rob  the  owuers  of  property  7 
A  more  extravagant  notion  I  have  never 
beard ;  and  when  such  an  argument  is 
used,  I  think  there  must  be  a  very  bad 
case  against  the  Bill.  This  question  has 
uothiug  whatever  to  do  with  the  position 
of  ground  landlords,  or  tbe  question  of  the 
raising  of  the  reut  by  the  landlord  at  tbe 
close  of  a  long  lease.  No  doubt  those 
are  important  questions,  but  the  proposal 
of  tbe  Bill  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  them,  aud  such  subjects  can  only 
be  introduced  in  order  to  create  prejudice 
against  the  Bill. 

'The  Dcke  of  ARGYLL  pointed  out 
that  both  those  points  were  specially  put 
forward  in  the  paper  which  had  been 
circulated  by  tbe  Loudon  Connly  Council 
in  support  of  tbe  Bill, 

Tbe  Earl  of  KIUBERLEY  :  I  am 
not  tbe  author  of  the  paper,  nor  bave  1 
even  read  it  with  the  attention  it  no 
doubt  deserves.  I  think,  my  self,  tbe 
wisest  course  would  be  to  allow  the  Bill 
a  fair  mode  of  to  go  to  a  Committee,  as  is  usual  in 
and  above  the    matters  of  this  kind,  and  there  it  will  be 


if  tbe  principle  could  be  practically 
id  out  the  charge  for  betterment 
to  remain  on  the  property  for  over. 
ly  it  ought  to  ceaue  when  the  capital 
;  upon  the  improvements  and  the 
9Bt  upon  that  capital  had  been  paid 
ud  after  tbe  locality  bad  received  the 
e  benefit  of  the  improvements.  It 
nnccesaary  to  proloug  the  discussion, 
he  could  only  offer  his  noble  Friend 
Earl  of  Onslow)  his  hearty  support. 
IK  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
NCIL  AND  SECRETARY  nv 
TE  KOR  INDIA  {Tbe  Earl  ofKiii- 
sr)  :  My  Lords,  I  should  not  like 
matter  to  go  to  a  Division  without 
;ssingmy  opinion.  The  noble  Duke's 
h  surprised  me  because  having 
3  by  saying  he  would  keep  closely 
le  point,  I  hope  he  will  not  be 
led  at  my  saying  that  I  never  in  my 
I  card  a  spee<;b  which  so  barely 
ed  the  question.  I  must  forgive 
iblc  Friend,  to  some  extent,  l>ecanse 
iHnciple  of  betterment  has  been 
wise  largely  discussed  ;  but  this 
m  is  upon  a  particular  point — 
ly,  that  tl)is  question  ought  not  to 
alt  with  by  a  Private  Bill.    That  is 

au  intelligible  point,  and  it  has 
Dg  to  do  with  the  subject  of 
ptiou  of  Municipalities  and  all  the 
of  it,  here  or  in  America, 
I  caa  possibly  see.  Upon  tbe 
ion  immediately  before  the  House, 
ubt  at  first  sight  the  suggestion  that 
ibject  of  betterment  should  be  dealt 
in  a  general  Public  Bill  is  rather 
tive.  I  believe,  however,  that  that 
would  really  be  found  to  be  beset 
difficulties.      It  would    be   a   rash 

to  pass  a  general  Act  before  we 

any  experience  as  to  the  working 
s  principle  in  a  particular  case.  The 
iou  whether  a  principle  should  be 
td  must  always  depend  largely  upon 
ircnmstances  of  the  particular  case 
ich  it  is  proposed  to  apply  it.  I 
tt  once  I  agree  with  the  noble 
that  the  principle  of  betterment  I 
■e  to  be  sound  iu  itself ;  and  the 
1  I  say  it  is  this  :  I  think  it  must 

to  any  person,  as  a  mere  matter  of 
B  and  fairness  to  all,  that  if  a  Urge 
ut  of  public  mouey  is  spent  in  a 
by  which  the  value  of  property  is 
«ed,  the  persons  so  benefited  by 
tpenditure  of  public  mouey  should, 
e  possible  to  devi 
it,  contribute  over  and 
'he  Earl  of  PorUmoutk 
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seen  whether  there  is  anything  in  the 
Bcbeme  which  is  undesirable. 
•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  only  desired 
that  the  Bill  should  go  to  the  Committee 
witli  the  Resolution  of  the  House  im- 
j)ressed  upon  it. 

ThbEarlofKIMBEKLEY:  leannot 
think  that  there  is  in  this  proposal,  impor- 
tant as  it  is  in  principle,  such  a  danger  as 
will  induce  the  House  to  reject  it  altogether. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  House  that  they 
should  not  pass  an   unmeaning   Resolu- 
tion.   If  it  is  to  amount  to  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  not  to  pass  the  Better- 
ment Clause,  I    would   only  remind   the 
noble  Earl  that  it  is  in  the  teeth   of  his 
own    argument,    for    he    said    he    was 
not  against  the  principle  of  betterment, 
speaking  generally,    but  that  he  thought 
there  was  danger  in  this  particular  pro- 
posal     Surely    the  natural  conclusion 
when  you  have  assented  to  the  principle 
that  you  should  send  a  particular  pro- 
posal for  its  application  to  be  considered 
by  the  Private  Bill  Committee  so  that 
jou  may  see  whether  there  is  anything  in 
^eproposalof  anature  to  induce  you  not  to 
pas8  the  Bill  is  to  refrain  from  restricting 
the  labours  of  the  Committee.    The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Hobhouse)  has  told  you  that  it 
is  not  of  the  essence  of  the  proposal  that 
this  particular  mode  of  valuation  should 
be  adopted,   and  if  the  Committee   are 
of  opinion  that  that  mode  of  valuation  is 
open    to    objection,    undoubtedly    it    is 
within  their  powers  to  deal  with  it.     All 
I  contend  is  that  there  is  not  in  the  pro- 
posal such  a  danger  as  should  induce  this 
House  to  reject  it  as  a  principle.     The 
controversy     lies     in    and    turns    upon 
whether  we  are  going  to  admit  this  prin- 
ciple of  betterment,   or  peremptorily  to 
say  that    it    should    be   rejected.     The 
iK>ble  Earl   has   himself   said    that    the 
principle  should  be  admitted,  and  I  think 
joor  Lordships  will  be  prepared  to  send 
it  to  the  Committee  to  see  whether  this 
particular  application  of  it   is   wise  and 
jndiciouB. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley)  said, 
be  understood  the  principle  of  betterment 
to  be  this  :  that  the  owners  of  property 
which  waa  benefited  by  the  expenditure 
of  public  money  should  to  some  extent 
contribute  to  the  improvement.  That 
was  a  principle  he  could  not  cavil  at  ; 
but  the  question  before  the  House  was 
an  important  one,  because,  if  they  ad- 
mitted the  principle   in    this   particular 


case,  it  would  extend  very  largely,  not 
merely  in  London,  but  elsewhere.  As 
to  its  being  carried  out  by  public  or 
private  legislation,  he  had  given  the 
subject  the  best  consideration  he  could, 
and  he  confessed  it  was  not  an  easy  one. 
He  was  inclined  to  agree  that  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  by  a  Public  Act  to 
lay  down  principles  that  would  apply  to 
every  variety  of  case  that  could  occur 
not  only  in  Loudon,  but  elsewhere.  He 
was  not  at  all  sure  that  it  would  be 
desirable  or  safe  to  lay  down  general 
principles  which  would  be  at  once 
adopted  without  any  experience  being 
obtained.  On  those  grounds,  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple in  this  case  depended  entirely  on 
local  circumstances,  he  thought  it  was  a 
subject  that  miglit  legitimately  and 
rightly  be  left  to  private  legislation. 
They  would  then  have  the  advantage  of 
the  application  of  the  principle  to  in- 
dividual cases,  find  by  the  growth  of  ex- 
perience they  would  gradually  get  such 
an  amount  of  knowledge  as  to  be  able  to 
lay  down  principles  for  universal  appli- 
cation. Still,  in  adopting  for  the  first 
time  a  new  and  important  and  far-reach- 
ing change  in  local  taxation,  it  was 
desirable  that  some  general  principles 
should  be  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Committee.  How  that  was  to  be 
done  it  was  for  Parliament  to  consider. 
This  Bill  had  been  very  much  cut 
down  since  its  introduction,  and 
the  amount  of  betterment  contem- 
plated was  very  minute.  Therefore,  the 
case  was  one  of  small  importance,  except 
that  by  adopting  it  the  House  was  adopt- 
ing the  principle.  He  would  have  felt 
safer  if  larger  and  more  varied  interests 
than  would  be  affected  in  this  case  would 
be  fairly  represented  before  a  Committee, 
for  in  a  small  matter  like  this  he  was  afraid 
the  Committee  would  hardly  have  an 
opportunity  of  hearing  the  very  impor- 
tant and  intricate  points  which  the  pro- 
posal must  inevitably  involve.  Therefore, 
he  thought  that  a  decision  on  the  adoption 
of  this  principle  should  not  be  taken 
except  upon  a  larger  question  than  that 
before  the  House.  He  hoped  there  would 
be  no  question  of  rejecting  the  Bill,  and 
he,  for  one,  would  be  sorry  to  thwart  so 
important  a  Body  as  the  London  County 
Council  ;  but  he  must  repeat  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  adoption  of  this  principle 
should  only  be  resolved  upon  after  careful 
consideration  in  their  Lordships*  House. 


n 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  as  the  noble 
Karl  has  stated,  the  question  which  will 
be  determined  upon  this  Motion  is  the  view 
of  yonr  Lordships  and  the  attitude  of  this 
House  on  the  adoption  of  the  betterment 
principle. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
No. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  The 
noble  Marquess  may  say  "  no,"  but  that  is 
what  is  at  the  bottom  of  this  Resolution. 
That  is  really  what  it  amounts  to.  Those 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
.  betterment  will  no  doubt  vote  against  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl,  ai)d  those 
who  vote  in  favour  of  that  proposal  will 
be  understood  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  betterment.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  the  difference  between  a  Pri- 
vate and  a  Public  Bill.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  with  the 
experience  he  has,  says  the  matter  is 
better  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  Private  than 
by  a  Public  Bill,  though  what  the  sum 
total  of  his  advice  was  I  was  not  able  to 
discover.  The  principle  of  betterment 
has  been  dealt  with  before,  and  has  been 
three  times  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  adopted  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  the  last  Parliament,  when 
those  who  are  now  opposed  to  the  present 
Government  were  in  a  majority.  The 
matter  was  discussed  and  fought  out  on 
the  question  of  Public  or  Private  Bill. 
The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  but  the 
particular  scheme  was  rejected,  and  the 
scheme  of  the  London  County  Council 
was  adopted  in  the  last  Parliament.  The 
principle  was  again  amply  discussed  in 
the  present  Parliament,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  declared  by  a  large  majority  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  betterment  as 
embodied  in  this  Bill.  Your  Lordships 
are  now  asked  to  pronounce  a  decision 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  provisions 
adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  decision,  I  am  quite  sure,  whatever 
may  be  said,  would  be  understood  as  a 
pronouncement  against  the  principle  o[ 
betterment.  I  believe  that  the  principle 
is  thoroughly  sound ;  that  it  may  be  safely 
dealt  with  in  a  Private  Bill,  and  that  the 
notion  that  it  will  lead  to  widespread 
corruption  is  a  mere  nightmare;  audi  shall 
certainly,  with  the  greatest  satisfaction, 
give  my  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the 
nobltt  Ear!. 


On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  : 
— Contents  65  ;  Not-Contents  36. 
The  Earl  of  Mar  ley 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  rea^l  2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Ilobhouse,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted ;  the  Committee  to  be  proposed 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

REDEMPTION  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1891)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  193.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill^ 
explained  that  by  a  recent  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  the  Act  of  1891,  as 
regarded  the  relation  between  occupier 
and  owner,  did  not  apply  to  fee-farm 
grants  made  prior  to  1860  ;  and  said  that 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  to  carry  oat 
what  he  believed  was  the  intention  of 
Parliament  by  extending  the  Act  to  these 
cases. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Camperdoum,) 

Lord  ACTON  said,  the  Government 
had  not  opposed  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House,  and  he  would  not,  on  theh*  behalf, 
put  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  noble 
Earl ;  but  considerable  objections  were 
taken  to  certain  of  its  provisions,  and  he 
asked  that  the  Committee  stage  should 
be  postponed  until  the  noble  Earl  had 
consulted  those  engaged  in  the  adminia- 
tration  of  the  Land  Laws. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  what  length  of  time  would  be  re- 
quired and  whom  it  would  be  necessary 
to  consult,  as  the  matter  was  important 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  ? 

Lord  ACTON  said,  on  the  question  of 
time  he  could  give  no  opinion,  and  on  the 
question  of  persons  he  would  <^om* 
municate  with  the  noble  EarL 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said^ 
he  accepted  the  noble  Lord^s  suggestion* 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord* 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

THE  NATIONAL  FLAG  ON  THE  H0CKB8 

OF  PARLIAMENT  . 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

*Th£  Earl  of  MEATH  inquired  oC 
the  Lord  Great  Chamberlain  if  he  would 
ask  the  Queen  to  order  the  National  FUk^ 
to  be  flown  at  the  Palace  of  Westminster 
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when  the  Rojal  Standard  was  not  used  ? 
He  said,  it  might  be  urged  that  this  was 
a  matter  of   little   importance ;    that  it 
made  no  difference  whether  a  piece  of 
coloured  bunting  was  flown  or  not  from 
the  summit  of  Her  Majesty^  Palace  at 
Westminster  ;  but,  in  the  past,  sentiment 
had  exercised   great  influence  over  the 
affairs    of    men,    and    would     probably 
exercise  just  as  much  in  the  future.      It 
was  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  amount  of 
sentiment  which  clung  around  the  folds  of 
the  Union  Jack.      It  represented  to  us 
the  union  of  the  flags  of  St.  George  of 
England,  St.  Andrew  of  Scotland,  and 
St.  Patrick  of  Ireland.     It  represented 
the  majesty  and  power  of  the  Empire, 
and  recalled  heroic  deeds  performed  in 
defence     of    Sovereign,     country,     and 
national  honour.      It  was  the  emblem  of 
liberty,  freedom,  and  justice.     Wherever 
the  Union  Jack  flew,  oppression,  tyranny, 
wd  violence  would  meet  with  their  due 
punishment,      and     the     oppressed      of 
the  earth    might  feel   sure  they  would 
always     find     a     refuge     beneath     its 
folds.     Men  had  laid  down  their  lives 
for  onr  National  Flag,   and  men  would 
I*    found     ready     to     do     so     again. 
The  Flag  was  to  be  found  floating  over 
every  fortress  within  the  British  Empire, 
over  every    man-of-war,    merchantman, 
and  passenger  steamer  registered    as   a 
British  vessel  ;    it  was  to  be  seen  flying 
from  the  Round  Tower  at  Windsor  ;  but, 
curiously  enough,  they  never  saw  it  on 
the  Victoria  Tower  of    the   Houses  of 
Parliament.     The  reason  of  this  anomaly 
was  stated  to  be  that  Windsor  Castle  was 
a  fortress,    while    that    was    simply  a 
palace  ;  but  it  was  the  building  in  which 
the  great  Council  of  the  nation  met,  and 
surely    the    Union    Jack    ought   to  be 
hoisted    over    the    edifice    where    were 
framed   the  laws   which    governed    the 
Empire.     As  far  as  his  experience  went, 
there  was  no  other  nation  but  the  British 
wbichf  did    not    hoist   their   Flag   over 
the     National     House     of    Parliament. 
Her    Majesty's     Government     proposed  I 
to     establish     by     law     a     subordinate 
Parliament    in  Ireland,    and   there    was 
a  desire  to  establish  similar  Local  Bodies 
in  diflferent  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  If  such 
ideas  were  to  take  practical  form,  there 
ought     surely     to     be     some    material 
emblem  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire  and 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, and  no  emblem  could  be  fitter  than 
^e  Union  Jack,  which  represented  the 


three  great  divisions  of  that  United 
Empire.  No  political  Party  could 
possibly  take  exception  to  the  hoisting 
of  the  Union  Jack  on  the  Victoria 
Tower,  as  all  Parties,  including  the 
Irish  Parties,  had  distinctly  and  loudly 
exprensed  their  loyalty  to  the  principle 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment at  Westminster.  Interpellations  had 
already  been  made  on  the  subject  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  he  felt  con- 
fident that  if  any  general  opinion  were 
expressed  in  favour  of  his  proposal  by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  Her  Majesty, 
who  had  ever  shown  herself  solicitous  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  and  desirei  of  her 
people  and  of  Parliament,  would  not  with- 
hold her  consent,  but  would  gladly  do 
what  she  could  to  accede  to  any  request 
in  the  matter  conveyed  in  a  proper  man- 
ner through  the  regular  channels.' 

The  Earl  of  ANCASTER  :  I  shall 
be  very  happy  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quest made  by  the  noble  Earl. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (FISHING  BOATS) 
ACTS    (1883   AND    1887)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 
Reported    from    the  Standing    Com- 
mittee without  amendment;    and  to   be 
read  3»  on  Tuesday  next. 

INFECTIOUS  HOSPITALS  BILL  [h.l.j 

lunv 
ISOLATION  HOSPITALS  BILL  [H.L.] 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  218.) 

CONGESTED     DISTRICTS    BOARD   (IRE- 
LAND) (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  202.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

SALMON  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL— (No.  189.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 
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EMENTARY  EDDCATION  (BLIND 
AND  DBAF  CUILDKBN)  BILL. 
>ught  from  the  CommoDB  ;  read  !■ 
I    prioted ;    aod    to  be   read  2*  ot 
lay     next. — (The    Lord    Fresideut 
CtmfieWey]).— (No.  219.) 


[    EonCATION  ACT.    1892,   AMEND- 

MENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 
>ugbt  from  the  CommoDS  ;  read  1*  ; 
priuted ;    and    to    be   read  2*   on 
y  next. — {The  Lord  Acton.)— (So. 

Hoiue  adjourned  at  ten  miiiQtw  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  neit, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


USE     OF     COMMONS 
Tuesday,  S5lh  July  1893. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


ION  CODNTY  COUNCIL   (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL  (by  Ordr^i-'). 
lords'  auenduents. 
"ds'  Ameadmeiits  conaidered. 
leildmeat  in  Preamble,  page  1,  line 
eareout  from  the  word  "Council," 
I  word  "  aud,"  in  line  26,  the  firet 
idmeut,  read  a  eecoud  time. 
I.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hos- 
aaid,    that    in    rising    to    propose 
,t  this    House    do    disagree    with 
Lords    in    the    eaid    Amendment," 
ished    first    to    express   the  regret 
which  tlie  Repreneutatives  of  Lon- 
D   the  House  were  obliged  to  ask 
!ou9e  to  act  iu  contradiction  to  the 
i  of  Lords  on  this  Loudon  question. 

had,  however,    no   choice    but   to 

Here  was  a  Bill  which  had  been 

1    with    dome     Amendments,    and 

mature  and  exhaustive  inquiry 
[leliberation  before  a  Select  Com- 
),    which,  after  it  had  come  from 

Committee,  had  been  adopted 
at  opposition  by  the  House,  and 
:  now  came  down  from  the  Upper 
)  in  a  form  which  he  was  justified 
cribitig  as  mutilated.  The  London 
:y  Council  asked  for  no  unneces- 
ir  uuusual  powers  in  the  clauses  of 
ill  which  the  Lords  had  struck  out. 

simply  asked  for  powers  which 
towns  possessed,  and  in  asking  for 


which  they  had  been  supported  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and,  no  doubt,  would  be  so 
supported  again.  But  with  that  request 
of  theirs  the  House  of  Lords  fiatly  dis- 
agreed, and  had  sent  down  the  Bill  with 


e  of  its  most  important  clauses  struck 
out.  He  felt  sure  that  the  House  gene- 
rally would  agree  that  the  Loudon 
County  Council  had  unusual  circum- 
stances to  face.  They  had  a  huge  ua< 
organised  population  to  deal  with,  and  it 
was  only  natural  that  they  should  wish  to 
have  powers  to  inquire  into  what  might 
have  a  bearing  on  the  welfare  of  those 
they  represented.  To  come  to  the 
Amendment  with  which  they  had  first 
to  deal,  it  was  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
House  disagree  with  the  alteration  which 
the  Lords  had  made  in  the  Preamble. 
It  was  convenient  that  the  Division 
sbonld  take  place  ou  the  Preamble  in- 
stead of  on  the  clause ;  and  he  believed 
that  there  was  a  general  dispoeitioo,  in 
order  that  Divisions  might  not  be  multi- 
plied, to  accept  iu  the  matter  the  decision 
that  might  be  taken  on  the  Preamble. 
The  part  of  the  Preamble  which  the 
Lords  had  struck  out,  and  which  he 
moved  to  restore,  was  that  which  afiected 
the  representation  of  the  County  Council 
of  London  upon  the  Thames  Consarvancy 
and  the  Lea  Conservancy  Boards.  The 
LondoD  County  Council  held  that  thej 
ought  to  have  some  say  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Thames.  The  Thames  (^d- 
servancy  Board  consisted  of  23  persona, 
aud  not  one  of  them  was  in  any  senae 
directly  or  indirectly  a  representative  of 
the  4,500,000  people  of  London  who  were 
HO  vitally  interested  in  the  conservancy  of 
the  ThameH.  That  Body,  on  which  the 
London  County  Council  bad  not  a  single 
voice,  bad,  by  its  action,  the  most  far- 
reaching  effect  on  the  health,  and  the 
trade,  and  even  on  the  recreation 
of  London.  The  River  Thames  had 
the  most  varying  influence  upon  thia 
vast  population.  For  instance,  the 
discbarge  of  impurities  into  the 
Thames  was  in  a  large  measure  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Thames  Conservancy, 
and  that  was  a  matter  which  affected  the 
health  of  London.  Then,  take  another 
point — the  water  supply  of  London. 
The  condition  of  the  river  depended 
naturally  on  the  quantity  of  water  in  it. 
They  had  had  evidence  before  Committee 
after  Committee  that  upwards  of  a  third 
of  the  whole  water  of  the  Thamee  w&a 
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abstracted  uonecessarilj    for   the  privy 
porposes  of  LoDdon.     No  one  could  tell 
what  surplus  water,  if  anj,  was  in  the 
Thames,  and  the  whole  question  of  the 
supply  of  water  to  the  Water  Companies 
had  frequently  been  the  subject  of  agree- 
ment between  the  Thames  Conservancy 
and  the  Water  Companies,  thereby  one 
of  the  most  vital  questions  with  respect 
to  the  health  of  London  being  decided  by 
a  Body  upon  which  the  4,500,000  Lon- 
doners had  absolutely  no  representation. 
The  London  County  Council  approached 
the  Thames  Conservancy  in  no  hostile 
Bpirit.    They  recognised  what  that  Body 
had  done  and  had  endeavoured  to  do.  They 
wished  to  make  it  better  able  to  fulfil  its 
fonctioDs,    and    they    believed    that    it 
woald  be  better  able  to  fulfil  its  functions 
if    the    4,500,000    people     of     London 
had  some  representation  upon  it.     The 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  representation 
of  the  County  Council  on  the  Lea  Con- 
servancy were   of   a   similar   character. 
But  on  the  Lea  Conservancy  they  already 
had  one  member,  and  they  were  able  to 
acknowledge    that    that    representation, 
though  very  limited  and  inadequate,  had 
a  very  advantageous  effect  on  the  circum- 
stances of  the  River  Lea,  which  was  also 
ol  great  importance  to  the  population  of 
the  more  limited  district  through  which 
it  flowed.      He  understood  the  London 
Connty  Council   were  to  be  opposed  in 
this  matter  by  the  representative  of  the 
County  of  Surrey,  and  by  other  riparian 
counties.    He  would  say  at  once  that  the 
London  County  Council  had  signified,  in 
the   evidence   given    before   the    Select 
Committee,  that  they  did  not  oppose  the 
representation  of  these  counties  upon  the 
Conservancy  of  the  Thames.     They  had 
00  desire  to  injure  them,  and  they  did  not 
think  they  injured  them  by  their  proposed 
representation  on  the  Board.     The  ques- 
tion   of    the    representation     of     these 
counties  on  the  Board  might,  indeed,  be 
hronght  forward  in  the  near  future  by 
Poblic  Bill  or  otherwise  ;  and  he  felt  sure 
that  in  that  event  the  London  County 
Council  would  offer  no  opposition,  but 
would  content  itself  with  discussing  the 
amount  of  the  representation.     Even  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House,  on  which  the  case  of  the  County 
Council  was  most  legitimately  founded, 
was  based    upon   the    idea    that   other 
counties  might  get  representation  on  the 
Board,  because,  in  proposing  to  give  the 
London  County  Council  four  representa- 


tives on  the  Board  under  the  present  Bill> 
the  Committee  indicated  that  the  reason 
they  gave  this,  as  they  considered,  insuffi- 
cient representation  to  the  London  County 
Council  was  that  it  might  not  stand  in 
the  way,  on  an  early  date,  of  a  solution 
of  the  question,  by  which  other  counties 
might  be  represented  without  increasing 
the  Board  to  unwieldy  proportions.     It 
was  evident  that  the  claim  of  the  Lon- 
don County   Council    for  representation 
was   much    stronger,    more    immediate, 
and   more   pressing,  because  out  of  the 
6,250,000   of  people  who   lived   in   the 
basin  of  the  Thames  from  its  source  to 
the  sea   there  were  in  London  no  less 
than  4,500,000,  or  upwards  of  two-thirds ; 
and,  again,  of  the  water  supplied  from 
the  Thames  four-fifths  went  to  the  people 
of  London.     In  fact,  the  River  Thames 
was  vital  to  the  very  existence  of  the 
people  of  London.   Their  trade  and  health 
depended  upon  it  as  the  trade  and  health  of 
no  other  county  did,  and  the  close-packed 
character  of  the  population  was  one  pf 
the  most  urgent  reasons  for  having  repre- 
sentation of  the  Conservancy  of  the  river 
which  flowed  through  their  midst.    Their 
claim,  therefore,  they  regarded  as  urgent, 
immediate,  and   imperative.     And  while 
the  London  County  Council  admitted,  and 
were  willing  to  consider,  the  claims  of 
other    counties,    they    could   not   for    a 
moment  think  of  giving  way  before  this 
— he   did  not  like  to  call  it  dog-in-the- 
manger  policy,  but  it  might  be  described 
in  that  way — for  though  the  claims  of 
the  London  County  Council  had  existed 
for    many    years,    the   claims   of   other 
riparian  counties   had   been   urged  only 
from  a  very  recent  date.     Some  of  these 
counties    were    actually   represented    at 
present  by  four  members  on  the  Thames 
Conservancy,  and  though  that  representa- 
tion might  not  be  of  as  direct  a  kind  as 
they  required,  yet  it  was  of  as  direct  a 
kind  as  could   be  given  at  the  time,  and 
they  represented  a  population  infinitely 
smaller    and     infinitely    less    important 
than  that  which  the  County  Council  were 
seeking  representation  for.     This  was  no 
new   claim    on   behalf    of    the   County 
Council.    From  the  day  of  its  creation  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  urged 
this    claim    for    representation    on    the 
Thames  Conservancy ;  and  in  1 867  the 
Board   of   Trade,   in  a   most   important 
letter    addressed     to    the     Conservancy 
Board,  urged  that  four  or  five  members 
representing  London  should  be  placed  on 
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the   Board,  instead   of  the  very  quasi^ 
representation  then  and  now  existing.   It 
might  not  he  in  the  knowledge  of  Mem- 
bers   generally    that    the    Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  left  to  their  suc- 
cessors, the  London  County  Council,  a 
document,  carefully  drawn  up,  instructing 
them  to  continue  to  urge  as  strongly  as 
they  could  the  claim  of   the   people  of 
London  to  representation  on  the  Govern- 
ing  Body  of   the  Thames   which   they 
themselves   had   always   so  consistently 
advocated.      In   sending   the  Bill   back 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  ventured  to 
hope,  and  even  almost  to  expect,  that  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  again  take  such 
a  hostile  view  of  the  matter;  that  they 
would  take  some  account  of  the  wishes  and 
needs  of  London  citizens ;  and  that  they 
would  give  way  on  this  small  modicum  of 
self-government  which  was  contained  in 
the  clauses  which  had  been  struck  out  of 
the   Bill.      The    House  of    Lords    had 
struck  out  these  clauses  with  something 
like  ignominy.     But  the  London  County 
Council  would  appeal  to  them  again,  and 
ask  them  to  allow  London  that  self-govern- 
ment which  every  other  town  possessed 
in  like  circumstances.     They  approached 
the  House  of  Lords  in  an  humble,  but 
not  in   any  servile   spirit,  remembering 
that  the  opposition  to  which  they  were 
subjected  was  not  such  as  to  cause  weakf 
ness  to  their  knees.     He  hoped  the  House 
of   Lords  would  be  able  to  receive  the 
clause  again,  and  do  something  to  ease  a 
situation    which    was    injurious   to    all 
parties  concerned  ;  which  was  injurious 
to  London ;  which  was  injurious,  he  be- 
lieved, to  the  House  of  Lords  itself  in 
bringing  it  into  sharp  conflict  with  the 
people  of  London  in  an  unnecessary  oppo- 
sition to  the  attainment  of  their  legitimate 
desires. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment." — (iVr.  J,  Stuart,^ 

•Sir      F.      DIXON  -  HARTLAND 

(Middlesex,  Ux bridge)  s^id,  he  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hoxton,  and  he  had  not 
heard  a  single  argument  urged  which 
could  induce  the  House  to  disagree  with 
the  Lords*  Amendments.  The  only 
argument  brought  forward  was  that,  as 
operations  of  the  Thames  Conservancy 
were  inside  the  field  of  the  County  of 
London,  the  London  County  Council  had 
a  right  to  interfere  with  them.     If  that 

Mr.  J.  Stuart 


argument  were    good,  what  about    the 
House    of    Lords    and    the    House    of 
Commons  ?     The  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment met  within  the  County  of  London  ; 
and  the  next  claim  of  the  London  County 
Council    would    be    that    their    august 
delegates  should  be  allowed  to  sit  in  both 
Houses,  if,  from  their  point  of  view,  the 
proper  authorities  were  not  doing  their 
duty  ?     The  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton 
appealed  to  the  House  in  strong  terms, 
and  said  the  present  state  of  things  was 
injurious   to   London — that    the   health, 
trade,  and  amusement  of  London  entirely 
depended  on  the  Thames,  and  that  they 
could  only  be  saved  from  danger  by  the 
London  County  Council   having   repre- 
sentation  on    the    Conservancy    Board. 
But  what  was  the  fact  ?     They  knew 
the    manner    in     which     the     Thames 
Conservancy  had  for  years  discharged  its 
duties,  and  under  its  present  most  genial 
Chairman,  Sir  Frederick  Nicholson,  and 
its  able  Secretary,  Mr.  Gough,  it  had  won 
the  admiration  of  everybody. '  Great  tact 
had  been  shown,  and  now  there  was  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  the  management  of 
the  river    by   the   Conservancy   Board. 
He  went   more  over    the  Thames   than 
probably   any   Member   of    the    House. 
Week  after  week  he  covered  many  miles 
of  it ;  and  he  believed  it  was  the  positive 
opinion  of  all  parties — riparian  owners^ 
the  people  who  had  the  navigation,  and 
the  Water  Companies — that  the  manage- 
ment of    the   Thames    by   the   present 
Board  was  of  a  most  admirable  character. 
He  should   like  to  refer  to  statements 
made  on  behalf  of  the  London  Countj 
Council  itself  to  show  that  this  urgency 
in  the  matter  of  representation  did  not 
exist.       In    1890,    before    Sir    Joseph 
Bailey's  Committee,  the  late  Mr.  Haggis, 
the   Deputy   Chairman    of   the   London 
County  Council,  stated   that  he  had  ao 
charge  to  make  against  the  Conservators, 
and   he   could  not   lay   his  finger  on   a 
single  thing  in  which  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy   were   not    doing    their  dutjr. 
Again,   in    1891,   before    Sir    Mattbew^ 
White     Ridley's      Committee     on      the 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  Sir  Thomas 
Farrer  gave    the  Thames  Conservators 
every  credit  for  taking  all  the  pains  in 
their  power,  and   thatfrom  his  knowledge 
of   the   Thames    Conservators    he    was 
satisfied    that  they  had  done  whatever 
was  in  their  power^     Again,  Mr.  Biniue, 
the  engineer  to  the  Council,  stated  that^ 
instead  of   wishing  to  impeach  or    sa^ 
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anjthing  against  the  Conservators,  he 
was  often  surprised  that  they  had  been  able 
to  do  so  much.  In  addition  to  this,  Mr. 
Freeman,  the  counsel  for  the  London 
County  Council,  stated  before  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  Committee  that  he  was 
not  there  to  make  any  allegations 
whatever  against  the  Conservators. 
There  was  a  Royal  Commission  now 
sitting  to  report  on  the  water  supply  of 
London.  That  Commission  would  report 
next  year,  and  why  not  wait  until  they 
had  reported  ?  In  the  House  of  Lords, 
when  Lord  Hobhouse  moved  to  reject 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  made  in 
the  Bill,  the  Government  did  not  support 
the  Motion  ;  Lord  Morley,  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  spoke  against  it  ;  and, 
eventually,  it  was  withdrawn  without  a 
Division.  Lord  Morley  said  that  the 
London  County  Council  ought  to  have 
representation  on  the  Board,  but  that 
that  ought  not  to  be  done  by  Private  Bill, 
as  the  constitution  of  the  Thames  Con- 
senancy  Board  had  always  been  altered 
hy  Public  and  not  by  Private  Bills. 
Speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Conservators, 
they  had  no  objection  to  the  subject 
heing  inquired  into,  and  proper  repre- 
sentation being  given,  if  it  did  not  exist, 
hot  they  said  that  should  be  done  by  a 
Pnhlic  and  not  by  a  Private  Bill.  But  if 
the  County  Council  were  to  get  four 
members  now,  who  could  say  that  would 
he  the  extent  of  their  demand  ?  When 
they  got  their  member  on  the  Lea  Con- 
servancy Board  they  were  not  satisfied  ; 
but  they  wanted  to  get  more,  because 
they  said  that  they  were  not  adequately 
represented.  Speaking  on  Friday  night 
at  Battersea,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  sitid  the  object  of  the 
County  Council  was  "  to  have  the  con- 
trol of  the  river."  Tbe  Conservancy 
Board  objected  in  Mo  to  any  scheme 
which  was  only  promoted  by  the  London 
County  Council.  They  wanted  a  Board 
that  was  properly  balanced,  as  the  Con- 
servancy Board  was  at  present.  It  was 
balanced  at  present  because  they  had  one 
interest  standing  out  against  another,  and 
there  had  been  nothing  unfair.  Suppo«ie 
the  London  County  Council  should  wish 
to  buy  up  the  Water  Companies,  if  they 
had  a  majority  on  the  Conservancy 
Board  what  was  to  prevent  them  from 
giving  notice  to  the  companies  that  by 
a  particular  day  they  must  stop  the 
supply  or  furnish  it  from  another  source, 
and  so  when  the  value  of  the  shares  had 


fallen  buy  up  the  property  at  a  ruinous 
loss  to  the  companies  ?  Then,  again,  the 
London  County  Council  was  the  only 
Body  that  had  power  to  pour  sewage  into 
the  river,  and  directly  they  got  the 
majority  on  the  Board  they  could  treat 
the  river  as  a  sewage  farm.  The  Con- 
servancy Board  had  no  objection  to  the 
principle  that  the  County  Council  should 
be  represented ;  what  they  did  object  to 
was  that  that  should  be  done  piecemeal 
and  by  Private  Bill.  The  Board  consisted 
of  23  members,  of  whom  seven  were  given 
to  the  City,  because  in  ancient  times  the 
Thames  belonged  to  the  City,  and  it  gave 
up  certain  tolls  and  certain  rights  on  con- 
dition that  these  seven  members  should  be 
put  on  the  Conservancy  Board.  But  at 
the  present  moment  a  Committee  was 
sitting  with  regard  to  the  amalgamation 
of  the  City  and  the  London  C  ounty 
Council,  and  if  the  amalgamation  of  the 
City  Corporation  and  the  London  County 
Council  was  carried  out,  the  joint  Body, 
if  four  members  were  now  given,  would 
have  11  out  of  23,  which  would  be 
entirely  too  large  a  proportion.  Why 
should  other  counties  interested  in 
the  Thames,  such  as  Middlesex, 
Surrey,  Bucks,  Berks,  Oxfordshire, 
and  Wiltshire,  be  entirely  cut  out 
from  the  representation  ?  That  all  the 
counties  interested  in  the  river  should 
be  represented  could  only  be  carried  out 
by  a  comprehensive  scheme  which  would 
give  the  London  County  Council  their 
fair  share.  To  that  the  Conservancy 
had  no  objection.  In  1890  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  made 
the  following  remarks  : — 

'*  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  interests  of  the  London  County 
Council  fully  represented  on  the  Conservancy 
Board,  but  I  cannot  admit  that  this  question 
has  been  fairly  considered,  if  by  that  term  is 
meant  the  kind  of  consideration  which  Parlia* 
ment  in  former  years  bestowed  on  it.  This 
was  to  be  done  by  an  ordinary  Private  Bill  by 
a  Committee,  before  whom  only  one  witness 
was  examined,  and  not  a  single  word  was  heard 
from  the  rival  interests  of  the  Upper  Thames, 
which  probably  did  not  even  know  that  the 
matter  was  being  dealt  with  by  Parliament. 
.  .  .  I  think  the  wisest  course  will  be  for 
the  House  to  decline  to  adopt  the  proposal  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  relating  to  this  matter,  and 
next  year  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  the  whole  question  of  the  <>)nservancy 
of  the  Thames.  In  that  way  the  House  would 
have  all  the  riparian  and  other  interests  fully 
awake  to  the  necessity  of  taking  care  of  them- 
selves ;  complete  evidence  would  be  given  in 
regard  to  the  whole  subject,  and  it  would  be 
able  to  arrive  at  a  fair  conclusion  on  a  subject 
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Mr.  Ritchie,  the  late  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  spoke  in  a 
similar  strain,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  that  this  matter  should  be 
raised  bj  a  Public  and  not  by  a  Private 
Bill,  and  that  all  interests  should  be  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George^s)  said,  the  case  for  the  London 
County  Council  had  been  so  fully  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  that 
he  need  not  detain  the  House  long.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  charged 
the  Council  with  an  attempt  to  destroy 
the  balance  of  the  Board.  He  would 
invite  the  House  to  look  at  the  balance 
of  the  Board  as  it  at  present  existed. 
Of  the  23  members  of  the  Board,  11 
might  be  said  to  represent  2,000,000,  but 
outside  that  representation  there  were, 
roughly  speaking,  4,000,000 ;  and  if  they 
wanted  to  destroy  the  balance  of  the 
Board,  instead  of  asking  for  four  members, 
they  would  ask  for  22  ;  in  asking  for 
four  members  they  were  mainly  following 
a  precedent  which  dated  back  from  the 
commencement  of  this  Body.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  seemed  to  think 
it  necessary,  in  order  that  the  County 
Council  might  establish  its  position,  that 
it  should  go  about  finding  fault  with  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  and  saying 
that  it  did  not  do  its  work  properly.  He 
submitted  that  no  such  contention  was 
necessary.  The  Thames  Conservancy 
Board  was  established  in  1857.  In  1864 
it  was  found  that  it  did  not  adequately 
represent  the  people  of  London  ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  that,  in 
1864  six  members  were  added,  and 
that  addition  did  not  in  any  way 
indicate  that  the  12  members  who  had 
preceded  them  had  neglected  to  do  their 
duty.  Again,  in  1866,  another  five 
members  were  added,  and  the  House 
would  observe  that  it  was  nearly  a 
quarter  of  a  century  since  any  alteration 
had  been  made  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Board.  During  that  time  London  had 
advanced  by  leaps  and  bounds  ;  and  he 
submitted  that  this  proposal,  that  they 
should  have  four  members,  was  ridi- 
culously inadequate  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex contended  that  this  matter  ought  to 
be  brought  in  by  a  Public  Bill  rather 
than  by  a  Private  Bill.     But  he  would 

Sir  F,  Dixon- Ha rilatid 
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founded  by  a  Private  Bill,  and  in  three 
cases  since  its  formation  it  had  increased 
powers  given  it  by  Private  Bills.  It  was 
impossible  for  the  London  County  Council 
to  carry  out  the  work  which  had  been 
committed  to  them  by  the  Legislating 
unless  they  got  this  additional  repre- 
sentation. The  Legislature  had  thrown 
upon  them  certain  responsibilities.  They 
had  10  bridges  over  the  river,  repre- 
senting £2,500,000 ;  they  had  the  care 
of  the  noble  Embankments  on  both  sides 
of  the  river  and  the  control  of  the  banks 
in  respect  of  the  prevention  of  floods ; 
they  had  ferries  over  the  river,  and  were 
making  tunnels  under,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  do  their  work  unless  they 
had  a  proper  representation  upon  the 
Body  which  had  control  of  the  river. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  purity 
of  the  water,  he  hoped  he  was  not  speak- 
ing disrespectfully  of  the  persons  who 
resided  in  the  district  of  the  Upper 
Thames  when  he  said  they  had  attempted 
to  use  the  river  as  a  drain,  and  had  com- 
pelled other  people  to  drink  the  water. 
He  was  grieved  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  attribute  to  the  County 
Council  a  desire  to  dirty  the  river.  That 
Body  and  its  predecessors  had  spent 
£1,000,000  in  order  to  get  sewage  out 
of  the  river,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  examine  the  foreshore  at  Barking 
he  would  be  delighted  to  see  the  clean- 
liness of  the  foreshore.  Indeed,  be  hoped 
in  a  short  time  that  if  they  obtained  this 
representation  they  might  be  able  to 
ofier  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  a  little  fly  fishing  from  the 
Terrace.  The  principal  argument  which 
had  been  made  was  that  other  County 
Councils  had  an  equal  right  with  the 
London  County  Council.  They  had 
never  disputed  that ;  but  they  desired  to 
see  some  attempt  to  join  hands  with 
them  in  this  business.  Up  to  the  present 
they  had  met  with  nothing  but  opposition. 
Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  at  the  outset  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch  did  not  represent  the  whole  of  the 
London  County  Council  upon  this  matter, 
and  that  at  all  events  there  was  a  miuoritjr 
which  was  opposed  to  the  Council  ap- 
proaching Parliament  in  this  roauner. 
He  recollected  when  the  matter  was 
mooted  in  the  Council  that  they  were 
warned  not  only  by  the  Member*  of  the 
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Moderate  Party,  but  by  others  of  the  sec- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  Member  belonged, 
that  if  thev  attempted  to  put  iuto  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  a  clause  giving  them  representa- 
tion on  the  Conservancy  of  the  Thames 
and  the  Lea  they  would  probably  wreck 
their  Bill.    It  had  been  repeated  in  the 
House  that  afternoon  that  this  was  not  a 
proper  way  to  come  to  Parliament  for  an 
increased    representation.      The    proper 
manner  for  them  to  approach  Parliament 
was,  he  would  not  say  by  a  Public  Bill, 
but  by  a  separate  Private  Bill,  and  not 
W  an  Omnibus  Bill   of   this  character. 
The  Bill  was  called  a  General  Powers 
Bill.    He  believed   that  when   the   ad- 
ditional   power    was     given    by    Par- 
liament to  -the    Metropolitan    Board  of 
Works  it  was  never  contemplated   that 
they  should  put  into  their  Bill  a  lot  of 
minor  Bills.     He  undertook  to  sav  that 
m  this  General  Powers  Bill  there  were 
16  or   17   clauses    which    might   very 
properly  constitute  Private  or   separate 
Bills  in  themselves.     There  was  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  to  alter  the  representation, 
which  they  were  discussing  now,  on  the 
Thames   Conservancy    Board    and    the 
JLea  Conservancy.      There   was   also   a 
clause,  which  might   well    be  a  Bill,  to 
alter  the  law  as  to  the  building  of  low- 
level  lines,  and   to  establish  a  Court  of 
Appeal ;  a   clause   to   alter,   to  a  great 
extent,   the    procedure   of    the   County 
Court  itself,  and  other  important  clauses. 
If  the    hou.   Member   would   take   the 
trouble  to  go  through  the  Bill,  he  would 
find  that  there  were  a  great  number  of  con- 
tentious   clauses   that  might   constitute 
separate   Bills  in  themselves.      It  whs, 
therefore,  not   very   surprising  that  the 
House  of  Lords  should  think  that  it  was 
too  wide-reaching  a  Bill,  and  that  some 
limit  should   be   put   upon   the    powers 
asked  for  by  the  London  County  Council. 
They   were   not   so    squeezable   as   the 
Committee  that  dealt  with  the  Bill.  Hedid 
Dot  know  whether  it  would  be  in  Order 
if  he   called  it   a  partisan  Committee ; 
but  it  was  clearly  a  Committee  of  strong 
bias    in    one    particular    direction.     He 
held    that   it    would    have    been   much 
better  to  have  sent  it  to  an  absolutely 
impartial     Committee,    such     as     their 
Select  Committees  were.     The  House  of 
Lords    Committee   naturally  struck  out 
the  most  contentious  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
feeling     that    the     interests     of     other 
Bodies  were  not  in  any  way  considered 
by   the    Loudon  County  Council.     The 
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London  County  Council  was  an  am- 
bitious Body  —  he  had  almost  said 
a  covetous  Body  ;  and  it  showed 
a  great  disposition  to  meddle  with 
matters  with  which  it  had  at  present  no 
authority  from  Parliament  to  deal.  The 
Council  desired  to  obtain  the  property  of 
the  Water  Companies  at  the  price  of  old 
iron.  They  wanted  all  the  Tramways, 
and  only  the  other  day  they  were  rather 
sweet  on  building  a  rival  palace  within 
a  stone's  throw  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  thought  there  were  reason^ 
why  the  County  Council  should  be 
represented  on  the  Thames  Conservancy, 
but  he  thought  they  had  not  approached 
Parliament  in  the  proper  way  in  order  to 
attain  that  object. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  that  the  hon.  Member  began 
his  speech  with  an  admission  which  really 
cut  away  the  ground  from  his  own  con- 
tention. He  expressed  his  opinion  that 
London  ought  to  be  represented  on  the 
Thames  Conservancv,  and  his  main  ob- 
jeclion  really  was  that  the  other  counties 
were  not  represented.  He  was  not  cor- 
rect as  regarded  the  upper  counties, 
which  did  have  four  representatives.  As 
regarded  Surrey  and  Kent,  the  London 
County  Council  had  no  power  of  including 
them  in  this  Bill ;  but  if  they  brought 
in  one  of  their  own,  he  should  be  happy 
to  support  it.  The  hou.  Member  spoke 
of  the  Council  turning  the  river  into  a 
sewage  farm.  There  was  no  fear  of  that, 
and  he  was  glad  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  condition  of  the  lower  river  was 
far  better  than  it  used  to  be.  The  banks 
were  cleaner,  vegetation  was  beginning 
to  grow,  and  bathing  was  indulged  in 
where  not  long  ago  it  was  impossible. 
Surely  the  people  of  London  ought  to 
have  a  voice  in  the  management  of  the 
Thames,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
support  the  moderate  proposal  now 
before  it. 

Sir  G.  RUSSELL  (Berks,  Woking- 
ham) desired  to  say  a  few  words  as 
representing  a  constituency  greatly 
interested  in  this  question.  Many  hon. 
Members  would  know  that  there  were 
instances  in  which  great  portions  of  the 
population  of  certain  districts  were  en- 
tirely dependent  upon  the  proper  con- 
servancy of  the  Thames.  That  being  so, 
he  should  be  the  last  man  in  that  House 
to  take  exception  to  any  course  which 
had  for  its  aim  and  object  the  real  improve- 
ment of  the  conservancy  of  the  Thames. 
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He  carefully  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adopted  his  tactics  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  sat  below  him  (Sir  C. 
Dilke),  and  who,  when  he  was  desirous 
of  altering  the  mode  of  appointment  of 
Magistrates,  took  no  exception  to  the 
existing  Body,  but  desired  to  add  certain 
friends  of  his  own.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Shoreditch  had  not  one  word  to  say 
against  the  conduct  of  the  present  Con- 
servators of  the  Thames,  but  he  seemed 
to  think  that  the  London  County  Council 
had  some  special  right  to  come  in  and 
dominate  with  regard  to  the  Thames 
interests,  as  if  the  River  Thames  were 
the  back  of  a  lady  at  the  Aquarium,  over 
which  the  London  County  Council 
desired  special  jurisdiction.  Speaking  as 
one  interested  in  the  conservancy  of  the 
Thames,  he  did  not  stop  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  the  London  County 
Council  should  be  represented  on  that 
Body.  What  he  was  going  to  say  was 
this :  that  he  considered  that  all  the 
interests  should  be  fairly,  adequately, 
and  proportionately  represented  on  that 
body,  and  that  could  only  be  decided  by 
a  Committee  of  that  House  taking 
evidence,  or  by  some  method  in  which  the 
public  interests  should  be  fairly  and 
publicly  known.  Through  this  Private 
Bill  it  was  sought  to  give  four  seats — 
originally  seven  was  the  number  pro- 
posed— upon  the  Thames  Conservancy, 
without  any  of  the  other  interests 
involved  having  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  with  a  view  to  proportionate  repre- 
sentation. He  should,  in  the  interests  of 
his  constituents,  and,  as  he  believed,  in 
the  interests  of  the  Thames  Conservancy 
at  large,  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch,  on  the  ground 
that  fair  and  proportionate  representa- 
tion was  only  to  be  arrived  at  by  a 
Committee  of  that  House  taking  evidence 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  grove  (West  Ham,  N.) 
observed  that,  in  voting  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch, and  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lords,  he  should  \ye  dividing 
against  his  natural  allies.  But  he  should 
do  so,  because  on  this  occasion  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  House  of  Lords  had 
drifted  into  an  exceptionally  just  mode 
of  proceeding.  His  hon.  Friends, 
on  the  other  hand,  had  drifted  into 
an     unequal,    unjust,     and     unexpected  1 

Sir  G.  Russell 


mode    of    proceeding.      He    based   his 
objection   to   this    Bill    on   the   ground 
that   it  denied   all   outlying  districts  of 
London  what   they  on  that  Bench  had 
been  taught  during  the  present  Session, 
with    somewhat    weary    reiteration,   to 
regard  as   a  sacred   right — the  right  of 
self-government  and  Home   Rule.    The 
London    County    Council    had    fulfilled 
their    duties,    as    a    rule,    with    extra- 
ordinary justice,  and  great  wisdom,  so  far 
as  their  Metropolitan  duties   were  con- 
cerned ;  but  of  late  a  movement  had  been 
noted   in  their  midst,  to  which  the  hou. 
Baronet  opposite   had   called    attention. 
That  movement  had  been  in  the  direction 
of  the    octopus — with   greedy,   restless, 
nervous  fingers  to   try  and  snatch  the 
property  of  other  people  outside  Loudon. 
He,  for  one,  speaking  as  a  Representa- 
tive   of   a    great    constituency    on    the 
borders  of  the  London  County  Council, 
felt  it  his  duty  to  try  and  cut  off  those 
nervous    figures    when    they   came  and 
tried  to   touch  his   property.      His  two 
hon.  Friends  near  him  had  spoken  about 
the    rights  of  self-government,  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shoreditch 
spoke  in  the  most  pathetic  terras  of  how 
it    was    denied   to    the  London  County 
Council  to  rule  their  own  affairs.     But 
why  did  the  hon.  Member  not  mete  out 
the  same  justice  to  other  people  he  de- 
sired   to    see   exercised    for    himself? 
Why  did  he  not  give    West  Ham    the 
right  to  manage  its  own  affairs  ?     Why 
did  the    hon.  Member  and  the   Loudon 
County    Council    a    few    days   ago   so 
bitterly    oppose   the    West    Ham    Cor- 
poration, who  wanted  to  drain  their  own 
borough  ?      West  Ham  Vvas    about  the 
fifth  largest   provincial    borough  in  the 
Kingdom,  numbering  some  250,000  souls, 
and  yet  the  London  County  Council  did 
not  think  it    big  enough  to  manage  its 
own    affairs.      On    the   ground   of    the 
right  of  a  great  borough  like  West  Ham 
to  manage  its  own  affairs  he  should  most 
certainly   oppose    this  measure.       They 
were    told    that    the    London     County 
Council  would  be  quite  ready  to  concede 
eventually  to   West   Ham    these   right* 
which     they    were    now     wanting     for 
themselves.      But   the  London   County 
Council     was    like    other    Corponitiotts. 
It  had  no  body,  no  soul,  and  alas  !  very 
little   conscience;   and,    in    his   opinioo, 
if  the  London  County  Council  once  got. 
their   feet     in    this   Body,    they   woitW 
take    very   good   care     to     keep    such 
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hamble  children  as  West  Ham  and  the  | 
neighbouring    constituencies   out  of    it. 
His  boo.   Friend  talked  about   propor- 
tional   representation.       That     was    a 
charming  philosophic  subject  which  was 
very  often  only  applied  to  illustrate  the 
point  of   view  of  himself  (Mr.  Grove). 
His    hon.     Friend     spoke     about     the 
inadequate    way  in,  which  the  London 
County  Council  were  represented.     He 
thoQght  he  was  going  to  have  220,  or 
was  it   22,    members    eventually   upon 
that  Body  ?       But  he  might  point  out 
that,  so  far  as  the  law  was  concerned,  the 
outlying  districts  had  only  a  right  to  send 
one  member  on  the  Conservancy  Board. 
There  were  16  districts  embracing  such 
a  locality  as  West  Ham,  and  they   had 
only  the  right  to  send  one  member  on  to 
the  Conservancy  Board,  but  the  modest 
London  County  Council  wanted  to  send 
three.      The    district    of    the    London 
County  Council  contained  a  population 
of  over   4,000,000,    and    West    Ham  a 
population  of  over  250,000.     Yes,    but 
look  at  the  proportion.     They  in  West 
Ham  ought  to  have  the  right  to  1-1 7th 
of    the    representation     of      the      Lea 
Conservancy,    but    the    County    Coun- 
cil wished    them  to   be   contented  with 
J-48th    of    that    representation.      They 
thought,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
the    members    of    the   London    County 
Council  had  a  right  to  come  down  there 
and  talk  about  just  and  fair  proportional 
representation  !     He  would  point  out  one 
fact  which    very   deeply    interested  his 
own  constituents.     Seven  miles   of   the 
Thames  and  Lea  ran  through   Stratford 
and   neighbourhood.      They   were   in   a 
low-lying  part  of  the  district,  and  it  was 
of  most  vital  consequence  to  them  that 
they  should   be  properly  represented  on 
the  Conservancy  of  the  Lea.     ["Hear, 
hear  !  "J      Then,  why  did  not  the  County 
Council    help   them   instead    of    saying, 
**Help  us,  and  when  we   have   got  on 
ourselves    we   will   help   you."       These 
were  the  grounds  on  which  he  ventured 
to  oppose   this  measure,  and  he  thought 
he  was  not  wrong  in  supposing  he  should 
hare  the  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  with  him.     He  should  have  the 
support      of     hon.     Members     opposite, 
because,  of    course,  they  must  approve 
of   auythiog  that   such    an    immaculate 
Body  as  the  House  of  Lords  recommended, 
and  he  should  have  the  support  of  the 
wise  on  bis  own  Benches,  because  they 
knew  the    Loudon  County  Council   was 


getting  a  little  beyond  itself.  He  thought 
the  Radical  Members  would  also  oppose 
this  measure ;  and  as  for  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, the  advocates  of  Home  Rule,  he  had 
no  fear  regarding  them.  They  would  be 
acting  directly  contrary  to  all  the  prin- 
ciples they  had  so  eloquently  supported 
during  the  present  Session  if  they  were 
now  to  allow  London,  through  the  hands 
of  its  County  Council,  to  oppress  the 
poor  little  island  of  West  Ha|n. 

Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon), 
as  the  only  Representative  of  the  Surrey 
County  Council  in  that  House,  wished  to 
say  one  or  two  words  m  the  Debate. 
With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tower  Hamlets  as  to 
the  position  which  the  Surrey  County 
Council  took  up  in  opposition  to  the 
present  Bill,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  the  report  of  the  deputation  of  the 
Surrey  County  Council,  he  would  observe 
that  their  only  reason  for  opposing  the 
representation  of  London  on  the  Thames 
Conservancy  was  that  they  considered  if 
London  were  represented  Surrey  should 
also  be  represented.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  had  been  good  enough  to 
give  to  the  House  a  picture  of  what  the 
Thames  was  to-day.  He  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have  given  a 
stronger  proof  that  th  is  question  did  not  re- 
quire urgent  or  immediate  settlement.  If  the 
Thames  was  improving  so  rapidly  under 
the  present  Conservancy,  why  should 
they  not  have  a  proper  Representative 
Body  to  look  after  the  whole  of  the 
Thames  instead  of  proceeding  by  patch- 
work ?  It  appeared  to  him  they  were 
all  agreed  on  two  points.  In  the  first 
instance,  ho  thought  it  was  absolutely 
agreed  that  there  ought  to  be  an  inquiry. 
In  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
which  considered  this  subject  the  mem- 
bers of  the  London  County  Council 
admitted  that  some  inquiry  was  necessary. 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on 
the  17th  June,  1893,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cirencester, 
said — 

**  Ves,  I  think  there  ought  to  be  an  inquiry 
by  a  Select  Committee  ;  but  it  is  a  question 
whether  at  this  iieriod  of  the  Session  a  Com- 
mittee couhl  be  invited  to  enter  on  such  an 
inquiry,  but  I  will  confer  with  my  hon.  Friend 
on  the  subject." 

Nearly  all  the  Members  of  the  House 
were,  therefore,  impressed  with  the  idea 
that  some  inquiry  should  be  held  as  to 
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the  formation  of  the  future  Thames 
Conservancy.  The  second  point  on 
which  there  seemed  to  be  agreement  was 
that  every  county  having  an  interest  in 
the  River  Thames  should  be  represented 
on  that  Body.  There  being  a  practical 
agreement  upon  these  two  points  he 
really  could  hardly  understand  why  the 
House  of  Commons  could  not  in  a 
businesslike  way  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  matter.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Ivocal 
Goveniment  Board  whether,  as  the 
guardian  of  Local  Government  in  that 
House,  he  could  not  suggest  some 
arrangement  by  which  the  House  could 
at  once  proceed  to  that  inquiry  and 
allow  next  year  a  proper  Bill  to  be 
brought  in  giving  London  its  full  and 
fair  representation,  which  no  county 
denied  them,  and  giving  to  the  counties 
and  all  the  interests  concerned  their  fair 
and  proper  representation  ? 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fiusbury,  E.) 
thought  the  House  had  got  a  little  way 
from  the  real  |K>8ition  of  this  question. 
In  reply  to  the  observations  of  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  West  Ham,  he  might  say 
that  he  was  on  the  Committee  which 
sat  to  consider  this  subject ;  he  was  one 
of  those  responsible  for  the  Report ;  he 
had  gone  carefully  through  the  whole  of 
the  evidence,  and  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  of  great  advantage  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  quoted  the  Report  so  far  as 
it  affected  West  Ham.  Th^  Committee 
was  not  a  partisan  Committee  in  its  con- 
sideration of  this  question.  The  mem- 
bers of  it  conducted  an  inquiry  extending 
over  several  days  ;  they  had  witnesses 
before  them  on  behalf  of  the  different  in- 
terests affected,  which  were  representel 
by  the  ablpst  Parliamentary  counsel,  and 
what  was  the  result  ?  Not  that  a 
partisan  vote  carried  this  question  as  to 
giving  the  London  County  Council 
representation  on  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy, but  that  the  whole  Committee, 
irrespective  of  political  opinion,  arrived 
at  the  decision  after  several  days'  con- 
sideration, that  London  had  made  out  its 
case  and  was  entitled  to  representation 
on  the  Thames  Conservancy.  The  only 
point  of  difference  was  as  to  the  amount 
of  that  representation.  The  London 
Count V  Council,  it  was  true,  asked  for 
seven  meml>er8  on  the  Conservancy 
Board,  the  same  number  as  was  now 
allotted  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London.     When  the  Committee  came  to 

Mr,  Bonsor 


consider  the  question  of  the  number,  some 

members  were  in  favour  of  five,  but  by 

the  casting  vote  of   the  Chairman  fonr 

was  fixed.     A  case  was  made  out  so  clear 

on  behalf  of  the  County  Council  that  the 

unanimous  vote  of  the  Committee,  with 

the  hon.  Member  for    Sheffield    in  the 

chair,  conceded  their  claims. 

Mr.  GROVE   said,  that   in  a  doca- 

ment  which  at  that  time  was  issued  by 

the    London    County    Council    it   was 

asked — 

"What  reason  can  there  be  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  London  County  Council  on  the 
Conservancy  Boanl,  which  does  not  equally 
extend  to  the  Councils  of  other  counties  on  the 
Thames?" 

Mr.    J.    ROWLANDS    was    much 
obliged  for   the  interposition,  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  completely  given 
himself    away.      The    Members    of  the 
Committee  were  so  impressed  with  the 
case  made  out  by  the  County  CouDcils 
for  Middlesex    and    Essex    and   for  the 
representation   of    West    Ham    that   the 
whole  Committee   requested  the  Chair- 
man   to   draw  up   a   special    Report,  in 
which  they  not  only  guarded  themselves 
against    condemning    the   contention  of 
these  Boilies  that  they  should  have  repre- 
sentation,   but     clearly     expressed    the 
opinion  that  they  had  a  right  to  repre- 
sentation, but  stating  that,  owing  to  the 
position   they  were  in  as  a  Committee, 
they  had  no  power  to  give   them  that 
which  thev  should  have  asked  for  instead 
of   wasting    the   money  in    fighting  the 
County   Council.     The   Committee   had 
only  one   point  put  before  them,  which 
was  that  these  various  counties  objected 
to  the  County  Council  having  this  repre- 
sentation  because   they  had   not    got  it 
themselves.      The     policy    adoptcil    by 
these    Bodies    was   a  dog-in  the-mauger 
policy,  and  nothing  else.     Mr.  Worsley 
Taylor,    the    counsel     representing     the 
County   Council   for    Middlesex,    asked 
the  following   question   of   Mr.    Biuuie, 
the    engineer   for   the   London     County 
Council  : — 

*'  Is  not  that  question  of  the  relative  user  of 
the  river  and  well-water  within  Middlesex  one 
of  the   jn*eate8t    interest    in    Middle?«cx .' — f  i»- 
'  iloubt«(Uv ." 

I  What     hatl     the     Count v     Council     of 

'  Middlesex  done  in  order  to  secure  direct 

representation    upon    the    Thames    Con- 

servancy  ?     They    had     done    nothiog'* 

because    they   were    satisfied    with    the 

state    of    things    which     existed     now. 

He  (Mr.  Rowlands)  was   so    impress**^ 
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with  this  that  he  put  the  question  (read- 
ing from  evidence) — 

"  Mr.  Rowlauds  :  Your  argament  is  that  you 
are  entitled  to  repruaentation  ;  could  you  tell 
me  whether  the  Middlesex  County  Council  have 
taken  any  action  in  approaching  this  County 
Council  in  any  way  since  the  last  inquiry 
to  obtain  representation  on  this  Board  ] 

"  Mr.  Worsley  Taylor :  You  mean  vrith  re- 
^ird  to  the  water .' 

"  Mr.  Rowlands  :  Representation  on  the  Con- 
servancy Board  in  the  General  Powers  Bill ; 
have  you  approached  the  County  Council  of 
London  for  joint  action,  or  taken  any  action  on 
your  o>»Tipart  ] 

"Mr.  Woreley  Taylor  :  No ;  I  understand 
oor  case  is  as  it  was  on  the  last — leave  things 
as  they  are  ;  do  not  disturb  them. 

•*  Mr.  Rowlands  :  But  have  that  Body  taken 
any  action  to  get  an  inquiry  as  you  suggest  to 
take  place  for  entire  legislation  on  the  subject 
and  the  re-construction  of  the  Lea  Conservancy 
fioaiti.' 

•*  Mr.  Worsley  Taylor  :  No ;  we  are  not  the 
people  who  want  to  move ;  we  say  if  the 
London  County  Council  is  jlesirous  to  move,  let 
them  move  in  the  right  way. 

"*  The  Chairman  :  You  are  satisfied  for  things 
Co  remain  as  they  are  ? 

"Mr.  Worsley  Taylor  :  Yes. 

**  Mr.  H.  C.  Richards  :  The  position  of  the 
County  of  Essex  is  very  similar  in  opposition  to 
the  BUL" 

If  the  House  threw  out  tlie  recommen- 
dation   of   the  Select    Committee   what 
ironld   be   the   result  ?      There  was  no 
promise  from  the  Government  that  they 
were  prepared  to  institute  an  inquiry  for 
the  re-constitution  of   the   Board.      He 
admitted  that  there  was  a  re-constitution 
required  of  both  the  Thames  and  the  Lea 
Conservancy   Boards,   especially    in  the 
ease    of    the   Lea   Conservancy   Board. 
While  the   Corporation   of   the  City  of 
London  had  one  member  and  the  London 
County  Council  had  also  one  to  repre- 
sent the  ratepayers  and   the  consumers, 
two  Water  Companies  had  four  represen- 
tatives on  that  Board  to  see  how  much 
water  they  could  get  out  of  the  Lea.    In 
<;oDclusion,  he  would  appeal  to  the  House 
to  uphold  the  unanimous  decision  of  the 
Committee. 

Lord   G.  HAMILTON    (Middlesex, 
£aHDg) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  say  a  few  words, 
j^Dil  at  the  outset  I  would  point  out  that 
the  opinions  which  I  represent  are  those 
held   by  the  County  of  Middlesex.     The 
^reat  objection  to  the  proposition  before 
the    House  is  that  an  attempt  is  being 
made  to   make   an    improper   use   of    a 
JPrivate  Bill  in  order  to  alter  the  com- 
position  of   a  Public   Body.     Not  long 
«inee,  when  advocating  the  Second  Read- 
ing    of  a  Bill  of  great  interest  to   the 


County  of  Middlesex,  it  was  my  fate  to 
have  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  that*  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  public  law  of  the  laud  being 
altered  by  Private  Bill.  That  is  the 
situation  here  to-day.  I  fully  recognise 
the  responsible  work  which  the  Loudon 
County  Council  has  to  perform,  and  I 
should  be  the  last  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
a  due  performance  of  its  duties ;  but  not 
one  piece  of  evidence  has  beeu  produced 
to  show  that  this  change  would  in  any 
degree  assist  the  County  Council.  No 
complaint  has  been  made  of  the  work 
done  by  the  Conservancy  Board,  though 
the  County  Council  wish  to  have  a 
certain  representation  upon  it.  I  agree 
that,  in  the  abstract,  the  County  Council, 
as  well  as  other  Local  Bodies,  ought  to 
have  representation  on  the  Board  ;  but 
the  Select  Committee  had  no  power  to 
make  a  representation  in  favour  of 
Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  other  Local 
Bodies.  Therefore,  it  is  clear  to  me  that 
the  London  County  Council  have  made  a 
somewhat  unfair  use  of  their  right  to 
promote  Private  Bills  by  embodying  this 
proposal  for  representation.  It  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  the  London 
County  Council  shoidd  be  on  good  terms 
with  the  neighbouring  Local  Bodies ;  but 
there  is  a  bitter  feeling  being  caused  in 
Essex,  Surrey,  Middlesex,  and  West 
Ham  as  to  the  particular  manner  in  which 
this  proposal  has  been  submitted.  While 
the  Loudon  County  Council  say  that  if 
the  proposal  had  been  made  by  them  in 
the  form  of  a  Public  Bill  it  would  be 
dilatory  and  costly,  they  at  the  same  time 
suggest  that  the  other  Local  Bodies 
should  have  recourse  to  that  expensive 
process.  I  venture  to  say  that,  in  these 
circumstances,  the  House  of  Lords  has 
arrived  at  the  right  conclusion.  These 
other  Bodies  being  entitled  to  representa- 
tion, I  would  ask  the  members  of  the 
London  County  Council  what  is  the  use 
of  passing  this  Bill  if  in  a  short  time  we 
are  to  have  a  proposal  of  a  wide  and  of  a 
permanent  character  before  us — a  pro- 
posal which  will,  I  hope,  be  satisfactory 
to  all  parties  ?  I  think  the  House  will 
see  that  it  is  a  matter  that  should  be-  left 
to  the  Government  to  take  in  hand,  and 
that  the  best  course  for  the  House  is  not 
to  disagree  with  the  Amendments.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  can  assure  the 
London  County  Council  that  if  they 
bring  their   proposal   in   a  Public   Bill, 
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dealing  with  all  interests,  thej  will  not 
find  any  opposition  from  me. 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
FowLKR,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  I  do 
not  want  to  delay  the  House  from  the 
Division,  but  there  are  one  or  two  words 
to  say  on  behalf  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  course  to  be  taken  to-day. 
The  question  before  the  House  is  not 
one  affecting  the  past  history  of  the  Lon- 
don County  Council  or  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  discharged  its  duties. 
Neither  has  the  House  to  consider  the 
aims  and  ambitions  of  the  County  Council 
nor  the  disputes  between  that  Body  and 
the  adjacent  Corporation  of  West  Ham 
and  other  Bodies.  A  Committee  of  the 
House  has  unanimously  passed  a  clause 
in  a  Bill  which  has  been  passed  by  the 
House,  and  by  virtue  of  which  power  is 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  largest  repre- 
sentative authority  on  the  banks  of  the 
Thames,  the  authority  which  has  by  far  the 
largest  interest  in  the  Conservancy  of  the 
Thames,  to  have  a  small  representation 
on  the  Thames  Conservancy,  the  ruling 
authority  on  the  river.  The  House  of 
Lords  has  seen  fit,  however,  to  reject 
that  clause,  and  the  House  has  now  to 
decide  whether  it  will  agree  or  disagree 
with  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  Lords. 
This,  perpetual  warfare  which  is  being 
waged  against  the  Loudon  County 
Council — too  frequently,  I  regret  to  say, 
by  members  of  that  Body — is  never  seen 
in  any  other  Municipality  of  the  country. 
We  do  not  hear  of  the  members 
of  the  Corporations  of  Liverpool, 
Leeds,  or  Birmingham  coming  to  this 
House  to  speak  in  such  terms  of  the 
Bodies  with  which  they  are  connected. 
But,  of  course,  that  is  not  the  question 
before  us.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  said  that  he  did  not  object  to 
representation  in  the  abstract  ;  but  the 
House  is  not  dealing  with  the  represen- 
tation of  the  County  Council  in  the  ab- 
stract^ but  as  a  practical  proposal.  What 
is  the  history  of  this  matter  ?  In  1890 
the  question  was  raised  by  a  Private 
Bill,  which  was  fully  discussed  on  the 
Second  Reading,  and  was  then  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  I  quite  agree 
with  what  has  been  said  about  Hybrid  Com- 
mittees, and  I  think  that  what  has  occurred 
to-day  will  put  a  stop  to  such  Committees. 
Bills  of  this  kind  should  be  referred  to 
an  ordinary  Select  Committee,  on  which 
no  Member  should   sit   who  either  had 

Lord  G,  Hamilton 


j  himself  or  whose  constituents  had  any 
interest  in  the  Bills.     In  1890  the  Com- 
mittee was   a   Private   Bill  Committee, 
presided     over     by    a     typical     Chair- 
man   of    Committees — one    whose    loss 
to    the    House    and    politics    I     most 
deeply     deplore — I    mean    Sir    Joseph 
Bailey.     Every  consideration  was  then 
given  to  this  subject,  and  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  was  challenged 
in  much  the  same  way,  and  by  very  much 
the  same  gentlemen  who  have  challenged 
it  this  afternoon  ;  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  expressed  the  opinion  that^ 
as  most  of  the  drinking  water  of  London 
was  derived  from  the  Thames  and  Lea^ 
the  Body  which  had  the  right  to  look 
after     the     health    of     the    Metropolis^ 
ought     to      be      represented      on      the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board,     The  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said  most 
distinctly  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
London  County    Council    being    repre- 
sented on  the  Board,  but  he  raised  the 
same    point   that   has   been   raised    thia 
afternoon,  and  submitted  that  the  other 
representative  Bodies  should  be  fully  coq<- 
sidered — that    there    ought     to    be    an 
inquiry  before  the  proposal  contained  in 
the  Bill  was  adopted,  and  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  the  following 
year  to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
the  Conservancy  of  the  Thames.     But 
no  Committee  was  appointed  ;  and  now, 
three    years    later,    when   the    London 
County  Council  asks  for  some  representa- 
tion,  they   are   met  with   precisely  the 
same  arguments,  which  would  have  the* 
effect  of  postponing  the  matter  until  the 
Greek   Kalends.     I    think   the    Count jr 
Councils   of  Middlesex,    Surrey,   Kent, 
Essex,  and  Berks  should  be  represented, 
and  possibly  other  Bodies  in  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  Thames  might  have  some 
claim.     How  b  the  representation  to  be 
carried    out  ?      If   the   Lords*    Ameiiil- 
ments  are  accepted,  the  whole  question 
will  be  postponed  for  another  year.  There- 
is  no  reasonable  prospect  in  the  presenv 
state   of    the    Public    Business   of    the^ 
House  that  any  Public  Bill  brought     in 
by  the  London  County  Council  could  be^ 
carried  through  the  House  next  year  or 
during  the  next  two  or  three  Sessions^ 
I  submit  to  the  House  that  we  should 
accept  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  mi«l 
disagree  with  the  Lords*  Ameudmeorst^^ 
The  Bill  will  then  go  back  to  the 
and  there  will  be  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  matter  possibly  in 
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fereooe  with  the  RepreeeDtatives  of  this 
House ;  and  I  think  that,  with  the 
assistanoe  of  impartial  and  cool- 
headed  men,  we  will  he  able  this 
jear  to  come  to  a  satisfaotorj  settle- 
ment of  the  proper  representation  on  the 
Board  of  all  the  Bodies  interested.  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  a  Bill  of  this  class 
lo6t  because  of  the  particular  provision  to 
ivhich  objection  is  taken  ;  and  I  think  the 
House  is  not  disposed  to  take  that  course. 

•Sib  F.  D.  DIXON-HARTLAND  : 
How  do  you  propose  the  others  should 
get  representation  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  not  an 
authority  on  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ;  but  if  there  is  a  desire 
to  do  it,  there  should  be  no  practical 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  that  desire. 

•Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  said,  there  would  be  very 
great  practical  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  course  proposed  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  The  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  the  London  County 
Council  was  entitled  to  representation,  but 
whether  it  was  entitled  to  an  excessive 
and  unduly  preponderating  representa- 
tion. The  House  of  Lords  had  done  no 
more  than  this  House  had  done  in  1890, 
and  ihej  were  justified  in  their  action  by 
the  extremely  unfortunate  attitude  taken 
up  towards  the  other  Riparian  Authorities 
by  the  London  County  Council,  which 
had  been  treated  by  this  House  on  this 
occasion  with  great  indulgence.  The 
present  constitution  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy was  not  of  an  ideal  character, 
and  seemed  to  have  been  conceived  in  the 
interest  rather  of  the  navigation  than  of 
water  drinkers,  but  he  denied  that 
the  representation  of  London  upon  it  was 
BO  inadequate  that  it  should  be  extended 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  other  Bodies.  It 
had  virtually  1 1  members  out  of  27.  In 
1867,  when  the  Conservancy  was  last 
re-considered,  representation  was  given 
to  the  upper  Riparian  Authorities,  who 
were  interested  in  the  navigation  of  the 
river  rather  than  in  the  purity  of  the  water, 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  counteracting  the 
andue  representation  of  London.  This 
was  a  case  in  which  the  principle  of 
population  failed  as  a  test.  If,  by  ex- 
cluding the  interests  of  navigation,  repre- 
Bentation  were  given  to  the  London 
householders,  the  question  of  the  quality 
and  quantity  of  the  drinking  water  would 
appear  to  them  to  be  the  much  more 
important  question.     He  was  not  going 


to  take  any  course  which  would  wreck 
this  useful  Bill,  but  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  resist  a  course  that  would  have 
no  practical  efiect  except  to  very  seriously 
prejudice  the  settlement  of  the  just 
claims  of  the  other  Riparian  Authorities. 
•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said,  it  was  a  satisfactory  feature  of  the 
Debate  that  there  had  been  no  criticism 
of  the  way  in  which  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy had  discharged  their  duties. 
Occasions  of  that  kind  were  often  taken 
advantage  of  for  remarks  upon  the 
manner  in  which  the  duties  of  the  Public 
Bodies  concerned  were  fulfilled ;  but 
there  seemed  to  be  no  complaint  in 
the  case  of  this  Board.  But 
the  question  before  the  House  was 
not  so  much  one  of  practice  as  of  prin- 
ciple— of  the  application  or  otherwise  of 
the  representative  principle  in  local  go- 
vernment, and,  for  his  part,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  House  could  refuse  to  apply 
that  principle  in  de^aling  with  the  Thames 
Conservancy.  The  second  question  in- 
volved was  the  principle  of  responsibility ; 
and  whatever  criticism  was  directed  to 
the  London  County  Council — and  cer- 
tainly it  had  not  been  beyond  or  above 
criticism — it  could  not  be  denied  that  the 
responsibility  for  that  Body^s  action 
rested  to  a  great  extent  with  the  London 
electors.  It  was  for  those  who  for 
the  most  part  criticised  it  to  improve  it. 
They  must  remember  that  they  owed  the 
County  Council  to  the  late  Government, 
and  they  must  also  bear  in  mind  that  though 
they  might  mend  the  County  Council,  and 
though  they  might  mar  a  great  deal  that 
it  did,  or  attempted  to  do,  they  could  not 
unmake  that  Body.  Therefore,  when  he 
heard  these  criticisms,  he  was  led  to  hope 
that  what  was  at  times  open  to  objection 
would  be  counteracted  by  greater  public 
interest  being  taken  in  these  matters  and 
closet  identification  with  its  operations  by 
joining  its  ranks  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  able  to  contribute  to  its  usefulness. 
Conservancy  Bodies  were  essentially 
representative,  for  they  had  to  deal  with 
matters  of  the  very  greatest  public  interest. 
There  was  no  duty  which  Municipalities 
had  to  perform  greater  or  more  impor- 
tant than  that  of  securing  a  supply  in  all 
their  purity  and  plenty  of  the  prime 
necessities  of  life,  and  in  that  sense  the 
regulation  of  a  great  river,  apart  altogether 
from  the  question  of  navigation,  was  a 
duty  attaching  to  the  Conservancy  of  pri- 
mary importance.      Then  there  was  the 


mittee  of  Inquiry.  Well,  Committees  of 
Inquiries  were  cLieflj  valuable  ou  account 
of  the  faclK  they  elicited  ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  from  the  flood  of  literature  that 
bad  been  showered  ou  the  House  that 
the  facts  were  already  thoroughly  well 
known,  and  that  little  more  could  be 
elicited.  A  Committee  of  Inquiry  was 
suggested  from  the  Conservative  Benches 
in  1890 ;  but  no  aetiou  was  lalceu  by  the 
CoKBervative  Government  then  in  power, 
uor  did  be  Rod  in  the  masH  of  literature 
which  had  reached  him  that  the  Surrey 
County  Council  or  the  Board  of  Cou- 
eervators  were  anxious  for  the  nppoiut- 
ment  of  a  Committee,    For  these  n 
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of  public  health,  which,  as  had 
larkod,  was  dependent  to  a  large 
pon  that  river,  and  he  re-echoed 
rks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
for  the  University  of  London 
Lubbock)  whon  he  said  that 
[>n  to  that  matter  the  London 
Council  had  dune  excellently 
rk  in  the  Lower  Thames.  He 
impartially,  because  he  hod  at 
opposed  that  policy  on  the  part 
junty  Council,  and  bad  headed  a 
mscnttoprotetit.  On  the  Couser- 
sard  there  was  the  representation 
by  the  trading  memWrs,  and  the 
»tion  of  uavigntiou  by  the 
House  and  othenvise,  and  they 
r  asked  to  give  o  representation 
eat  MnuJcijiality  which  prcsideil 
adoo.  When  he  sought  for  an 
of  what  ought  to  be  the  con- 
of  that  Body,  he  looked  to  his 
iservancy  in  Hull,  ou  which  he 

been  the  representative  of  the 
F  Trade.  The  Humber  Conter- 
■ludcd  representatives  of  the  Hull 
ility,  and  the  absence  of  those 
:ative8  would  be  diBlinctty  disad- 
•w.  All  old  meml)er  of  the  Party 
1  he  belonged,  LonI  Maghera- 
s  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
f  Works,  more  than  once  asked 
represeutation  on  the  Thames 
mcy  that  the  County  Council, 
successor  of  the  Board,  now 
)r.  The  claims  of  the  Metro- 
Board  were  well  urged  bv  its 
n,     and     he     (Sir    A.    Rillit) 

that  tlioite  claims  existed 
if  not  to  a  greater  extent,  by 
y    that   succeeited    the    Board. 

Committee  of  the  House  of 
s  had  carefully  examine<l  the 
ad  approved  the  claim,  and  as  a 
as  a  mistake  to  depart  from  the 
of  such  Committees,  which  heard 
once  and  went  into  the  details, 
ictiou  to  proceeding  in  this  matter 
IB  of  a  Private  Bill  had  been 
I  in  the  course  of  the  Debate, 
edthe  right  of  the  London  County 
.0  procee<l  by  Private  Bill  legisla- 
le  Act  of  1»8S,  and  the  right  was 
b,80  far  as  becould  judge,  bad  Itecn 
exercised,  and  which  he  did  not 
lid  be  reasonably  taken  excep- 
It  was  suggested  that  in  the 
ustance  it  would  be  well  to  pro- 
Public  Bill,  and  that,  as  a  pre- 
there  should  \>e  auother  Com- 
A.  Rollit 


the  Lords*  Amendm 
should  support  the  Motion. 

•CoLONEi.  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
desired,  as  a  Loudon  Member,  to 
state  why  he  could  uot  vote  againn 
the  Motion  to  disagree  with  the 
Lords*  Amendment.  This  item  of 
London  reform  was  one  which  was  ad- 
mitted  to  l>e  correct  in  principle.  They 
could  well  understand  that  the  London 
County  Council  did  not  consider  itself 
justly  treated  when  the  Corporation  nf 
the  City  of  London  had  seven 
representatives  on  the  Conservancy 
Board,whilsttheCouutT  Council  had  none. 
If  they  were  represented  on  the  Le« 
Conservancy  Board  they  justly  con- 
tended that  they  ought  to  have  some  re- 
presentation on  the  Thames  Conservancy 
Board.  Those  two  considerations  ought 
to  induce  hon.  Members  to  vote  for  giving; 
the  London  County  Council  a  represeni*- 
tiou  on  the  Conservancy  Board.  It  waa 
said  ibat  the  Londuu  County  Council 
was  entitled  Co  representation,  hut  that 
other  County  Councils  were  entitled  to 
it  as  well,  and  that  one  should  uot  have 
it  without  the  others.  Well,  if  the  r»- 
prescDtatiou  were  uow  given  to  llie 
London  County  Council,  the  case  for 
the  other  Public  Bodies  who  claimed 
similar  representation  would  l>e  greatly 
strengthened.  For  these  reauous  be 
thought  his  hon.  Friends  who  suppon«>tl 
the  Lords'  Amendment  would  be  placin^c 
ihemselves  in  a  false  position  with  reg&rU 
to  London  reform,  as  their  rotes  woulU 
be  misconstrued. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex. 
Enfield)  said,  that  a  great  deal  had  lw«i] 
said  OS  to  the  River  Thames,  bat  hv 
wished  to  say  somelhing  in  regard  to  iliv 
River  Lea.     Those  who  had  spoken  on 
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behalf  of  the  London  County  Council 
and  the  President  of  the  Local  Goyern- 
ment  Board  himself  had  entirely  omitted 
any  argument  in  regard  to  tlie  Conser- 
vancy of  the  Lea.  The  composition  of 
that  Conservancy  at  present  was  this — 
Five  members  were  elected  by  the 
riparian  owners,  one  by  the  owners  of 
barges,  one  by  the  heads  of  certain  Local 
Authorities,  two  by  the  New  River 
Company,  two  by  the  East  London 
Water  Works  Company,  one  by  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London,  and  one 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — 
now  the  London  County  Council.  There- 
fore, ail  the  arguments  used  with  respect 
to  the  case  of  the  Thames  Conservancy 
would  not  apply  to  the  Lea  Conservancy. 
On  the  latter  Body  the  London  County 
Council  already  had  a  representative. 
What  would  be  the  state  of  things  if  the 
London  County  Council  were  to  buy  up 
the  Water  Companies  some  day  ?  There 
were  the  riparian  owners,  and  there  were 
already  on  the  Lea  Conservancy  Board 
four  members  representing  London  Water 
Companies  which  took  water  from  the 
river  ;  and,  naturally,  they  would  do  all 
tbey  could  to  insure  the  purity  of  the 
water  supply  of  the  Metropolis.  There 
was  also  one  representative  of  the 
London  County  Council  on  the  Board. 
Therefore,  at  the  present  time,  there  were 
six  members  out  of  13  who  represented 
London  on  the  Lea  Conservancy,  and  yet 
the  County  Council  wanted  to  add  two 
members  to  their  representation.  He 
could  not  help  feeling  that  those  who 
were  interested,  like  himself  and  his  con- 
stituents, in  the  banks  of  the  Lea  should 
have  a  fur  and  proper  i*epresentation  on 
the  Conservancy  Board ;  and  though 
London  might  be  a  large  body  as  re- 
garded its  population,  perhaps  its  interest 
in  the  Lea  might  not  be  so  great  as  that  of 
some  of  the  authorities  on  the  banks  of  the 
river.  The  Lea  was  a  river  which  over- 
flowed in  heavy  rains  and  caused  enor- 
mous loss  to  people  having  land  on  its 
banks,  and  for  years  they  had  been 
trying  to  better  the  principle  on  which 
the  water  was  carried  along  the  river. 
Only  in  the  last  Parliament  a  Bill  was 
brought  forward  for  that  purpose.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  whether  or  not 
the  House  assented  to  add  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  Loudon  County  Council 
CO  the  Lea  Conservancy  Board,  it  would 
recognise  that  the  case  of  the  Lea 
differed    materially    from    that    of    the 


Thames.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  opened  the  Debate  he  sug- 
gested that  they  should  divide  on  the 
Preamble  and  take  the  Division  as  a 
whole ;  but  he  (Captain  Bowles)  would 
submit  that  the  legitimate  place  to  put 
the  case  as  a  whole  before  the  House 
would  be  on  Clause  5. 

•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said, 
it  was  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
the  Government  pledged  themselves  that 
if  the  House  did  not  divide  on  the 
question  they  (the  Government)  would 
do  their  best  to  introduce  in  some  way 
in  the  House  of  Lords  a  clause  by  which 
the  other  districts  should  have  represen- 
tation on  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board 
if  the  London  County  Council  obtained 
their  four  seats  on  it.  On  that  understand- 
ing a  Division  would  not  be  insisted  on. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the 
Government  could  give  no  pledge  in  the 
matter,  seeing  that  the  Bill  was  not  their 
own.  He  had  thrown  out  a  suggestion  as 
amicus  curiae  between  all  the  parties.  He 
would  do  his  best  to  bring  about  the  result 
referred  to  ;  but  he  could  neither  pledge 
the  Government  nor  the  London  County 
Council.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
were  modes  of  securing  legislation  which 
would  suggest  themselves  to  gentlemen 
hereafter.  The  result  desired  could  be 
secured,  if  not  in  one  way,  at  any  rate  in 
another. 

•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  Do 
we  understand  that  this  object  will  be 
Carrie i  into  effect  this  year  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  That  will 
depend  on  the  way  in  which  the  House 
of  Lords  deal  with  the  matter — how 
they  take  the  suggestion. 

•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND : 
Clearly. 

Mr.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
asked  if  the  London  County  Council 
would  put  a  Proviso  into  the  Bill  to  the 
effect  that  this  particular  part  of  the 
measure  should  not  come  into  force  until 
the  other  County  Councils  had  represen- 
tation ? 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  London 
County  Council  wished  the  other 
counties  to  be  represented,  and  they  would 
do  all  they  could  to  secure  that  object. 

Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  (Essex,  Ep- 
ping)  said  that,  as  an  Essex  Member, 
he  could  not  understand  how  the 
Essex  County  Council  was  to  be  safe- 
guarded. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite     meant     to     do     his     best    to 
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the  rapregentation  of  the  other 
ties  ;  but  he  could  give  no 
It  aoemed,  therefore,  to 
olouel  Lockwood)  that  be  would 
be  doiag  hia  duty  to  hie  con- 
■e  if  be  did  Dot  challenge  a 
n.  A  reprcHeatatioD  signed  hy 
itaiimau  of  the  Essex  Couuty 
I  aud  the  Chairman  of  the  Borough 
t  Uam  liad  been  presented,  declnr- 
Lt  they  would  not  object  to  the 
n  tat  ion  of  the  London  County 
1,  but  insisted  that  if  the  rights  of 
lUDcil  were  recogiiiBed  theirs  also 
be  recognised.     It  was  impossible 

Essex  County  Council  to  bring 
1  Bills  In  the  same  manner  as  the 
I    County    Council ;    and   ae    the 

now  stood,  without  a  definite 
3,  be  did  aot  see  how  they  could 
;oiug  to  a  Division, 
BYRNE  (Essex,  Waithamstow) 
lit,  as  an  Essex  Member,  he  wished 
I  how  tlie  matter  presented   itself 

mind.     In    the   first    place,    the 

I  Connty  Council  was  the  only 
Council  that   could  proceed  by 

of  legislation  ;  secon<lly,  they  nil 
that  the  Loudon  County  Council 
be  represented  ;  and,  next,  they 

II  agreed  that  the  other  County 
Is  and  the  other  persons  having  an 
t  should  be  represented  as  well  on 
Dservaticy  Boards  of  the  Thames 
a  ;  and,  lastly,  there  was  no  com- 
at  present  of  what  the  Thames 
ea  Conservators  had  done,  and, 
re,  there  eould  be  no  harm  in  a 

amount  of  delay.  If  there  could 
assurance  given  that  in  some  way 

would  be  introduced  to  secure 
I  the  Bodies  interested  should  be 
inted  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
V  Division;  but  it  did  seem  to  him 
ithout  that  tbey  were  in  a  diffi- 

The  London  County  Council 
be  represented  ;  but  he  held  that 
rious  other  Bodies  —  the  Esses 
'  Council,  for  instauce — had,  to  a 

extent,  rival  interests  which 
be  represented.  He  did  not  n 
sense  that  they  did  not  all  want 
rater  and  proper  naTtgatioo,  but 
e  Upper  and  Lower  Thames  and 
iper  and  Lower  Lea  should  both 
perly  represented.  If  they  wore 
:o  destroy  the  present  constitution 

two  Boards,  which  had  worked 
the  past,  and  were  going  to  give 
iUnul  Loekteoitd 


preponderating  influence  to  one  County 
Body  only,  it  would  not  he  fair  to  the 
'  r  couDlies.  That  was  the  effect  of 
the  Essex  Petition.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  not  feel  justified  in  withholding 
his  vote  from  support  of  the  Lords' 
Amendment  if  the  House  divided. 

UK.MACDONA  (Southwark,Rother- 
hithe),  as  representing  a  constituency 
interested  in  three-and-a-half  miles  of  the 
South  shore  of  the  Kiver  Thames,  id 
which  resided  tbousands  of  Thames 
watermen  and  lightermen,  who  worked 
morning,  noon,  and  night  upon  the  Kiver 
Thames,  thought  it  was  uecesBary  th»t 
their  interest  should  be  represented  oD 
the  Conservancy. 

^Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  trusted 
that  in  the  interest  of  (he  repntatioa 
of  the  London  County  Council,  of  which 
he  had  the  'honour  to  be  a  member,  the 
House  would  not  divide.  Of  course,  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  could  not 
give  an  assurance  that  the  interesta  of 
the  other  Local  Authorities  woald  be 
safeguarded  ;  hut  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
had  said  that  he  was  firmly  convinced 
that  the  arrangement  he  sketahed  oat 
which  would  satisfy  hon.  Members  was 
possible  of  attainment,  provided  there 
were  a  mutual  desire  and  effort  to 
accomplish  it.  If  the  House  did  not  go 
to  a  Division  they  would  be  giving  the 
London  Comity  Couucil  an  opportunity 
of  first  filling  its  eugagement,  and  of 
showing  that  it  would  do  its  best  toc»rry 
out  the  arrangement  which  it  declared 
itself  desirous  of  carrying  out.  Speakii^ 
as  a  member  of  that  Body,  be  should 
be  sorry  to  see  the  House  take  a  step 
which  would  deprive  ifaem  of  that  oppor- 
tunity. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Reeolved,  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment.— {Mr.  J.  Sluart.) 

Amendment  in  Preamble,  page  SilettTi 
out  lines  10  to  23,  inclusive,  the  oex' 
AroendmeDt,  read  a  seoond  time. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  moved,  "Thai  thi; 
House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lorda  ii 
the  said  Amendment."  The  Uotioi 
would  restore  that  part  of  the  Bill  wfaicl 
would  enable  the  London  Connty  Counci 
to  bold  certain  inqniries.  He  did  no 
object  to  the  small  sum  of  £1,000  bmuj 
provided  for  this  purpose,  insteftd  of  tK 
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£10,000  originallj  proposed ;  but  he 
attached  unportance  to  there  being  some 
power  to  hold  inquiries.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  b«  desirable  to  hold 
large  inquiries  under  the  powers  of  this 
Bill;  but  there  were  small  subjects  on 
which  it  might  be  very  desirable  to 
exercise  this  power,  and  in  connection 
with  such  matters  it  would  be  bad  policy 
to  risk  wrecking  a  ship  for  the  sake 
of  a  half-pennyworth  of  tar.  In  this 
matter  the  London  County  Council  were 
only  asking  for  the  power  that  every 
other  Municipal  Body  in  the  country 
possessed.  If  his  proposal  were  accepted, 
and  at  any  time  a  larger  sum  than  that 
provided  for  in  the  Bill  were  required,  the 
London  County  Council  would  with  confi- 
dence  submit  the  matter  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House;  but  for  the  present  all 
they  -  asked  was  that  power  should  be 
given  to  spend  the  limited  sum  of  £1,000 
with  the  assent  of  the  Grovernment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment/' — 
{^Sir  J,  Lubbock.) 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  hoped 
the  House  would  consent  to  the  course 
suggested. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
meut. — {Sir  J,  Lubbock,) 

Words  so  restored  to  the  Bill  amended, 
by  leaving  out,  in  line  20,  the  words 
^  that  the  said  sections  should  be  re- 
pealed and/' 

Several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  to  leave  out  Clause  15, 
the  next  Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Words  so  restored  to  the  Bill  amended, 
in  page  11,  line  2,  by  leaving  out  from 
the  beginning  of  the  Clause,  to  the  word 
**  from,"  in  line  o. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  in  line  10,  after  the 
-word  **  Council,"  to  insert  the  words 
**  unless  with  the  consent  of  the  Trea- 
sury."— {Sir  J.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
t>e  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  H.   H.  fowler  :    I  must  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  insert  '^  the 


I.K>cal  Government  Board,"  and  ilot "  the 
Treasury." 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press 
the  alteration.  They  were  in  agreement 
on  all  other  matters,  and  the  London 
County  Council  were  in  the  habit  of 
communicating  with  the  Treasury.  The 
Treasury  themselves  had  no  objection  to 
the  Amendment. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  Trea- 
sury  might  not  object,  but  the  matter 
was  not  one  in  which  the  Treasury  had 
the  requisite  machinery  for  making  the 
necessary  investigations.  The  Local 
Government  Board  controlled  all  these 
matters,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to  take 
the  London  County  Council  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  would  move  to  amend 
the  proposed  Amendment  by  striking 
out  the  word  "  Treasury,"  in  order  to 
insert  "Local  Government  Board." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  "Treasury," 
and  insert  "  Local  Government  Board." 
—(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Treasury  '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  differed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
facts.  The  Loudon  County  Council 
were  under  the  Treasury  in  all  other 
matters,  and  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  involve  a  new 
departure.  It  would,  however,  be  im- 
possible for  him  to  oppose  the  Government 
successfully. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  appear  pertinacious,  but  his 
point  was  that  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  not  the  Treasury,  had  the 
necessary  machinery  — the  Inspectors, 
and  so  forth.  The  Local  Government 
Board  must  have  the  exercise  of  dis- 
cretionary powers  in  regard  to  this  ex- 
penditure. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  thought  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  be  the 
proper  authority  to  have  control  in  this 
matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

Words   restored   to   the    Bill    further 
amended   by  leaving  out,  in  line  11,  the 
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.    "  reu,"   ftud    ineertiog    the    word 

iveral  AmendmeutB  agreed  to. 
wo  Ameudmeuts  diEtigreed  to. 
)inniitt«e  appoiDted  to  draw 
ona  to  be  aseigned  to  the  Lords  for 
freeing  to  certaiu  of  the  Ameodmeat!) 
)  by  the  Lords  to  the  Bill : — 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Mundella, 
Walter  Foster,  Sir  Jolin  Lubbock, 
James  StunrC,  Mr.  Beon,  and 
Marjoribauks  : — To  withdraw  im- 
ately. 

-dered.  That  three  be  the  quonim. 

iasoDH     for     disagreeing    n-itb    the 

)' Ameodmeuts  reported,  and  agreed 


licated  to  the  Lords. 


-To  be 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED, 
ir   the    Countj  of  Mayo    (West^ni 
siou),  V.  Johu  Deasy,  Esquire,  Manor 
orthatead. — {Sit  T.  Esmonde.) 

QUESTIONS. 

SWAZILAND. 
IRON  H.  i>E  WORMS  (Liverpool, 
Tosteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
etary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
her  he  will  now  state  the  terms  of 
)ouventiou  entered  into  between  Sir 
y  Loch,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
tnimeni,  nud  Preside  ut  Kriiger, 
ive  to  the  future  of  Swaziland  ;  and 
her  he  will   present  Papers  on  the 

K     G.     BADEN -PC  WELL, 
irpool,    Kirkdale) :     At    the    same 

may  I  ask  whether  the  Convention 
traing  Swasilaud,  arranged  withilie 
irument  of  the  South  African 
iblie,  has  yet  been  signed  ;  whether 
uires,  or  has  received,  the  ratification 
e  Vnlk»raad  of  the  South  African 
iblic  ;  whether  it  requires,  or  will 
i'e,  any  ratification  by  the  Imperial 
ament;  and  whether  the  Convention 
}e  arranged  and  fiunlly  signed  before 
ament  has  been  given  any  oppor- 
Y  of  examining  its  terms,  or 
nosing  any  opinion  thereon  ? 
IE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
TE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
CXTOS,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
sorry  to  say  that  1  must  ask  hon.  Gen- 


tlemen to  postpone  their  queatious,  as  I 
am  uot  yet  in  a  position  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject. 

VOLUNTEER  FORCES  (JURY 
EXEMPTION)  BILL. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  Slate  for  War  if  he  is 
aware  that,  in  the  interview  given  ou 
his  behalf  by  Lord  Sandhurst  to  a 
deputation  of  officers  commanding 
regiments  of  Volunteers  on  the  23rd 
ultimo,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Waruudertook  that  theGoverumeut  would 
not  oppose  the  Volunteer  Forcoa  (Jury 
Exemption)  Bill ;  and  if  be  will  accord- 
ingly communicate  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Depsrtmeut,  so  that  the  blocks  placed 
by  those  Miuisters  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  10th  aud  17th  of  July 
to  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  may 
not  be  renewed  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOK  WAR  (Mr.  Caupbell-Bannerman. 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  In  the  interview  referred 
to,  Loid  Sandhurst  spoke  by  my  authority, 
and  after  coosnltatiou  with  me,  and  the 
intention  of  what  lie  said  was  to  convey 
to  the  officers  present  the  fact  that,  bo 
far  as  the  War  Office  was  concerned, 
no  obiectiou  would  be  taken  to  a  Bill  for 
exempting  officers  in  the  Volunteer  Force 
from  service  ou  juries,  as  it  was  urged 
that  this  privilege  would  lend  to  incresae 
the  willingness  to  accept  commissioos. 
My  noble  Friend  could,  however,  ouly 
speak  for  iiis  own  Department,  aud  both 
he  aud  I  regret  if  what  was  said  hasbeeti 
nuderstood  iu  any  larger  sense ;  and  I 
lint  out  that  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  is  a  Bill  of  much  wider  scope, 

:tendingtbe  exemption  to  alii  VolnnteerH. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
my  right  hon.  Friend  aware  that   tbe 

:act  words  used  were  "The  Goveru- 

ent  will  not  oppose  the  Bill  "  ? 

'Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAN NEKMAK  ; 
83,  they  were  used  iu  the  belief  tb«1 
the  Bill  referred  to  was  the  one  grantiii); 
the  exemption  to  officers  only. 

CHARITY  SCHKMKH. 
Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldou)  :  I    be^ 
to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity  Com 
if  arraugemeuts  can  he  nmli 
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to  furoish  Members  of  this  House,  who 
may  desire  it,  with  copies  of  new  Schemes 
when  the  J  are  advertised  in  the  news- 
papers of  the  localities  affected  ? 
•The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  : 
The  Commissioners  will  be  glad,  on 
application,  to  supply  Members  of  this 
House  with  copies  of  any  Scheme,  in 
which  they  are  interested,  free  of  charge. 

IRISH  LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  the  nature  of  the  reply  received  by 
the  Irish  Office  to  the  inquiry  addressed 
to  the  Irish  officials  in  Dublin  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
relative  to  the  amending  of  the  law 
affecting  Irish  Light  Railways  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlev,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  It  will  be  some  days 
yet  before  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  give 
the  decision  arrived  at. 

THE  ARMV  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  there  is  an  officer  in  charge 
of  the  Sanitary  Branch  of  the  Medical 
Department  at  the  War  Office,  and  what 
is  his  rank  ;  whether  this  officer  (if  any) 
is  charged  with  the  perusal  of  the 
Quarterly  Sanitary  Reports  of  the  Army, 
and  does  he  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
Director  General  all  unsanitary  conditions 
m  the  Army  mentioned  in  those  Re- 
ports ;  whether  the  Director  General 
brings  those  unsanitary  conditions  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commander  -  in  -  Chief  ; 
whether  the  principal  medical  officer  of 
the  Army  District  inspects  the  barracks, 
aud  is  he  accompanied  by  the  Command- 
ing Officer  at  those  inspections  ;  whether 
in  India  the  sanitary  inspections  are 
made  half-yearly  as  in  this  country  ;  and 
whether  the  Army  Medical  Officers 
receive  the  protection  of  the  authorities 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  properly  carry 
out  their  sanitary  duties  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  health  of  the  rank  and  file 
of  the  Army  at  Home  and  in  India  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
An  officer  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  is 
in  charge  of  the  Sanitary  and  Statistical 
Branch  of  the  Army  Medical  Department 


at  the  War  Office,  and  his  duty  is  to 
bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Director 
General  any  important  sanitary  question 
involved  in  the  periodical  Sanitary 
Reports  from  out-stations.  If  the  case 
is  of  sufficient  importance  the  Director 
General  would  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  to  it.  The  actual 
course  of  these  Reports  is,  however, 
rather  the  reverse  of  that  indicated  in  the 
hon.  Member^s  question.  The  principal 
Medical  Officer's  Report  is  addressed  to 
the  General  Commanding  the  District, 
who  takes  such  action  on  it  as  he  thinks 
necessary,  or,  if  the  matter  be  important, 
refers  the  point  to  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  who  would  naturally  call  upon  the 
Director  General  for  his  Report  and 
advice.  The  principal  Medical  Officer 
inspects  barracks  at  home  half-yearly ; 
abroad  (including  India),  annually.  He 
is  accompanied  in  his  inspection  by  the 
Commanding  Officer,  or  by  some  officer, 
not  below  the  rank  of  captain,  repre- 
senting him.  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Medical  Officers  are 
fully  supported  in  all  matters  affecting 
the  soldier's  health. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  What  is  the 
rank  of  the  officer  alluded  to  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  questioa? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  he  is  a  surgeon-major  on  the  eve 
of  being  promoted  to  the  rank  of  surgeon- 
lieutenant-colonel. 

FIELD  HOSPITAL  TRAIN'ING. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
there  is  any  field  hospital  equipment 
available  for  the  training  of  medical 
officers  in  the  following  garrisons  . — 
Portsmouth,  Plymouth,  Dover,  Wool- 
wich, York,  Colchester,  Edinburgh, 
Dublin,  the  Curragh  ;  whether,  apart 
from  the  medical  corps  depot  at  Alder- 
shot,  there  are  any  facilities  given  to 
the  Medical  Officers  in  garrison  there  for 
practice  in  field  duties  ;  and  whether  the 
Army  Medical  Officers  have  sufficient 
powers  to  efficiently  carry  out  their 
duties  to  the  sick  and  wounded  in  the 
field? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
At  the  stations  named  the  necessary 
articles  of  field  equipment  are  in  store 
for  purposes  of  mobilisation  ;  but,  as  at 
present  arranged,  they  are  not  available 
for  purposes  of  instruction,  except  at  the 
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,  where  half  tbe  establUbment  of 
Hpital  can  be  so  used.  As  yet, 
t  at  AldersLot  ie  the  oalj  school 
iHtnictlou  of  Medical  OtficorB  in 
iefl  ;  but,  ae  I  infonned  the  hon. 
on  the  4th  mstaut,  it  is  intended 
ftdditional  opportunities  for  this 
I  believe  the  Medical  Officera 
pie  powers  for  carrying  out  all 
;ieB. 

ARY    BANDS    AT     POLITICAL 

GATHERINGS. 
ABOUCHEKE  (Northampton) : 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
ether  he  is  aware  that  the  baud 

Derbyshire  Yeomanry  Cavalry 
id  iu  uniform  at  an  "  At  Home," 
<eacoDsfiold  Club,  Derby,  on  the 
tant  ;  and  whether  it  is  in  ac- 
)  with  the  Rules  of  the  Service 
litary  band  to  perform  at  a  poli- 
ertainment  iu  uniform  ? 
IdARQUEss  OK  CARMARTHEN 
■h,  Brixton) :  Before  the  right 
entlemau  answers  the  question, 
(k  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
laet  that  the  speech  delivered  by 
rmau  of  the  club  coutnined  these 

-ABOUCHERE  :  la  the  right 
ntlemau  of  opinion  that  Radicals 
ave  been  admitted  on  this  occa- 

CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
nly  hope  they  would  under  the 
nnces  explained  by  the  noble 
I  am  officially  informed  by  the 

commanding  the  Derbyshire 
iry,  by  telegraph,  as  follows  : — 
jarden  party  given  at  the  Be^consfleUl 
'bj,  on  tbe  7tb  Jul?,  in  hnnour  of  the 

of  Fnoceiis  May  and  the  Duke  of 
'mitsion  was  given  for  the  band  lo  t>la; 
mme  of  mmiit.  There  was  nottiing 
whatever." 


any  political  meeting. 

-ISH  CONCESSIONS  IN  SIAM. 
.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
er  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
irhether  he  is  aware  that  British 
are  in  possession  of  valuable 
id  coucessiouB  extending  over  an 
to  square  miles  in  the  Provinces 
,  Campbetl-Bannerman 


of  Chantabeen  and  Koral,  and  also  in 
Battambong,  in  Siam,  for  the  working  of 
sapphires  and  rubies ;  whether  those 
Provinces  are  in  the  Siamese  territory 
now  being  claimed  by  France ;  and 
whether,  iu  the  event  of  their  annexation 
by  France,  care  will  be  taken  to  guard 
the  interests  of  British  subjects  in  their 
mining  rights  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POH  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Su-  E.  Grev,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believe  that  such  concessions  have  been 
granted  to  British  subjects  and  other 
foreigners  in  the  districts  named.  It  will 
be  seen  from  the  terms  of  the  French 
ultimatum  that  the  Provinces  of  Chants- 
been,Korat,  and  Battambong,  all  of  which 
lie  to  the  west  of  the  Mekong,  ar^  not 
claimed  by  Franco. 

PRISON  OFFICIAL  DISCIPLINE. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  a  warder  in  Peterhead  Prison 
was  recently  dismissed  from  the  service 
on  account  of  a  charge  of  having  been 
tbe  worse  for  drink  when  on  duty  three 
years  ago  ;  if  so,  is  it  usual  to  punish  a 
public  servant  for  an  offence  committed 
three  years  before  the  charge  is  heard 
of? 

•The  SECRETARY  fok  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyas,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  The  answer  to  tbe  firsi 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  But,  on  a  Report  re- 
ceived from  the  Prisou  Commissioners, 
from  which  it  appears  that  a  full  inquiry 
was  held  into  all  the  circumstances  ol 
the  case,  which  were  of  tbe  most  aggra- 
vated characrer,  I  see  no  reason  to 
interfere  with  the  discretion  properly 
exercised  by  the  Commissioners  under 
Rule  238. 

Mk.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Is  tie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  at  a  similar 
inquiry  at  Glasgow  the  investigation  was 
limited  to  the  12  months  immediately 
preceding  ? 

Sir  G.  TBEVELYAN  :  I  cannnt 
say.  But  I  do  not  think  this  man  could 
have  been  kept  on  as  a  warder. 

BEBOLD'S  SCHOOL,  BERMONPSEY. 

Mk.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ben- 
moudsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Vice  Presi- 
dent  of  the   ( 
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Edacatioo  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Herold*8  School,  Drummond  Road,  Ber- 
mondsej,  with  a  capacity  for  420 
cbildrea,  has  beea  closed  since  Ist  May 
in  eooseqaence  of  its  insanitary  condi- 
tion, and  the  children  deprived  of  all 
means  of  a  free  education  ;  whether  he 
ifl  aware  that  all  the  other  Board  schools 
in  the  neighbourhood  are  more  than  full, 
and  jet  the  School  Board  refuses  to 
open  temporary  premises,  although  good 
accommodation  can  be  had  in  Crispin^s 
Hall  and  Jamaica  Road  Hall,  each  in 
the  inunediate  vicinity  of  Herold^s 
School ;  also  that  all  the  teachers  have 
been  granted  a  prolonged  holiday  and 
their  fall  pay  ;  and  whether,  as  it  is  in 
dispute  between  the  School  Board  and 
Herold^s  Trustees  as  to  which  authority 
is  liable  for  the  cost  of  complying  with 
the  sanitary  improvements  demanded  by 
the  local  Vestry,  he  will  state  how  it  is 
proposed  to  settle  such  dispute,  and  how 
soon  the  school  may  be  expected  to  be 
re-opened  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT    of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotberham)  :    The   boys'   and  girls'  de- 
putments  of  this  school  were  closed  on 
the  5th  May  for  repairs,  in  consequence 
of  a  sanitary  notice  served  by  the  Vestry 
of  Bermondsey.       Some  delay  occurred 
owmg  to  a  question  arising  as  to  who 
were  legally  responsible  for  carrying  out 
tbe  requirements  of  the  Vestry  ;  And  the 
School  Board  for  London  iuform  roe  that 
their  Works  Committee  had  under  con- 
sideration      the      questiou     of      hiring 
temporary  premises  either  in  one  of  the 
two    buildings   named,    or   in   Banyard 
fioad.     But  as  an   agreement  has   now 
been  come  to  between  the  Board  and  the 
Trustees  of  the  School  as  to  how  the 
cost  of  the  improvements  shall  be  defrayed, 
and    as    the   school   holidays    are   now 
beginning,  they  have  decided  not  to  pro- 
ceed any  further  in  the  matter.     As  the 
works    are    being    carried    out   by   the 
Trustees,  the  School  Board  cannot  inform 
me   without   further   inquiry  as   to   the 
precise  date  when  the  school  will  be  re- 
opened.     In   the   meantime,   it  appears 
from  the  figures  supplied  to  me  that  there 
is,  as  was  to  l>e  expected,  a  considerable 
excess  of  children  in  most  of  the  neigh- 
bouring Board  schools.     If  any  parents 
in   tbe  district  are  unable  to  obtain  free 
school  places  for  their  children  after  the 
Uerold^s  School  has  been  re-opened,  they 


ought  to  make  a  representation  to  the 
Department  accordingly,  in  order  that  the 
free  places  may  be  provided. 

SANITATION  AT  SOUTH  HKTTON. 

Captain  FEN  WICK  (Durham, 
Houghton-le-Spring)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  sworn  statement  at  the 
recent  Newcastle  Assizes  of  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  of  Middlesbrough,  that 
the  village  of  South  Hetton  was  the 
worst  he  had  ever  seen  in  his  life  as 
regards  sanitary  arrangements  ;  and 
whether  he  will  send  an  Inspector  down 
to  inquire  into  it  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sir  W. 
Foster,  Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  of 
Middlesbrough  made  a  statement  to  the 
effect  of  that  mentioned  in  giving  evidence 
in  an  action  brought  by  the  South  Hetton 
Coal  Company  against  the  proprietors  of 
The  North  Eastern  Daily  Gazette  for 
an  alleged  libel  in  connection  with  the 
condition  of  the  village  of  South  Hetton. 
But  for  the  plaintiffs,  four  medical  men, 
including  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
for  Sunderland  and  the  Easington 
District,  gave  evidence  that  the  village 
was  in  a  fair  sanitary  condition.  The 
Local  Government  Board  is  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
on  the  subject,  and  will  await  their  reply 
before  determining  whether  an  inspection 
by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  be  required. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  Is  my 
hon.  Friend  aware  that  in  this  particular 
village  great  efforts  have  been  made  by 
the  owners  to  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
that  they  have  acted  not  only  on  their 
own  initiative,  but  also  at  the  instance  of 
the  Durham  County  Council  ?  Does  he 
not,  under  these  circumstances,  think  it 
desirable  and  only  just  to  the  Durham 
County  Council  to  leave  them  to  deal 
with  this  and  similar  cases  in  tbe  county, 
in  which,  I  admit,  there  is  much  room  for 
improvement  ? 

Sir  W.  foster  :  Much  has  been 
done  already  in  this  village,  and  I  hope 
more  will  be  done.  Of  course,  we  should 
prefer  to  see  it  carried  out  by  the 
Sanitary  Authority  without  the  inter- 
vention of  an  Inspector  of  the  Board. 
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HOUGHTON-LE-SPRING    BURIAL 
GROUND. 

Captain  FENWICK  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partmeut  whether  he  has  received  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  sent  down  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  the  Houghton-le- 
Spriug  old  burial  ground  ;  and  what 
steps  he  intends  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  received 
the  Inspector's  Report,  which  states  that 
he,  in  company  with  several  members  of 
the  Local  Board,  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Health,  and  a  number  of  parishioners,  in- 
spected the  burial  ground.  The  rector 
was  represented  by  two  of  his  curates  and 
the  sexton.  He  reports  that  the  cemetery 
stands  in  an  open  situation  outside  the  town 
and  is  two  acres  in  area,  and  the  soil  is 
dry  and  not  unsuitable,  and  that  there  is 
still  space  for  fresh  interments  in  virgin 
soil,  and  from  the  evidence  which  he 
obtained  he  is  satisfied  that  the  water 
supply  to  the  town  is  not  affected,  and  he 
can  see  no  sanitary  reason  for  closing  it  ; 
but  he  further  reports  that  the  Regula- 
tions under  which  it  was  placed  by  Lord 
Palmerston  have  not  been  carefully 
obeyed  with  respect  principally  to  the 
laying  out  of  the  ground  and  the  size  of 
the  grave  spat^'es  ;  consequently,  I  have 
given  instructions  that  the  Church 
authorities  should  be  directed  to  observe 
the  amended  Regulations,  a  copy  of 
which  has  been  forwarded  to  them. 

PIERS  ON  THE  GARELOCH. 
Captaix  SINCLAIR  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  whereas 
the  piers  of  Clynder  and  Barremman 
(which  lie  contiguous  to  each  other  upon 
the  Gareloch)  have  been  from  the  dates  of 
their  construction  respectively  in  regular 
use  by  the  residents  of  those  places, 
Clynder  Pier,  which  is  said  to  have 
passed  lately  into  the  hands  of  the  owner 
of  Barremman  Pier,  has  l)een  closed  by 
him  to  the  detriment  and  inconvenience  of 
certain  of  the  residents  of  Clynder  ;  whe- 
ther the  Board  has  power  to  compel  the 
owner  or  lessee  of  Clynder  Pier  to  keep 
o])en  and  maintain  the  said  pier  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  in  future  the  Board  will  cause 


provisions  to  be  inserted  in  Pier  Orders 
and  in  deeds  conveying  Crown  property 
to  persons  for  such  purposes  in  order  to 
safeguard  public  interests  in  this  respect ; 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  owing  to  the 
severance  and  removal  of  that  part  of  the 
pier  formerly  leading  to  the  public 
thoroughfare,  there  is  now  no  access  to 
the  pier  from  the  shore  ;  whether,  and,  if 
so,  under  what  conditions,  the  Board  has 
power  to  compel  the  removal  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  pier  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  facts  stated,  and  one  of  the 
disputants  has  informed  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  he  is  about  to  take  legal 
proceedings  against  the  other.  In  these 
circumstances  it  would  not  be  proper  for 
me  to  say  anything  at  present  as  to  these 
particular  piers.  The  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  power  to  compel  the  undertaker 
of  a  pier  to  maintain  it  in  the  interests  of 
the  public,  if  it  is  not  remunerative  ;  and 
I  shall  consider  whether  in  future  Pier 
Orders,  or  in  deeds  conveying  Crown 
property  for  pier  purposes,  such  a  pro- 
vision as  the  hon.  Member  suggests 
should  be  inserted.  Under  the  Pier  and 
Harbour  Acts  the  Board  have  power,  if 
a  pier  falls  into  disuse  or  decay,  either  to 
repair  or  to  remove  it  at  the  expense  of 
the  owner.  In  the  case  of  Clynder  Pier 
the  new  owner  has  intimated  his  intention 
of  entirely  removing  it. 

CANADIAN     CATTLE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether,  in 
the  event  of  suspicious  cases  occurring 
among  future  cargoes  of  Canadian  cattle^ 
portions  of  the  affected  lungs  will  be 
supplied  if  desired  to  independent 
scientific  authorities  for  examination  ; 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  detection 
by  his  professional  advisers  of  patho- 
logical appearances,  similar  to  tbo^e 
already  diagnosed  by  them  as  pleuro- 
pneumonia, inoculative  experiments  will 
be  carried  out  to  test  the  existence  of  a 
true  contagious  element  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  If  any  further 
cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  are  discovered 
among  cattle  imported  from  Canada,  I 
should  be  quite  willing  to  take  the  same 
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course  as  that  pursued  in  connection  \?ith 
the  recent  cases — namely,  to  give  facilities 
for  the  examination  of  the  lungs  by  any 
veterinary  surgeon  appointed  by  the 
Canadian  Government,  and  to  supply 
them,  80  far  as  is  practicable,  with 
sections  of  the  diseased  portions.  The 
suggestion  made  by  my  hou.  Friend  as 
to  carrying  out  inoculative  experiments 
has  been  frequently  considered  by  me  in 
conjunction  with  my  veterinary  advisers, 
and  I  need  scarcely  say  we  should 
certainly  have  had  recourse  to  so  simple 
a  method  of  determining  the  matter  if 
any  reliable  results  could  be  obtained.  I 
am  advised,  however,  that  the  effects  of 
iuoculation  with  the  liquid  exuded  in 
pleuro  -  pneumonia  vary  considerably. 
Indeed,  it  not  infrequently  happens  that 
no  local  or  constitutional  disturbances  are 
produced ;  and,  moreover,  the  same  local 
results  have  been  produced  by  other 
material  capable  of  setting  up  infective 
inflammation.  In  these  circumstances 
the  experiments  proposed  would  obviously 
not  afford  any  reliable  test  of  the  character 
of  the  disease. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  Will  the 
veterinary  surgeon  have  to  bean  English 
surgeon  and  resident  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  when  the  Papers  he  has 
promised  relating  to  the  examination  of 
the  lungs  of  Canadian  cattle  by  the 
veterinary  experts  of  the  Board  will  be 
Uid  upon  the  Table  ;  and  whether  they 
will  include  the  Reports  of  the  Canadian 
Inspectors,  and  the  Correspondence  that 
has  passed  between  the  Board,  the  Go- 
vernment of  Canada,  and  the  Colonial 
Office  respecting  the  order  for  slaughter- 
ing all  Canadian  cattle  at  the  port  of 
disembarkation  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  hope  to  lay 
the  Papers  in  question  upon  the  Table 
in  the  course  of  next  week  ;  but  corre- 
i<pondence  is  now  proceeding  between  the 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture which  it  is  desirable  should  be 
included.  If  the  Canadian  Government 
and  the  Colonial  Office  see  no  objection, 
I  should  propose  to  print  the  whole  of 
the  Correspondence  to  which  my.  hou. 
Friend  refers,  and  with  a  view  to  the  in- 
clusion of  the  Reports  of  the  Canadian 
Imspcctors  I  have  suggested  that  they 
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should  be  officially  communicated  to 
me. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether  he  will  allow  several  cargoes  of 
Canadian  cattle  to  be  landed  in  this 
country  and  kept  in  quarantine  under 
the  strict  observation  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  for  such  a  time  as  the  Board 
should  consider  necessarv,  in  order  to 
prove  beyond  dispute  whether  or  not 
reasonable  security  exists  for  their  free 
importation  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  I  am  afraid 
that  the  arrangement  proposed  would  not 
be  of  much  assistance  in  connection  with 
the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  The  detention  of  cargoes  for  the 
lengthened  period  necessary  would  in- 
volve great  practical  difficulty  ;  and  even 
if  no  cases  of  disease  presented  them- 
selves amongst  the  animals  detained,  it 
would  only  prove  that  diseased  animals 
are  not  comprised  in  every  cargo— a  fact 
which  is  already  beyond  dispute. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Are  the 
veterinary  officers  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture of  opinion  that  pleuro-pneumouia 
is  so  slightly  infectious  that  it  can  have 
existed  in  Canada  for  a  year  and  still 
have  defied  discovery  by  the  authorities 
th  f^r^  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  That  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  The  disease  has 
been  found  in  cargoes  arriving  in  Scot- 
land, and  by  the  Act  which  I  have  to 
administer  the  country  which  has  to 
determine  what  precautions  are  necessary 
is  the  importing  country. 

Mr.  W.  W  HITELAW  :  I  shall  raise 
the  question  on  the  Estimates. 

THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  THE  SILVER 

QUESTION. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  any  negotiations  or  correspond- 
ence were  entered  into  or  carried  on  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
with  a  view  to  that  "direct  agreement 
between  India  and  the  United  States," 
in  reference  to  the  silver  question  which 
is  spoken  of  in  the  Despatch  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  of  the  21st  June,  1892 
(No.  160)  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  any  Papers  indicating 
the  nature  of  the  negotiations  or  the 
correspondence  ? 

Y 
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•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Russell, 
North  Beds.)  :  No  such  oegotiatious 
were  carried  on.  The  Delegates  of  the 
United  States  at  the  International  Mone- 
tary Conference  pressed  for  an  Inter- 
national agreement ;  but  none  had  been, 
or  seemed  likely  to  be,  arrived  at  when 
the  Conference  adjourned  ;  and  the 
position  of  the  Government  of  India 
rendered  further  delay  highly  inadvisable. 

THE  SALE  OF  GOVERNMENT 
PUBLICATIONS. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POW  ell  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
a  Return  giving  the  Correspondence 
between  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office 
and  Messrs.  Eyre  and  Spottiswoode,  on 
the  subject  of  the  present  contract  for 
the  sole  agency  for  the  sale  of  Govern- 
ment publications  commencing  1887  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  :  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  right,  or  de- 
sirable in  the  public  interest,  to  publish 
such  Correspondence  between  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  and  a  contractor  upon  the 
working  of  his  contract. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  shall 
raise  the  question  on  the  Estimates. 

THE   EDUCATION  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  has  any  expectation  of 
moving  the  Education  Estimates  during 
the  six  days  between  28th  July  and 
4th  August  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  can 
indicate  any  date  at  which  they  will 
probably  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes,  Sir. 

THE  FIGHTING  IN  MASHONALAND. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has  received 
any  further  information  relative  to  the 
expulsion  of  an  Impi  of  Matabele  men 
from  Mashonaland  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  have  not 
receivetl  any  further  news  from  Sir  H. 
Loch  ;  but  we  have  telegraphed  to  him 
in  reference  to  the  news  that  has  appeared 
in  the  papers  ? 


H.M.8.  «* VICTORIA." 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiraltv 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  make  good  to  the  "  lower  deck  " 
survivors  of  H.M.S.  l^ctoria  such  losses 
of  kit  and  clothing  as  they  may  have 
suffiBred  ? 

The  civil  LORD  ok  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
In  accordance  with  the  Regulations  for 
the  Navy,  every  survivor  of  the  Victoria^ 
whether  man  or  boy,  is  entitled  to  have 
all  loss  of  kit  (which  includes  clothing) 
made  goo<l  to  him,  either  by  fresh 
articles  being  issued  to  him  free  of 
charge  or  by  money  compensation. 

AGRICULTURAL    INSTRUCTION    IN 

WALES. 

Mr.  EDWARDS  (Radnorshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  inasmuch  as  the 
Agricultural  Department  of  the  Uni- 
versity College  of  Wales,  Aberystwith, 
gives  instruction  to  seven  counties  which 
comprise  the  most  agricultural  parts  of 
Wales  as  well  as  the  largest  area  of  the 
Principality,  and  having  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  further  strengthening  the 
agricultural  staff  within  the  College,  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  will  increase  the 
grant  for  agricultural  instruction  to 
Aberystwith  College,  so  as  to  bring  it  to 
the  same  amount  as  is  granted  to  the 
Colleges  at  Durham  and  Leeds  and  the 
University  College  of  North  Wales  at 
Bangor  '^ 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  regret  tbat  it 
is  not  possible  for  me  to  anticipate  my 
decision  as  to  the  amount  to  be  awarded 
to  the  College  at  Aberystwith  in  respect 
of    agricultural    instruction    during   the 
current  year.     It  will,  however,  be  my 
endeavour  to  allocate  the  limited  funds 
placed  at  my  disposal  with  fairness  and  a 
due  regard  to  the  position  and  work  of 
the  various  Institutions  concerned,  and  1 
am   glad   to   say    that  the  most  recent 
Reports  I  have  received  show  that  tli'e 
work   at   Aberystwith   is   growing,  and 
that  it  is  of  a  satisfactory  character. 

MILITARY   DUTIES  ON  THE   ROYAXi 

WEDDING    DAY. 

Mi^.   KEIR   HARDIE   (West  Ham, 

8.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stmto 

for   War  whether   he   has  received   tU^ 

written   testimony   of  six  separate  ^kmI 


The  Central 


{COMMONS}  Telegraph  Office. 


THE  NAVAL  PROQRAMME. 
ID  6.  HAMILTON  (MiJdIesex, 
;)  :  I  Ueg  to  nsk  the  Seore- 
to  the  Admiralty  wben  he  will 
n.  position  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
[oitse  the  full  detailB  of  the  new 
ihips  and  large  eruiiers  to  be  laid 
iu  1893-4  ? 

E  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
LLTY  (Sir  U.  Kav-Siiuttle- 
H,  Laocashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
icDt  iu  regard  to  the  uew  battle- 
will  be  laid  iipou  the  Table  of  the 
!  very  shortly.  A  !4imilur  state- 
as  to  the  Krst-c'lax!)  cruisers  may 
ayod,  as  the  details  of  the  dc^igu 
lot  yet  been  completod  ;  biitaK  full 
criptioD  ait  practicable  will  be 
bed  before  the  ShipbitildiDg  Vote 


•ARLIAMENTAllY  PRIXTISG. 
,  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
!  Treasury  whether  Lis  attenlioi 
cti  called  to  an  error  iu  the  Kepori 
ted  to  this  House  from  the  Joint 
itteo  on  Electric  Powers  (Protec- 
laimeK)  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
xir  (lid  uot  occur  in  the  Report  from 
animittec  presented  to  the  House  of 
;  aad  whether  it   \»  the  custom  to 

iu  tyj)e  Reports  from  Joiut  Com- 
»  separately    for   the  two  Housoh  ? 

explain  that    the   error  was   the 
!iii  of  the  won!  "  substantially. " 
.T.  T.  HJBBERT  :  I  iiave  referre.1 
two  insuen  of  Iho  Re|M>rl  and  Pro- 
ps in  question  for  the  House   of 

and  Ilouse  of  Commons  rcspec;- 
II  appears  clear  that  they  have 
separately  set  up,  and  I  am  in- 
I  that  it  iit  the  practice  to  set  up 
[c]>orti<  and  Proceedings  of  such 
Committees  separately  for  both 
I.  I  will  make  inquiries,  with  a 
lo  discovering  how  the  difference 
■n  the  two  issues  of  the  Report 
and  obviating  any  such  mistakes 
lire,  and  also,  iu  the  interesis  of 
ly,  with  H  view  to  preventing 
eiits  l>eing  needlcsslv  set  up  twice. 
BRUNNER  :  Will  my  right 
'rieud  eudeavonr  to  secure  thai 
hall  only  be  one  printing  in  the 
?  Can  it  not  be  done  by  a  friendly 
ement  ? 


Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  The  moment 
I  heard  of  it  I  made  up  my  mind  to  try 
and    arrange    that    iu   the  interests    of 


TBE  AKUENIAN  PRISONERS  AT 
CiUBARUA. 
Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  Slate  for  Foreign  Affairs  wbelhor  any 
information  has  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  relating  to  tortures 
inflicted  ou  Armenian  prison  era  at 
Ciesarea ;  and  whether  be  is  able  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

'Sir  E.  grey  ;  The  alleged  acts  of 
torture  are  said  to  liave  taken  place  in 
January  hist.  Her  Majesty's  Charg6 
d'Affaires  at  Constantinople  has  been  in- 
structed to  mention  to  the  Porte  tbe  un- 
official statements  which  have  reached 
the  Embassy  ;  but  without  further  con- 
firmaiiou  of  their  accuracy  I  should  uot 
feel  justified  in  giving  auy  particulars  of 

THE  CKSTHAI,  TELEGRAPH  OFKICE. 
Mk.MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  :  I  lieg  to  ask  (he  Postmaster 
General  wlicther,  iu  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  increase  of  work  at  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office  necessitates  tbe  employ- 
mcut  of  a  large  liody  of  tcmjmrary  hands 
for  periods  so  cstcnded  as  to  render  them 
practically  .permanent,  he  will  consider 
the  necessity  of  Jucroasing  the  permanent 
staff  so  far  ns  to  enable  it  to  cope  with 
ihe  permaneni  demands  of  the  work  ; 
whether  hit  is  aware  that  tbe  Ridley 
Commission  coudcnined  the  employment 
of  "permanent  temporary"  bauds  in  other 
Civil  Service  eHlablisbments,  and  recom- 
mended its  discontinuance  ;  and  wbellier 
be  CDS  bring  bts  Department  within  the 
terms  of  this  recommendation  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MfiRLEv,  Notliugbam,  F-)  ; 
Comparing  the  total  business  done  l>y 
tbe  Department  in  telegraph  messages  in 
l8!)2-3  with  ibat  done  in  the  previoiiK 
vear,  it  would  appear  that  the  business 
is  almost  stationary.  There  have  been 
symptoms,  however,  in  places  of  r 
small  increase,  but  it  is  by  no  mcana 
certain  it  will  be  maiutaine<l.  Auy  |>er- 
maiicnt  addition  to  tbe  force  under  such 
circumstances  is  a  matter  which  requires 
serious  consideration,  and  tbe  question  ia 
now  engaging  my  attention.  It  is  probable 
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that  some  addition  will  be  before  long 
required  in  the  Central  Telegraph  Office ; 
but,  as  I  have  already  explained  to  the 
House,  an  absolute  discontinuance  of 
temporary  hands  is  incompatible  with  the 
<K)uditious  of  the  work. 

COUNTY  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  Crown  make 
4&ny  charge  on  the  admission  or  appoint- 
ment of  County  Magistrates  ;  and 
^whether  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  or  Deputy 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  have  the  right  to 
make  a  charge  for  Crown  Office  and 
other  charges  amounting  to  £3  3s.  and 
upwards  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  must  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  postpone  this  for  a  couple  of 
days.     I  am  making  inquiries. 

THE    *•  VICTORIA"    CCURT    MARTIAL. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Hegis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  if  he  is  able  to  say  whether 
the  officer  of  the  watch  on  duty  in  the 

Victoria  at  the  time  of  the  collision  is 
one  of  the  survivors  ? 

♦Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  ; 
Lieutenant  Charles  J.  Collins  was  officer 
of  the  watch.  He  was  among  those 
saved,  and  has  given  evidence  at  the 
Court  Martial. 

TERMINABLE  ANNUITIES. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
'  chequer  whether  the  saving  of  £7,406 
per  annum,  effected  by  the  reduction 
under  Treasury  Warrant,  dated  30th 
June,  1893,  of  the  Terminable  Annuities 
created  to  replace  the  £40,000,000  Con- 
solidated Stock  held  on  behalf  of  the 
■Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  by  re- 
ducing the  said  Annuities  from 
£2,605,706  to  £2,598,300,  will  be  ap- 
plied annually  till  1904  to  the  reduction 
•of  further  Debt,  or  will  be  appropriated 
by  the  Treasury  for  current  expendi- 
ture ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Uarcourt, 
Derby)  :  This  Annuity  being  within  the 
fixed  Debt  charge  of  £25,000,000,  any 
saving  in  respect  of  it  goes  to  the  new 
Sinking  Fund,  which  consists  of  all  the 
uiiappropriated  portions  of  the  fixed 
charge. 


HEALTH  OFFICERS  IN  ROSS  AND 
CROMARTY. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  the  County  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  for  Ross  and  Croraarty  has  re- 
signed his  office  for  the  Western  District 
of  the  county  ;  if  so,  whether  steps  will 
be  taken  to  require  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision to  appoint  a  County  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  who  will  be  able  to 
devote  the  whole  ot  his  time  to  the 
duties  of  the  office  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  re- 
ceived information  that  this  officer  has 
resigned  his  appointment.  It  will  be  for 
the  County  Authority  to  appoint  his 
successor,  and  they  will,  no  doubt,  select 
the  best  man  possible. 

AUTOMATIC  BRAKES. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
automatic  brakes  were  fitted  to  the 
carriages  of  the  train  on  the  Highland 
Railway  in  which  the  Duke  and  Duchess 
of  Sutherland  and  a  large  number  of 
passengers  were  travelling  when  the 
accident  occurred  at  Dingwall  a  few  days 
since 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Company 
have  telegraphed  that  automatic  brakes 
were  fitted  to  the  carriages.  The  line 
was  under  repair  and  nobody  was  hurt, 

PIER  ACCOMMODATION  IN  THE  ISLAND 

OF  LEWIS. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  as  reported  in  The  Pcople'^s 
Journal  of  Saturday,  22nd  July,  of  a 
meeting  of  the  Ross  and  Cromarty 
County  Council,  held  at  Dingwall  on 
Wednesday  the  19th  instant,  at  which  it 
was  stated  that  Lady  Matheson,  of  Stor- 
noway  Castle,  proprietor  of  the  Island  of 
Lewis,  with  its  population  of  28,500, 
refused  to  give  the  necessary  guarantee 
in  regard  to  the  sum  required,  in  addition 
to  the  Government  grant,  for  the  con- 
struction of  piers  and  boatslips  in  the 
island,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
chronic  poverty  of  the  inhabitants,  it 
was  useless  to  expect  a  guarantee  from 
them,  the  meeting  resolved  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  case 
as  being  worthy  of  special  consideration  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  pro- 
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vide   the  necessary  funds  to  enable  the 
work  to  be  carried  out  before  winter  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  seen 
no  account  of  the  meeting  referred  to. 

Mb.  weir  :  Then  I  will  send  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  copy  of  the 
report. 

THE  INSANITARY  CONDITION  OF 

MECCA. 

Sir  H.  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
considering  that  the  lives  of  thousands  of 
Her  Majesty's  Mahomedan  subjects  are 
every  year  placed  in  danger  in  conse- 
quence of  the  insanitary  condition  of 
Mecca  during  the  Hajj,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  some  months  ago  a  public 
meeting  of  Mahomedans  was  held  at 
Madura,  when  a  resolution  was  passed 
to  memorialise  the  Sultan  of  Tiu-kev  to 
adopt  suitable  measures  for  improving 
the  sanitation  of  Mecca  and  other  places 
of  pilgrimage,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affaire  will  urge  the  Porte  to 
secure  the  immediate  publication  of  the 
Report  of  the  Ottoman  Board  of  Health 
on  this  subject  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  subject  already 
occupies  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Embassy,  and  no  effort  will  be  spared  to 
secure  the  adoption  of  suitable  sanitary 
measures  by  the  Ottoman  Authorities. 

Sir  H.  ROSCOE:  Can  the  hon. 
Baronet  sav  when  this  Ottoman  Board 
was  constituted  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  cannot. 

FRENCH  COMMERCIAL  POLICY  IN  THE 

EAST. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the  French  Re- 
public has  in  any  way  inodiiied  the 
attitude  of  commercial  hostilitv  to  British 
trade  taken  up  in  Indo-China  and  Tonkin 
in  recent  veai-s  on  instructions  from 
Paris,  or  shows  any  disposition  to  lower 
the  prohibitive  duties  levied  upon  British 
goods  ;  and,  in  the  contrary  case,  if  the 
restrictions  imposed  by  France  through- 
out her  Colonies  upon  the  development  of 
English  commerce  will  be  l)orne  in  mind 
in  any  negotiations  for  the  extension  of 
her  Eastern  Possessions,  and  especially 
in  directions  offering  at  present  great 
facilities  to  British  traders  ? 

3fr.  Weir 


*SiR  £.  GREY  :  No  alteration  of  the 
colonial  policy  of  France  in  giving 
French  trade  preferential  treatment  in  re- 
lation to  foreign  trade  has  taken  place. 
The  restrictions  imposed  are,  of  course, 
well-known  to  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment. 

THE  NAVAL   ESTIMATES. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  In  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Ormskirk  Division  of  Lancashire,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
if  he  can  state  when  the  Navy  Estimates 
will  be  brought  forward  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
No  early  day  can  be  devoted  to  Navy 
Estimates.  Due  notice  will  be  given  of 
the  date  when  they  will  be  taken. 

LADIES  AS  GUAUDIANS. 
Mr.  LEON  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  recently 
expressed  by  him  as  to  the  usefulness  of 
a  Ladies'  Committee,  the  Buckingham 
Board  of  Guardians,  at  their  last  meeting- 
on  the  proposition  of  the  Rev.  J.  Corr, 
Vicar  of  Foscott,  abolished  the  Ladies* 
Committee  ;  and  whether,  looking  to  this- 
and  other  instances  of  the  wav  in  which 
Boards  of  Guardians  perform  their  duties^ 
he  will  use  his  best  endeavours  to 
push  on  his  Parish  and  District  Councils 
Bill? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  I 
have  not  been  informed  of  the  passing  of 
a  resolution  such  as  that  referred  to  ux 
the  question.  If  one  were  jmssed  X 
should  deeply  regret  it.  No  man  in  this 
House  is  more  anxious  than  I  am  to  i»ee 
the  Local  Government  Bill  |>&ssed  into 
law. 

THE  THREATENED  STRIKE  IN  THE 
COAL  TRADE. 

Mr.  DALZIEL(Kirkcaldy,&c.):  I  teg^ 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  t4> 
the  imminent  danger  of  a  strike  in  tlie 
Midlands  in  which  200,000  miners  ar^ 
in  vol  veil  ;  and  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  taken,  or  can  tako^  any  stej^cii. 
with  a  view  to  effecting  a  peaceful  settle 
ment  between  the  contending  parties  ? 
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Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Of  course,  it  is  impossible  for  me  by  way 
of  question  aud  auawer  to  argue  upou 
tbis  statement.  ["  Order,  order  !  "]  I 
sball  uot  say  a  single  sentence  on  tbat 
now,  but  I  sball  take  an  opportunity  on 
tbe  Estimates  to  point  out  tbat  tbe  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman  bas  by  bis  present  state- 
ment considerably  altered  bis  previous 
statement — [Mr.  J.  Morley  :  Not  at  all] 
— and  confirmed  most  important  parts  of 
my  statement.  I  will  uot  now  argue 
witb  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  on  tbe 
Estimates  I  sball  call  attention  to  tbe 
conduct  and  tbreats  of  tbis  lady's  care- 
taker, to  bis  action  in  brandisbing  a  re- 
volver, and  to  tbe  fact  tbat  adequate  pro- 
tection is  affordeil  by  tbe  police. 

LAND  COMMISSION  APPEALS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Cbief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  bave  tbe  Land  Com- 
mission been  advised  tbat  no  appeal  lies 
to  tbe  House  of  Lords  from  the  man- 
damus granteil  by  a  majority  of  tbe  Court 
of  Apf>eal  against  tbem  (reversing 
tbe  Queen's  Uencb)  in  **Rossmore  r. 
Donnellv  ; ""  if  not,  do  tbev  intend  to  allow 
tbe  dictum  of  tbe  Lord  Cbief  Baron 
aifectiug  tbe  status  of  every  agricultiu^l 
tenancy  in  Ireland  to  be  incorporated  in 
their  priK^eiiure  in  hearing  fair-rent 
applications  ;  did  tbe  laudlonlV  notice 
of  appeal  from  the  Sub-Commissioners 
cover  the  jnuut  a:*  to  the  tenant's  status 
sulksequeutly  raisoil  in  the  Court  of 
Ap}>eHl ;  and  do  the  Land  Commissioners 
hold  that  their  decision  to  appear  or  uot 
ap(H>ar  as  litigants  on  a  mandamus 
application  Wforo  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judioaturt^  i^  an  exercise  of  judicial 
discretion  r 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  1  am  informal 
that  the  Commissioner^^  are  engageil  to- 
day iu  the  Imsiuess  of  the  Court, 
aiKl  have  not  had  time  to  reply  to  my 
tolegmm*  1  mu>t  ask  the  hon«  Member 
to  |HVit|H>ne  the  question  till  Thursday. 

iHxu's  oi.rHs  IX  Drunx. 

Mr.  field  vI>wWiu,  St,  Patrick  s» : 
1  U*g  to  a^k  the  Chief  Sivr^tary  to  the 
L\mi  Lieutoimut  i^  Irekml  whether  he 
has  ol^vr>tyl  the  uumU^r  of  iHUivictious 
in  vHUimvtiiui  with  U^us  cluW  iu  Dulw 
Hu  ;  ainl  whetht^r  il  is  the  iuteuii^^n  of 
the  GoxenwH^tt  to  intnxhuv  a  Hill  ^KmU 


ing  witb  tbis  evil,  or  whether  tbe  Govern- 
ment will  support  tbe  Bill  on  tbis  subject 
already  passed  its  First  Reading  ? 

Mr.  J. MORLEY  :  lam  pleased  to  bear 
tbat  there  bave  been  several  successful 
prosecutions  iu  Dublin  arising  out  of  the 
evil  referred  to  within  tbe  last  three 
months,  and  tbat  tbe  police  bave  a  number 
of  other  similar  cases  now  pending.  Tbe 
Government  cannot  promise  legislation 
on  tbe  subject,  and  until  tbe  Bill  to  which 
tbe  bon.  Member  refers  bas  been  printed 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  undertake  to  say 
whether  tbe  Government  would  support 
it. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Will  the 
Government  assist  tbe  Irish  Members  to 
extend  to  Ireland  tbe  provision  of  tbe 
Clubs  Registration  (England)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted witb  tbat  Bill,  but  I  will  con- 
sider tbe  point. 

LIMITED  COMPANIES  AND  INCOME 

TAX. 

Mr.  H.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Seven- 
oaks) :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Attorney 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
large  number  of  cases  bave  been  stated 
and  set  down  for  bearing  by  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  (Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion) on  questions  relating  to  tbe  assess- 
ment of  Limited  Companies  for  Income 
Tax  ;  that  some  of  these  cases  involve 
verv  considerable  sums  and  affect  the 
profits  of  these  Companies  for  several 
years  past ;  tbat  certain  of  these  cases 
were  set  down  more  than  18  months  ago, 
and  have  never  been  allowed  to  reach  a 
hearing  ;  and  that  the  Companies  have 
nevertheless  been  compelled  to  pay  the 
amounts  in  dispute  as  charged  by  the 
authorities  ;  whether  be  can  state  tbe 
cause  of  such  delav  aud  the  remedv  for 
it ;  and  whether  he  can  state  the  total 
number  of  such  cases  ? 


•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 

■  C.  RrssKLL,  Hackney,  S.)  :  The  bon. 
I  Member  has  been  misinformed  as  to  the 

■  facts.  The  number  of  cases  which  have 
j  been  stated  and  set  down  for  hearing  bj 
i  the  High  Comrt  of  Justice  (Queeu^s 
j  Bench  Division)  on  questions  relating  to 

■  the  assessment  of  Limited  Companies  for 
.  locvKue  Tax,  and  which  bave  not  been 

decided,  is  two,  and  two  only.  Those 
.  two  cases  were  set  down  for  hearing  in 

January  last,  and  were  heard  last  week, 
I  when  judgment  Avas  reserved  in  each  case. 
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FRANCE   AND  SI  AM. 

Mr.  CURZON  (Southport)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  a  questiou,  of  which  I  have  given 
private  notice  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  which  he  may 
be  able  to  answer  before  he  makes  the 
promised  statement  as  to  Siam.  It  is  as 
follows  : — Whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment have  notified  the  blockade  of  the 
coast  of  Siam  ;  whether  this  is  to  be 
interpreted  as  an  act  of  belligerency 
between  France  and  Siam  ;  whether  the 
blockade  has  been,  or  will  be,  recognised 
by  Her  Majesty^s  Government  ;  and 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  with  regard  to  a  measure 
that  will  inflict  the  most  serious  damage 
upon  British  trade  and  shipping  in  the 
East? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  verbal  notice 
from  the  French  Government  of  their 
intention  to  establish  a  blockade  of  Siam. 
Such  a  measure  would  be  undoubtedly 
an  act  of  belligerency  between  France 
and  Siam.  We  propose  to  continue  our 
present  protection  in  Bangkok  of  British 
life  and  property  ;  but  the  Government 
do  not  think  it  advisable  in  the  public 
interest  that  any  further  statement  on 
the  subject  should  be  made  to-day. 

♦Sir  C.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  In  regard  to  the  statement 
that  the  blockade  would  constitute  an  act 
of  belligerency,  is  it  supposed  that  there 
would  be  any  declaration  of  war  or  would 
it  be  a  mere  implied  belligerency  ?  Or, 
in  other  words,  is  it  to  be  a  pacific 
blockade  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  hope  to  enter 
into  further  details  on  Thursday.  I 
apprehend  the  exact  value  to  be  attached 
to  a  blockade  must  vary  according  to  the 
circumstances  in  each  particular  case. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  Am  I  to  understand 
from  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
no  British  vessel,  not  even  a  ship  carry- 
ing the  mails,  can  from  Thursday  next 
Ascend   the   River  Menam   to   Bangkok 
without  the  risk  of  being  fired  upon  by 
the  French  ?     Will  any  steps  be  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  miti- 
gate so  serious  a  state  of  affairs  ;  also 
may  I  ask  when  we  may  look  forward  to 
receiving   some  notification   of  the  pro- 
ceedings pending  with  our  Ambassador 
at  Paris  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :    Any   further   state- 
jnent  mast  depend  upon  the  communica- 


tions now  passing  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  the  French  Government,  and 
as  regards  any  details  of  the  blockade  we 
have  only  just  received  notice  of  the 
blockade,  and  I  should  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  notice  as  regards  the 
passage  of  the  mails. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  taking  steps  to  secure  some 
equality  of  the  naval  forces  between 
France  and  England  ?   . 

Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  already 
assured  the  House — and  that  assurance 
still  holds  good — that  we  have  sufficient 
naval  forces  to  protect  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  British  subjects  at  Bangkok. 

PROGRKSS  OF  SUPPLY. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) :  It  may  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  we  propose  to  proceed  with  the 
Education  Votes  for  England  and  Scot- 
land on  Friday.  After  the  Education 
Votes  we  propose  to  proceed  with  other 
Supply,  intending  to  take  the  Votes  in 
their  order,  unless  special  circumstances 
should  intervene,  of  which,  of  course,  we 
should  give  due  notice.  This  will  hold 
good  until  Wednesday,  and  then  we 
propose  to  proceed  with  the  Vote  on 
Account,  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
report  to  the  House  not  later  than 
Friday. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  When  will  the 
Vote  on  Account  be  printed,  and  for  how 
long  will  it  be  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Six  weeks. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Which  Vote  will  be  taken  after 
the  Education  Vote  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Votes  will  be  taken  in  their  order  unless 
special  circumstances  necessitate  an 
alteration. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Will 
the  Scottish  or  English  Education  Vote 
be  taken  first  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Notice 
will  be  given  of  that. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Ro- 
Chester)  :  It  would  be  of  great  con- 
venience to  many  hon.  Members  to 
know  whether  the  English  or  Scottish 
Education  Vote  will  be  taken  first. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  will 
state  what  will  be  done  to-morrow. 
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liR  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
course,  it  ia  impOHaible  for  me  by  w*y 
questiou    and   auswer  to   argue   upou 

I  statement,     ["Order,  order!"]     I 

II  not  May  u  single  senteuue  on  that 
1,  but  I  shall  take  aa  opportuuity  on 

Estimates  to  point  out  that  the  right 
I.  Oeutlemaii  haa  by  his  present  state- 
it  couaiderably  nitci'eil  his  previous 
temeut — [Mr.  J.  Morlev  :  Not  at  all] 
>ud  coulirnied  most  important  parts  of 

statement.  I  will  not  now  argue 
h  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Hit.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  on  the 
:imat«s  1  sliall  call  attention  to  the 
duct  and  threats  of  this  lady's  care- 
er, to  bis  HCtiou  in  braudishiug  a  re- 
ver,  and  to  the  fact  that  adequate  pro- 
tiou  is  affordeil  by  the  police. 

LAND  COMMIFSION  APPEALS. 
Hr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg   to  ask 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
aat  of  Ireland  have  the  Land  Com- 
sion  been  advised  that  oo  appeal  lies 
:he  House  of  Lords  from  the  man- 
nus  granted  by  a  majority  of  the  Court 
Appeal     against     them      (reversing 

Queen's  Bench)  iu  *'  Rossmore  v. 
tinelly  ;  "  if  not,  do  they  intend  to  allow 

dictum  uf  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
fiting  the  status  of  every  agricultural 
ftucy  iu  Ireland  to  be  incorporated  in 
ir  procedure  iu  hearing  fair-rent 
dications ;  did  the  laiidlord's  notice 
appeal  from  the  Sub-Corn missiouers 
cr  the  point  as  to  the  tenant's  status 
isequently  raised  in  the  Court  of 
peal ;  and  do  the  Laud  Commissioners 
d  that  their  decision  to  appear  or  uot 
lear  as  litigants  on  a'  mandamus 
ilication  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 
lic&ture  is  an  exercise  of  judicial 
eretion  ;•• 

Hr.  J.  MOKLEV  :  I  am  informed 
t  the  Commissioners  are  engaged  to- 
■  in  the  business  of  the  Court, 
[  have  not  had  time  to  reply  to  my 
tgnim.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
postpone  the  question  till  Thursday. 

HOODS  CLUBS  I.\"  DUBLIN. 
An.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
eg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
-d  Lieutenant  of  Jrelaad  whether  he 

observed  the  number  of  convictions 
loiinection  with  bogus  clubs  in  Dub- 
;  and  whether  it  is   the  intention  of 

Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  deal- 


ing with  this  evil,  or  whether  the  Goveru- 
meut  will  support  the  Bill  on  this  subject 
already  passed  its  First  Reading  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  lam  pleased  to  hear 
that  there  have  been  several  successful 
prosecutions  iu  Dublin  arising  out  of  the 
evil  referred  to  within  the  last  three 
months,and  that  the  police  have  a  number 
of  other  similar  cases  now  pending.  The 
Government  cannot  promise  legislation 
on  the  subject,  and  until  the  Bill  to  which 
the  hon.  Memlwr  refers  has  been  printed 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  undertake  to  say 
whether  the  Government  would  support 


Mk.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Will  the 
Government  assist  the  Irish  Members  to 
extend  to  Ireland  the  provision  of  the 
Clubs  Registration  (England)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted with  that  Bill,  but  I  will  con- 
sider the  point. 

LIMITED  COMPANIKS  AND  INCOME 

TAX. 
Mk.  H.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Seven- 
oaks)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
(ieneral  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
large  nunitier  of  cases  have  been  slated 
and  set  down  for  hearing  bv  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  (Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion) on  questions  relating  10  the  assess- 
ment of  Limited  Companies  for  Income 
Tax  ;  that  some  of  tliesc  cases  involve 
very  considerable  sums  and  atTect  the 
profits  of  these  Companies  for  several 
years  past;  that  certain  of  these  cases 
were  set  dowu  more  than  18  mouths  ago, 
and  have  never  lieen  allowed  to  reach  a 
hearing  ;  and  that  the  Companies  have 
nevertheless  been  compelled  to  pay  the 
amounts  in  dispute  as  charged  by  the 
authorities  ;  whether  lie  can  state  the 
cause  of  such  delay  and  the  remedy  for 
it ;  and  whether  ho  can  state  the  total 
number  of  such  cases  ? 
•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  BussELi.,  Hackney,  S.)  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  been  misinformed  as  to  the 
facts.  The  number  of  cases  which  have 
been  stated  and  set  down  for  hearing  by 
the  High  Coturt  of  Justice  (Queen's 
Bench  Division)  ou  questions  rclitting  to 
the  assessment  of  Limited  Companies  for 
Income  Tax,  and  which  have  not  been 
decided,  is  two,  and  two  only.  Those 
two  eases  were  set  down  for  hearing  i" 
January  last,  and  were  heard  lasl  week, 
when  judgment  was  reserved  in  each  <!a*e- 
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I  FRANCE   AND  SIAM. 

Mr.  CrRZON  (Southport)  :   I  wish 
to  ask  a  questiou,  of  which  I  have  giveu 
pnVate  notice  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  which  he  may 
be  able  to  answer  before    he  makes  the 
promised  statement  as  to  Siam.     It  is  as 
follows  : — Whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment have  notified  the  blockade  of  the 
coast  of  Siam  ;    whether   this  is    to  be 
interpreted   as   an    act   of    belligerency 
between  France  and  Siam  ;  whether  the 
blockade  has  been,  or  will  be,  recognised 
bj  Her    Majesty^s    Government  ;    and 
what  steps   Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  with  regard  to  a  measnre 
that  will  inflict  the  most  serious  damage 
npon  British  trade  and  shipping  in  the 
East? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   have   received   verbal   notice 
from  the  French  Government  of   their 
intention  to  establish  a  blockade  of  Siam. 
Such  a  measure  would  be  undoubtedly 
an  act  of  belligerency  between   France 
tnd  Siam.     We  propose  to  continue  our 
present  protection  in  Bangkok  of  British 
^e  and  property  ;  but  the  Government 
<lo  not  think  it  advisable  in  the  public 
interest   that  any  further  statement  on 
the  subject  should  be  made  to-day. 
•Sir   C.    DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
oi  Dean)  :  In    regard  to  the   statement 
that  the  blockade  would  constitute  an  act 
ol  belligerency,  is  it  supposed  that  there 
would  be  any  declaration  of  war  or  would 
it  be  a  mere  implied  belligerency  ?     Or, 
in   other    words,    is    it    to   be   a   pacific 
blockade  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  hope  to  enter 
into  further  details  on  Thursday.  I 
apprehend  the  exact  value  te  be  attached 
to  a  blockade  must  vary  according  to  the 
circumstances  in  each  particular  case. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  Am  I  to  understand 
from  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
no  British  vessel,  not  even  a  ship  carry- 
ing the  mails,  can  from  Thursday  next 
ascend    the   River  Menam   to   Bangkok 
without  the  risk  of  being  fired  upon  by 
the  French  ?     Will  any  steps  be  taken 
by  Her   Majesty's  Government  to  miti- 
gate  M>   serious  a  state  of  affairs  ;  also 
may  I  ask  when  we  may  look  forward  to 
receiving    some  notification   of  the  pro- 
ceedings  pending  with  our  Ambassador 
at  Paris  ? 

Sir  E.    GREY'  :    Any   further   state- 
ment mast  depend  upon  the  communica- 


tions now  passing  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  the  French  Government,  and 
as  regards  any  details  of  the  blockade  we 
have  only  just  received  notice  of  the 
blockade,  and  I  should  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  notice  as  regards  the 
passage  of  the  mails. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  taking  steps  to  secure  some 
equality  of  the  naval  forces  between 
France  and  England  ?   • 

Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  already 
assured  the  House — and  that  assurance 
still  holds  good — that  we  have  sufficient 
naval  forces  to  protect  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  British  subjects  at  Bangkok. 

PROGRKSS  OF  SUPPLY. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) :  It  may  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  we  propose  to  proceed  with  the 
Eklucation  Votes  for  England  and  Scot- 
land on  Friday.  After  the  Education 
Votes  we  propose  to  proceed  with  other 
Supply,  intending  to  take  the  Votes  in 
their  order,  unless  special  circumstances 
should  intervene,  of  which,  of  course,  we 
should  give  due  notice.  This  will  hold 
good  until  Wednesday,  and  then  we 
propose  to  proceed  with  the  Vote  on 
Account,  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
report  to  the  House  not  later  than 
Friday. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  When  will  the 
Vote  on  Account  be  printed,  and  for  how 
long  will  it  be  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Six  weeks. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Which  Vote  will  be  taken  after 
the  Eklucation  Vote  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Votes  will  be  taken  in  their  order  unless 
special  circumstances  necessitate  an 
alteration. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Will 
the  Scottish  or  English  Education  Vote 
be  taken  first  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Notice 
will  be  given  of  that. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Ro- 
chester) :  It  would  be  of  great  con- 
venience to  many  hon.  Members  to 
know  whether  the  English  or  Scottish 
Eklucation  Vote  will  be  taken  first. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  will 
state  what  will  be  done  to-morrow. 
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GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

C0M3I1TTEE.      [^Proffress^  New  Clauses, 

24th  July.'] 

[fokty-fifth  ni«ht.] 

Bill  cousiclered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

New  Clause  (Financial  arrangements 
as  l)etweeu  the  United  Kingdom  and 
Ireland). — {Mr,  W.  E,  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
moved  the  omission  of  the  1st  sub-section 
of  the  clause.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  detain  the  Committee  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes,  as  he  had 
already  expressed  his  views  on  this 
question  during  the  general  discussion 
on  the  clause.  It  would  be  remembered 
that  Clause  10,  as  it  originally  stood,  gave 
the  Irish  Legislature  control,  collection, 
and  management  of  the  taxes  in  Ireland 
immediately,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Customs.  He  and  other  hon.  Members 
had  voted  in  favour  of  that  Clause  10, 
because  they  desired  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  show  that  the  proposal  in 
Clause  10  was  a  preferable  one  to  the 
proposal  in  the  new  Financial  Clause. 
The  1st  sub-section  of  the  new  clause 
was  as  follows  : — 

**  (1)  ('Htil  thr  transfer  hereinafter  menthnnl 
the  vx'nting  Utxet  in  Ireland  ahull  he  imptnted 
hy  Art  of  ParliaineHt^  and  all  matte rn  relating 
to  tho^  taxv»  or  to  the  hereditary  revenues  of 
the  Croicn  in  Ireland^  or  to  the  eoUectivn  or 
management  thereof  thall  he  regulated  by  Act 
of  Parliament.'' 

If  that  1st  sub-section  was  left  out  the 
remainder  of  the  clause,  with  a  slight 
amendment  in  the  last  sub-section, 
would  read  connectedly,  while  the 
Amendment  would  not  materially  inter- 
fere, in  his  opinion,  with  the  financial 
scheme  of  the  Government.  Both  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
President  of  the  liocal  Government 
Board  made  an  elaborate  defence  of  the 
new  financial  proposals,  but  neither  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  it  necessary 
to  dwell,  even  in  a  single  sentence,  on 
this  proposal  for  the  collection  of  the 
Irish  taxes ;  and  that  fact  strengthened 
him  in  his  lielief  that  there  was  no 
necessary  or  reasonable   connection  be- 


tween the  financial  scheme  as  a  whole, 
and  the  immediate  taking  over  of  the 
collection  of  all  taxes  by  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. He  therefore  moved  his  Amend- 
ment in  order  to  raise  distinctly  the 
clear  issue  whether  the  Irish  Legislature 
was  to  have  the  immediate  control  of 
Irish  taxes«  as  originally  proposed,  or 
whether  that  control  was  to  be  withheld 
from  it  for  six  years. 

Before,  the  Chairman  put  the  Ques- 
tion, 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Binning- 
ham,  W.)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I 
wish  to  move  the  omission  of  the  words 
**  until  the  transfer  hereinafter  men- 
tioned," the  object  being  to  take  away 
the  transitional  character  of  the  clause. 
If  you.  Sir,  put  to  the  Committee  a  single 
word  of  the  clause,  it  would  prevent  my 
Amendment  being  moved  ;  and  I  ask  as  a 
matter  of  Order  whether  you  cannot  pot 
the  number  of  the  sub-section,  or  in  some 
other  way  indicate  the  question  before 
the  Committee,  so  as  to  enable  me,  should 
the  Committee  reject  the  hon.  Member^s 
Amendment,  to  move  my  Amendment, 
which  raises  a  difi^erent  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  intervened 

TiiK  CHAIRMAN  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  likes  to  give  way 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  move  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  :  That  would 
be  the  more  regular  course,  I  submit. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber unawares.  But  if  this  is  done  the 
hon.  Member  will  himself  be  debarred 
from  moving  the  Amendment  on  which 
he  has  just  spoken. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  is  so.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  moves  his  Amend- 
ment it  would  be  impossible  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  move  his  Amendment  sub«e- 
quently. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND :  In  these 
circumstances  it  will,  perhaps,  be  more 
desirable  that  I  should  insist  on  my 
Amendment  being  moved. 

The  chairman  :  I  can  only  p«t 
the  omission  of  the  first  word  **  until,'* 
as  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George\ 
Hanover  Square)  :  Perhaps  the  diificalty 
would  be   got  rid   of   if  my  right  boo. 
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'  Friend  moved  to  insert  after  "  until  "  the 
words  "  Parliament  otherwise  ordains." 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes  ;  I 
accept  that  suggestion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  (1).  —  (3/r.  «/.  £.  Bed- 
mond,) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  until'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :    I   am 

not  able  to  assent  to  the  statement  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hou.  Gentleman 

raises  a  clear  issue.     If  the  Amendment 
was  carried   the  omission    of    the  sub- 
section would   leave   things   exactly  as 
thej  are;   that  is  to  say,  the   collection 
and  management  of  the  Revenue  would 
be   in     the     hands     of     the     Imperial 
Authorities,    and,    therefore,   the     hou. 
Member  would  of  coarse  require  to  pro- 
ceed by  further   provisions   in  order  to 
attain  his  end.     The  hon.  Member  said 
that  this  change,  as   regards  the  imposi- 
tion and  collection  of  the  Revenue,  could 
not  be  considered  by  the  Government  as 
a  vital  ebange  in  our  financial  position, 
because    neither   the  Chancellor  of    the 
Exchequer  nor  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  referred  to  that  part 
of  the  plan.     It  is    perfectly  true    that 
thev  did  not  refer  to  it ;  but   the  reason 
was  that  this  part  of  the  plan  was   not 
assailed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  and  con- 
sequently   there    was    no   necessity    to 
defend  it.     We  regard  this  change  as  a 
very     great    change    indeed,    and    the 
whole  system  of  receipt  and  account  in 
connection  with   the  collection  and  dis- 
tribution  of    Irish   Revenue    would    be 
altered  and  dislocated  if  the  plan  of  the 
hon.  Member    were    accepted.      In  the 
alteration    which    we    made    from   the 
original  plan  of  the  Bill  the  main  object 
was  to  secure  simplification.      We  can- 
not  accept    the   Amendment   because  it 
would  break  up  the  character  of  the  plan, 
and,  further,  because  controversy  would  be 
raised  which  might  perhaps  otherwise  be 
avoided. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  rise  atonce 
nol  because  I  have  any  desire  to  intervene 
in  the  special  matter  of  controversy 
between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  hon. 
Meml^er  for  Water  ford  ;  bnt  if  I  were 
called  upon  to  decide  on  the  issue  between 
them,  I  could  not  think  it  consistent  with 


my  duty  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  I  presume 
this  would  be  the  appropriate  time  for  me 
to  ask  the  Government  by  what 
machinery  they  propose  during  the 
transitional  period  of  six  years  to  deal 
with  the  protection  of  the  Revenue  in 
Ireland  ?  As  the  Chief  Secretary  wa8 
aware,  there  was  a  time  when  there  was 
a  special  machinery  for  dealing  with  the 
Excise  in  Ireland.  That  was  found  to 
be  very  expensive,  and  a  saving  of  about 
£20,000  a  year  was  effected  by  the 
transfer  of  the  duty  of  protecting  the 
Inland  Revenue  to  the  Roval  Irish  Con- 
stabulary,  who  now  perform  that  duty. 
I  believe  that  body  has  been  increased  by 
400  men,  who  are  employed  and  paid  for 
Revenue  purposes,  and  without  those  400 
men  I  take  it  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  in  any  way  to  cope  with  the 
problem  of  illicit  distillation,  which  is  a 
serious  problem  in  large  tracts  of 
mountainous  country  like  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland  and  the  West  of  Ireland. 
The  Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  contem- 
plates that  the  whole  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  shall  be  withdrawn  as  soon 
as  the  new  Irish  Legislature  sends  a 
certificate  to  tie  Lord  Lieutenant  that 
local  police  has  been  provided  in  any 
county.  It  is  not,  I  presume,  intended 
by  the  Government  to  intrust  to  such 
local  police  the  whole  responsibility  of 
protecting  the  Imperial  Revenue,  and 
yet  they  would  apparently  deprive  them- 
selves, or  they  might  find  that  they  had 
deprived  themselves,  by  this  Bill  of  the 
existing  machinery  for  that  purpose.  The 
problem  therefore  arose,  which  the  Go- 
vernment, I  suppose,  have  faced,  though 
they  have  not  told  us  anything  about  it, 
by  what  machinery  they  are  going  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  British,  and, 
indeed,  in  this  matter,  of  the  Irish  tax- 
payer also.  This  must  have  been 
present  to  their  minds  in  formulating 
their  plan.  Do  they  mean  to  go  back  to 
the  original  and  costly  system  by  the 
abolition  of  which  some  20  or  30  years 
ajro  £20,000  a  vear  has  been  saved  ? 
If  they  do  not  mean  to  do  that,  what  do 
they  mean  to  do  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  was 
very  considerate  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  assimic  that  I  was 
ignorant  of  this  particular  detail.  But  it 
so  happens  that  I  am  myself  the  author 
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change.  I  tbiuk  m  far  back  ns 
GOSCHEK  :    I  think  it  was  iu 

W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  a 
nore  imporlaut  chaugc,  which  I 
ilways  regretted,  was  moUe  in 
vheu  the  eiitire  general  cburge  of 
Qstahiilary  Force  was  put  on  tlie 
iUated  Fund  insteail  of  one-half 
iiig  provided  in  Ireland.      But  in 

was  represented  to  mo  by  an  ex- 
pubiic  servant,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Revenue,  that  an  economy  might 
ie  with  great  administrative  aU- 
B  to  the  Service — and  that 
ly  was,  I  tbink,  considerably  more 
e  right  hon.  Geutlemau  hae  stated 
>e,  for  it  wax  something  like 
I)  a  year — by  tbe  aboHtioD  of  llie 

Coij^ilabulary,  and  by  ibe  transfer 
r  duties  to  tbe  regular  Imperial 
bnlary.  I  made  tbe  change,  and 
I  no  doubt  that  it  bas  been  succesH- 
d  that  tbe  duties  have  beeu  dis- 
I  by  the  Constabulary  with  per- 
tisfaction  to  tbe  authorities.  I 
ulmit  that  the  question  raised  by 
ht  hon.  Gentleman  iu  respect  of 
llection  of  the  Imperial  Revenue 
local  police  is  one  which  may  re- 
omc  consideration,  but  it  is  not  an 
nt   or   pressing   question    at    tbe 

time.  There  can  only  be  county 
inder  some  coimty  local  govern- 
r  some  local  goverumetit  in  county 
>utside  tbe  areas  of  the  Munici- 
No    such    areas    liave    l>een 

or  authorities  constituted  under 
iliere  <'oiild  be  police,  and,  there- 
Itbough  I  tee\  the  force  of  tbe 
,  tliesc  cbanges  must  l>e  made 
tbe  question  <;an  be  <^ousidered  as 
ical  one.  The  right  bon.  Gentle- 
ts  said    that    this    machinery  will 

the  collection  of  the  Imperial 
le.  But  the  Irisli  interest  iu  this 
on  will  continue,  1)ecause  t wo- 
of that  Revenue  will  coustilute 
ad,  from  wbicb  the  cbarges  of 
lovernment  iu  Ireland  are  to  he 
or  substantially  met.  I  do  not 
uudcr  these  circumstances,  that 
le    bas   come    for   giving    a    final 

upon    tbe    modifications    iu    the 

arrangemeuts  wbicb  will  have  to 
e  to  secure  the  repression  of  illegal 
:ion  when  the  proper  time  arises, 
r.  fF.  E.  Giadtlone 


Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Amiagb 
N.)  said,  it  was  somewhat  iaterestiog  t 
him  to  regard  the  digerence  with  whici 
tbe  Prime  Minister  treated  bis  Irisl 
allies  in  the  matter  of  the  collection  d 
the  Revcune  and  the  way  in  which  th 
right  bon.  Gentleman  treated  tbem  •<> 
other  occasions.  When  it  was  a  matte 
of  protecting  the  rights  of  tbe' Irisl 
miuorily,  or  a  matter  of  retaining  tb 
Imperial  supremacy,  the  Prime  Ministc 
entirely  confided  in  hon.  Gentlemen  beloi 
the  Gangway,  and  it  weut  to  bis  heart  t 
hear  any  doubts  cast  upon  tbem.  Bu 
when  it  came  to  what  tbe  right  hoi 
Gentleman,  no  doubt,  considered  to  b 
the  far  more  interesting  question  of  th 
collection  of  tbe  Revenue  bis  attitud 
towards  the  Nationalist  Memberscbaiigei: 
Tbe  Prime  Minister's  position  on  th 
sub-section  which  the  hou.  Member  fo 
Waterford  proposod  to  omit  showed  tha 
there  lingered  in  the  raiud  of  iherigb 
bon.  Gentleman  a  certain  doubt  as  to  th 
willingness,  or  possibly  as  to  tlie  capacity 
of  the  future  Irish  Government  to  satis 
factorily  fulfil  tiie  functions  of  cotlectin] 
tbe  English  tribute.  It  was  a  matter  o 
perfect  indifFcreuce  to  him  if  Home  Rul 
ever  were  granted  whether  the  tribut 
was  collected  or  not.  So  far  as  be  wa 
concerned,  he  hoped  it  would  cease  altc 
getbcr.  He  thought  that  beiug  betrayo 
was  bad  enough,  but  paying  tbe  betntye 
was  still  worse.  But  it  was  tutereatinj 
now  to  learn  that  Ibe  right  bon.  Gentle 
man  bad  not  got  the  faintest  idea  in  th 
world  as  to  how  the  collection  of  tbi 
tribute  was  to  be  made.  There  was  do 
to  be  establisbc<]  iu  Dublin  a  FtwIotL*! 
Guard,  but  there  was  to  be  establish«< 
in  Ireland  a  local  police.  The  right  bou 
Gentleman  knew  a  great  deal,  but  he  tlii 
not,  he  thought,  know  very  much  o 
Ireland,  for  if  be  did  be  would  not  lool 
to  the  local  jwlice  of  Clare  or  Keir; 
to  collect  the  tribute  which  was  to  flaal 
tbe  pockets  of  the  haled  Saxon.  U 
did  not  interfere  in  the  Debate  becau» 
he  inclined  to  the  one  course  or  tli< 
other  course.  Il  was  a  matl«r  of  indif 
ference  to  him.  He  should  ueitbe 
support  the  bon.  Member  for  Waterfor 
nor  vole  for  the  Govemmenl.  Tbi*  wa 
one  of  those  family  quarrels  which  sMoe 
times  occurred  uow,  notwiihatandiog  tin 
union  of  hearts,  but  which  led  to  nothing 
Hon.  Members  below  tbe  GangwKi 
would  acceijt    any   re-arraugetneni  tbt 
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leave  this  Imperial  Parliament  the  power 
of  fixing  all  Excise,  Customs,  and  Postal 
Rates,  and  the  rest  of  the  clause  would 
give  to  the  Irish  Exchequer  two-thirds 
of  the  Revenue ;  therefore  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  argument  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  fell  to  the  ground.  The 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  was  that  the 
Irish  Legislature  should  at  once  have 
the  control  of  all  its  own  taxation, 
with  the  exception  of  the  fixing 
of  the  Customs,  Excise,  and  Postal 
Rates  ;  and  so  far  as  his  hon.  Friend,  him- 
self, and  those  who  agreed  with  him 
were  concerned,  they  regarded  it  as  a 
matter  of  first-rate  importance.  He 
would  not  dwell  upon  the  fact  that  the 
keeping  from  the  Irish  Legislature,  even 
for  a  definite  period  of  six  years,  the 
control  of  all  its  taxes  was  a  humiliating 
proposal.  He  would  not  dwell  upon  that, 
because  it  was  self-evident,  and  he 
looked  forward  with  great  apprehension 
as  to  what  might  take  place  in  such  a 
state  of  things  both  in  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland  and  outside  its  walls  ;  but 
he  would  dwell  upon  the  fact  that 
the  keeping  away  from  the  Irish 
Legislature  the  power  of  controlling  all 
its  taxes  for  six  years  would  gravely 
hamper  the  Irish  Legislature  in  the 
management  of  Irish  affairs.  For 
instance,  supposing,  under  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  Bill,  somehow  or  other,  by  a 
miscalculation  in  the  Returns,  by  an 
enormous  amount  added  to  the  pension 
list  in  respect  of  the  Civil  Service  and 
Police,  a  deficit  occurred,  they  would  be 
absolutely  unable  to  make  up  that  de- 
ficit, because  they  would  have  no  control 
over  the  existing  taxes  in  Ireland.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  they 
would  have  power  under  the  Bill  to  levy 
new  taxes  he  begged  to  assure  him  that 
his  (Mr.  Clancy's)  conviction  was  that 
he  would  be  a  bold  Minister  who  would 
propose  to  introduce  any  new  taxes  in 
Ireland  for  the  next  10  or  20  years. 
Therefore,  he  was  afraid  it  would 
hamper  and  disorganise  and  dislocate 
their  whole  system  in  Ireland,  if  they 
were  deprived  even  for  only  six  years 
of  all  control  over  their  taxation.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  collection,  not  merely 
of  Customs  and  Excise  Duties,  but  all 
other  taxes,  by  Imperial  officers  who 
were  to  be  established  all  over  Ireland  as 
ow,  would  create  a  state  of  things  likely 
>  lead  to  political  friction,  and  he  was 
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borne  out  in  this  by  the  words  of  the 
prime  Minister.  In  introducing  the 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  desirability  of  keeping  Imperial 
officers  as  much  as  possible  out  of  con- 
nection with  the  internal  affairs  of  Ireland. 
Instead  of  doing  anything  to  keep  them 
out  of  such  connection,  for  the  next  six 
years — the  most  critical  period  in  the  whole 
history  of  Ireland,  the  time  when  Home 
Rule  would  be  on  its  trial — ^Imperial 
officers  would  be  then,  as  now,  diving 
into  all  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  he  was 
afraid  the  result  would  be  political  diffi- 
culty and  friction.  He  admitted  there 
was  one  consideration  that  would  weigh 
with  himself  in  accepting  this  clause,  and 
that  was  the  doubtful  character  of  the 
Financial  Returns.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  There 
was  no  doubt  about  that ;  everyone  ad- 
mitted it,  and  the  Government  had  prac- 
tically admitted  it  by  offering  a  Royal 
Commission  to  ascertain  the  facts.  Con- 
sidering that  fact,  he  sometimes  thought 
it  would  be  better  for  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  until  they  knew  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  But  a  considera- 
tion like  that  did  not  outweigh  the  other 
considerations  to  which  he  had  referred  ; 
and  believing  that  it  did  not  out- 
weigh them,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  aud 
learned  Member  for  Wat  erf  ord  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Redmond).  The  proposal  of  the  Goveni* 
ment  was  that  for  six  years  the  control 
of  the  taxation  should  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  aud 
that  it  should  have  power  to  control  and 
alter  the  taxation  of  Ireland  ;  but  that  it 
should  hand  back  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  its 
own  business  two-thirds  of  that  taxa- 
tion. As  a  British  taxpayer,  and  as  a 
friend  of  Ireland,  he  objected  to  that 
arrangement.  He  thought  it  wouhl 
work  evil  to  both  the  Imperial  (yovem* 
ment,  aud  the  Government  sitting  id 
Dublin.  It  must  necessarily  hamper  the 
action  of  any  Chancellor  of  the  Kx« 
chequer  there,  because  he  would  have  to 
consider  an  entirelv  new  state  of  circum- 
stances  in  any  dealings  he  might  have  to 
take  in  the  annual  review  of  the  finances* 
It  was  said  by  the  Chancellor  of  tli« 
Exchequer  yesterday  that  oven  now,    in 
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dealing  irith  the  finances  of  the  Empire, 
he  liad  to  consider  their  eflfect  on  Ire- 
land, and  that  the  Representatives  of 
that  couDtrj  would  have  a  good  deal  to 
saj  with  regard  to  any  proposed  change. 
That  was  true ;  but  there  was  this  en- 
tirely new  feature  introduced — that  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  considering  the  effect 
of  any  alteration  of  the  taxes,  must '  not 
only  consider  how  that  alteration  would 

w 

affect  the  different  classes  of  taxpayers, 
but  he  must  consider  what  effect  it  would 
have  on   the   balance   at    the    disposal 
of  the    Irish    Government.      Hitherto, 
whatever     change     was    made    in    the 
taxes     the     Irish     administration     was 
bound  to  be  carried  on,  and  the  money 
would  have  to  be  found  for  it.     But  now 
it  would  have  no  effect  whatever  on  the 
expenditure    in   Ireland  if  the   duty  on 
tea  or  spirits   or   any   other   source   of 
Revenue   was   reduced.      If    they   were 
going  to  allot  two-thirds  of  the  Revenue 
derived  from  Ireland  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  Irish  Government  they  would  have 
to  consider,   whenever  any  change  was 
made  in  the  taxes,  how  that  two-thirds 
would  enable  the  Government  of  Ireland 
to  be   carried    on.     That   was   a   new 
thought,  a   new  complexity,  a  new  em- 
barrassment, in  dealing  with  the  taxation 
of  the  Kingdom.     They  could  not  make 
changes  they  might  otherwise  desire  to 
nmkc,  because  it  would  disorganise  the 
Irish  balances.     But  if,  instead  of  giving 
the  Irish  Government  two-thirds  of  the 
Revenue  from  Ireland,  they  resolved  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  quota  which 
the  Irish  Government  should  pay — that 
was   that  the  Irish  Government  should 
pay  a   fixed   sum   to  the   Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, the  embarrassment  of  the  Irish 
Exchequer    would   be   greater,   because 
then  the  diminution  of  the  Irish  Revenue 
would  not  apply  to  two-thirds,  but  to  the 
whole.     In  his  opinion  the  only  way  to 
reserve  to  themselves  liberty  of  action  in 
respect  of  Imperial  taxation,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  keep  themselves  free  from 
embarrassment  would  be  to  assign  to  the 
Irish  Government  not  the  two-thirds,  or 
not   what   would   remain    after   a   fixed 
quota  was  paid,  but  to  assign   to    them 
what  might  be  necessary  for  the  purposes 
of  government  and  take  the  remainder. 
Then  they  would  be  at  liberty  to  deal 
with  the  taxation  of  the  country,  and  a 
fixed   qnota  would  be  left  to  the  Irish 


Government.  The  proposed  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  Irish  finances  took 
away  from  the  Irish  Government 
the  prime  motive  for  economy.  It 
was  said  that  the  Irish  Government 
would  have  ample  stores  of  money  if  it 
exercbed  due  prudence ;  but  to  what 
purpose  would  it  exercise  due  prudence  ? 
It  was  the  glory  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  remit  taxation.  No  pru- 
deace  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer — and  he  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  would  be  keenly  alive  to 
this  argument  —  no  prudence  would 
enable  the  Irish  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  remit  taxation.  He  would  have 
no  motive  to  do  so.  He  would  have 
to  spend  to  the  limit  that  was  assigned  to 
him  ;  and  the  scheme  of  the  Government, 
while  it  would  embarrass  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  would  not  tend  to  develop 
that  virtue  which  his  right  hou.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  relied  on. 
He  would  pass  from  that  point  to  the 
third  line  of  consideration,  which  involved 
perpetual  difficulties  between  the  two 
countries.  How  could  they  get  rid  of 
the  difficulties  of  Irish  finance  when  the 
Irish  Representatives  in  that  House 
could  raise  the  question  in  certain  respects 
every  year,  and  year  by  year  ?  and  evil 
must  result  between  the  two  countries  if 
this  proposed  dual  arrangement  was 
started.  In  a  previous  speech  he 
made  an  observation  which  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  repeating.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  peaceful,  easy,  and 
smooth  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  her  Colonies  was  owing  to  the 
absence  of  any  pecuniary  relations.  He 
had  also  referred  to  the  experience  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  absolutely 
free  from  all  pecuniary  relations  between 
the  Federal  and  the  State  Government. 
If  the  Government  introduced  a  system 
of  pecuniary  arrangement  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  a  system  liable  to 
revision  and  change,  they  would  be 
creating  a  source  of  corruption  and  of 
perpetual  intrigue.  He  was  glad  to  see 
the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Blake) 
in  his  place,  and  he  would  challenge  him 
to  question  the  accuracy  of  the  statement 
he  was  about  to  make,  that  the  historv 
of  Canada  was  full  of  warnings  in  this 
respect.  Sir  John  Macdonald  was  a 
clever  manager  of  men  and  an  able 
manipulator  of  political  issues  ;  but  Sir 
John  Macdonald*s  success  in  carrying  out 
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his  objects  and  the  security  he  had  arose 
from  the  waj  in  which  he  went  from 
Province  to  Province  offering  them  sub- 
ventions of  money.  The  history  of 
Canada  was  pregnant  as  to  the  evil  of  a 
system  of  pecuniary  relations  between  a 
central  and  a  subordinate  Government, 
and  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand  gave  a 
lesson  of  the  same  kind.  The  Govern- 
ment was  rushing,  without  considering 
what  experience  taught  them,  into  setting 
up  in  Ireland  a  system  the  evils  of  which 
had  been  demonstrated  elsewhere.  If 
they  were  to  accept  Home  Rule,  and  if 
a  separate  Parliament  was  to  be  set  up 
in  Dublin,  the  only  way  to  do  it  was  to 
make  a  clean  cut  fiscally  between  the 
Exchequers  of  the  two  Kingdoms.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
was  in  favour  of  the  unity  of  trade  ;  but 
the  unity  of  trade  was  not  worth  keeping 
if  it  must  be  kept  by  a  corrupt  arrange- 
ment between  England  and  Ireland. 
The  sincere  and  outspoken  Leaders  of 
the  Home  Rule  movement  demanded 
freedom  in  respect  to  taxation  and  trade, 
and  the  best  interests  of  this  country 
required  that  that  demand  should  be 
acceded  to  if  the  Government  was  going 
to  make  the  false  step  of  setting  up 
Home  Rule  in  Ireland.  But  he  believed 
they  would  not  settle  the  Home  Rule 
Question  in  that  Parliament,  or  perhaps 
the    next  :   but    if  the  constituencies 
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insisted  on  the  setting  up  of  Home  Rule, 
let  the  opportunity  be  availed  of  of  going 
back  to  the  scheme  of  1886  or  some 
modification  of  it  that  would  leave  them 
free,  leave  them  untainted,  and  that 
would  give  Ireland  an  opportunity  of 
working  out  its  future  free  from  the  cor-^ 
ruption  and  taint  which  would  affect  it 
also  under  the  present  financial  scheme. 

•Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  N.)  :  It 
is  not  to  be  denied,  it  needs  no 
precedent  to  prove,  that  complicated 
or  intimate  financial  relations  between 
^subordinate  and  central  Governments 
afford  opportunities  of  evil  which  do 
not  exist  in  the  absence  of  these  relations. 
But  I  think  it  is  not  to  be  denied 
either  that  it  is  possible  to  achieve 
objects  which  are  in  the  best  in- 
terests of  both  Islands  without  en- 
countering all  the  <langers  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  and  which, 
I  think,  he  has  immensely  exaggerated. 
It  is  strange  to  hear  from  the  Benches 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sits  the 
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suggestion  that  the  true  method  of  Home 
Rule  is  one  which  should  separate  the 
trade  relations  of  the  two  Islands;  because 
— wisely,  as  I  believe — with  reference  to 
the  first  cast  of  the  Bill   of  1886,  the 
most  cogent  objection  taken,  apart  from 
the  question  of  representation  here,  was 
the  objection  indicated  at  a  time  when  it 
was    thought    that    there   might    l)e    a 
separate  Custom  and   Excise   Revenue, 
and  thus  a  possible  separation  of  trade, 
with  Protection  in  Ireland.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    has    stated    that    the 
candid  Hbme  Ruler  is  saying  ho  is  not 
satisfied  with  the  present  arrangement  as 
to    trade    relations,    and    that    it   must 
be  changed.     But  so  long  ago  as  1886, 
when  the  Bill  assumed   in  that  respect 
the  form  in  which  it  came  before  Parlia- 
ment,  the    Leader   of  the   Irish    Party 
accepted  fully  and  frankly  the  proposition 
that^  for  the  purpose  of  trade  and  com- 
merce, the  Islands  should  be  one.     Since 
that  time,  up  till  now,   that  view    has 
been  accepted  and  adopted  by  those  who, 
from  the  Sister  Island,  do  advocate  Home 
Rule.      I    regard   as   a  cardinal    point  ; 
I  have  regarded   it  as  even  more  in  the 
real  interests  of  Ireland  than  in  those  of 
Great  Britain,  that  there  should  be  ab- 
solute freedom  of  trade  between  these  com- 
munities.    The  feeling  in  Ireland  which 
subsisted  with  reference  to  that  subject 
was,  as  we  all  know,  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  power  of  Britain  had  in  former  years 
been  used  with  different  trade  notions  and 
different  views,  in  a  manner  absolutely 
impossible  to  conceive  of  revival    now. 
That  real  freedom  and  community  of  traite 
are  best  secured  by  the  present  plan  is  ao 
obvious  proposition.  I  say  that  regarding 
this   as   a  cardinal   point,  and  adopting 
the  views  which   the  Liberal  Unionists 
in  1886  took  upon  that  subject,  and  which 
largely  moulded  the  legislation  of  1886 
and  1893,  it  becomes  obvious  that  here, 
and  here  alone,  must  centre  the  legislation 
with   reference  to  trade,  and,  therefore, 
the  legislation  on  Customs  and  £xci$ew 
If  that  is  so,  since  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  with  reference  to  Ireland  a    large 
portion  of  the  public  resources  necessary  to 
meet  her  Public  Local  Expenditure  mu!^ 
be  derived  from  Customs  and  Excise,  since 
it  is  out  of  the  question  to  suggest  increased 
direct  taxation  to  any  large  extent  as  a 
means  of   Revenue,  it   is   obvious    that 
we  are  obliged  to  face  the  difficulty   to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes* 
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difficulty  would  be  removed.     But  Irish 
Members  will  not  come  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer   and   say,  *'  We   will 
give  you   our  votes   if  you  make  light 
railways."      What     they    will    say    is, 
"  The  country  wants  light  railways  ;    in- 
crease  the    amount    of    money  we  get 
from  Imperial  taxation  or   we  will  not 
support  you."     The  danger  only  changes 
in     form  ;    the    corruption    is  precisely 
the   same.     Most  of  us   know  how  the 
most  united  families  may  be  riven  asunder 
by  a  wretched  quarrel  over  a  paltry  sum 
of  money.     Is  not  that  more  likely  to  be 
the  case  where  the  members  of  a  family 
are  not  joined  together  by  the  closest  and 
most   long-standing     family    affection  ? 
One  of  the  most  remarkable  parts  of  the 
speech  of  the    right   hon.  Member    for 
Bodmin    was  that  in  w^ich  he  pointed 
out  that  the  motives  of  economy  would,  to 
a  great  extent,  be  absent  in  Ireland  under 
the  proposed    system.     The  right    hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  one  of  a  series  of 
dangers,  all  analogous  in  their  character, 
which    would   arise    from   Irish  finance 
being    bound    hand    and    foot    by  this 
arrangement.      The    hon.    Member   for 
Longford    said    that    all     Irish    Home 
Rulers   were    agreed    that  this  kind  of 
control  must  be  exercised  by  this  House 
over  Irish  finance  ;  but  he  evidently  did 
not  hear  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Dublin,  who  pointed  out  what 
confusion  must  follow,   both   inside  and 
outside    the    Irish    Legislature,    if    the 
scheme  of  the   Government  were  carried 
out.     I  cannot  doubt  that  in  this  case  the 
Member  for  North   Dublin  was  a  true 
prophet.     The  position  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment would  be  absolutely  intolerable 
under  this  Bill.     The  Irish   Government 
could  not  possibly  carry  out  works  which 
were  necessary  without  a  large  capital  at 
their  hand,  and  they  could  not  get  a  large 
capital  out  of  the  produce  of  taxation  or 
out  of  the  £500,000  surplus  so  generously 
given   to   them  at    the  expense  of    the 
British   taxpayer.      They    must,   there- 
fore, get  the  money  by  borrowing ;  and 
on   what  security  would   they  borrow  ? 
Under     what      I     will    call    the    Feb- 
ruary   scheme    there  were    the    Income 
Tax  and  other  sources  of  taxation  which 
the    Irish     Government     might      have 
hypothecated,  but  now  the  whole  control 
over  taxation  is  taken  out  of  their  hands, 
rhey  cannot  tonch  the  Customs  ;  they 
zannot  touch  Income  Tax  ;    they  cannot 
touch  the  Stamps.  It  is  quite  true  that  they 
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have  a  right  to  two-thirds  of  the  taxation 
in  Ireland ;  but  all  that  taxation  is  deter- 
mined not  by  them,  but  by  the  British 
Parliament.  The  Irish  Legislature  can- 
not turn  to  one  single  source  of  Revenue 
with  a  view  of  borrowing  in  the  English 
market  for  any  purpose  whatever.  Who 
would  lend  money  upon  an  income  which 
was  not  in  the  control  of  the  borrower  ? 
That  is  only  one  of  many  illustration* 
made  in  the  preceding  Debate  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  this  evening ; 
and  if  in  the  vote  we  are  about  to  give  1 
had  merely  to  consider  how  this  system 
would  work  in  Ireland,  and  how  it  would 
affect  the  Legislatures  in  Ireland  and 
in  England,  I  should  not  hesitate  to 
support  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Waterford.  But  I  do  not  mean  to 
give  that  vote.  We  have  something 
more  to  consider  than  the  ease  and  f  ntore 
government  of  the  Irish  Legislature. 
My  own  view  is  that  we  are  trying  an 
impossible  experiment,  and,  for  my  part> 
I  wish  to  see  it  tri^,  if  at  all,  on  the 
smallest  scale  possible.  The  scheme  is 
an  impossible  one,  but  we  are  met  by 
these  antagonistic  impossibilities  on 
every  clause  of  the  Bill.  We  have 
always  got  to  consider  on  every  proposal 
of  the  Government  whether  the  impossi- 
bility on  the  right  is  or  is  not  worse  thsD 
the  impossibility  on  the  left.  One  of 
them  we  have  to  choose,  and  we  have  to 
estimate  the  comparative  degrees  of  ab* 
surdity  which  we  are  compelled  to 
swallow  by  the  legislative  speculators 
who  promote  this  Bill.  Though  with 
some  hesitation  and  reluctance,  I  choose- 
the  absurdity  which  gives  least  power  to 
the  Irish  Legislative  Assembly.  On  the 
whole,  I  am  disposed  to  think  the  least 
intolerable  course  to  be  pursued  is  either 
to  abstain  from  voting  altogether  or  to 
support  the  Government  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Waterford. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  question  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  tlae 
security  which  the  Irish  Grovemment 
might  have  to  give  for  loans  is  not  one 
which  arises  on  the  present  Amendment. 
It  is  a  question  relating  to  a  surplus 
which  they  may  have  from  income.  It  i» 
presumed  that  they  should  have  a  surplus^ 
and  certainly  if  you  have  not  a  sorplns 
you  would  not  have  a  good  seroritjr  to 
offer  for  loans,  and  the  surplns,  frotn 
whatever  source  it  may  come,  will  hi^^^« 
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Ui  be  provided.      That   question  ariees 
hereafter.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  pointed  his  speech 
against  the  Bill  at    large,   against   the 
principle  of  Home  Rule,  and  he  conceived 
he  was  making  a   point   against  Home 
Rule.    I  consider  the  drift  of  his  speech 
was   a    condemnation    of     the    present 
STstem.     He  said  under  Home  Rule  the 
Irish  Members  would  use  their  oppor- 
tunities    to     corruptly      influence     the 
Government   with    regard    to    the    con- 
tribation   of   Ireland    towards    Imperial 
Expenditure.     We  have  now  103  Mem- 
bers in  this  House ;    and    if    the  Irish 
Members    are     inclined     to     use    their 
influence  corruptly,   they'   could  use   it 
now;  the  only  difference  is  that  now  you 
have  103  Members  who  could  use  their 
influence     every    day     throughout    the 
Session,  while  under  Home  Rule  there 
will  only  be  80  Members,  and  they  will 
only  have  an   opportunity  of  using  their 
inflnence  corruptly  with   regard    to    the 
Irish  contribution    once  in   three  years. 
I  think  that  would  be  a  great  relief,  and 
would   greatly    reduce  the    opportunity 
for  using  the   influence  which  the  right 
^D.  Gentleman  fears.      Sir,  perhaps  it 
is  time  now  to  turn  for  a  moment  to  the 
Amendment.  I  would  say,  before  coming 
to   it,    that     the    Unionist   Members — 
^'Specially  those  from  Ireland — are  in  the 
babit  of  charging   the  Irish  people  and 
their  Representatives  with  bad  faith,  or, 
at  least,  a  disposition  to  it. 

Mr.  a.   J.    BALFOUR  denied  that 
he  had  so  charged  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  No;  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  within  the  limits 
of  controversy  is  always  tolerably 
courteous.  But  I  notice  to-night  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Unionist  Party, 
who  has  so  often  charged  us  with  bad 
faith,  has  himself  introduced,  for  the 
first  time,  the  suggestion  that  Ireland 
would  be  entitled  to  repudiate  her  con- 
tribution to  the  Imperial  Revenue. 

Colonel   SAUNDERSON  :    I    did 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Not  only  that,  but 
he  closed  his  speech  by  saying  he  did  not 
care  a  farthing  about  it,  and  that  he 
would  not  assist  in  the  collection  of  the 
Imperial  Revenue.  It  was  not  from  any 
Irish  Nationalist  in  Ireland  or  elsewhere, 
but  from  an  Irish  Unionist — from  the 
Leader  of  the  Irish  Unionist  Party — un- 
less the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
aspires  to  that  position — from  the  Leader 


of  the  Irish  Unionist  Party  has  come  the 
suggestion   which   I  repudiate,  for  Ire- 
land would  not  dream  of  repudiating  the 
Parliamentary  obligations  into  which  her 
Representatives  had  entered.      As  to  the 
form  of  this  Amendment,  it  is  open  to  the 
criticism  passed  upon  it  that  if  the  sub- 
section were  omitted  Sub-section  8  would 
carry  on  the  provisional  arrangement  for 
six  years,  and  after  that  would  transfer 
the   powers  of    collection  to    the   Irish 
Parliament.     But,  undoubtedly,  a  further 
Amendment  would  be  necessary.     Now, 
Sir,  in  considering  this  we  have  to  bear 
clearly  in  mind  that  this  is  a  transitional 
provision,  and  that  the  Bill  is  largely  a 
provisional  Bill.     The  Bill  proposes  that 
the     Irish      Legislature     should     enter 
gradually    into  their  powers  ;   that    the 
legislation  on  the  Land  Question  should 
be  delayed  for  three  years;  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges  shall  not  be  handed 
over  to  the  Irish  Parliament  for  six  years; 
that  the  control  of  the  Constabulary  until 
their  dissolution  shall  remain  in  Imperial 
hands,  and  that  some  of  the  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  especially  with  regard 
to  the  alteration  of  the  constituencies,  shall 
not  be  exercised  for  six  years.      I  say  if 
it  was  proposed  permanently,  or  for  any 
extended  period  of  time,  to  withhold  from 
the     Irish     Legislature    the    power    of 
taxation  or  from  the  Irish  Executive  the 
function  of  the  collection  of  the  Revenue, 
I  would  not  countenance  any  such  change 
in  the  scheme ,  because  I  believe  that  the 
imposition  and  collection  of  taxation  are 
a    necessary    part    of    any    scheme    of 
autonomy,  and,  tlierefore,  the  withholding 
of  these  powers  and  functions  could  onl}- 
be  countenanced  for  a  temporary  period 
and   having   regard    to   the    provisional 
character  of  the  Bill.     I  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  in  the  Bill  of  1886 
the  provision  was  that  all  Irish  Revenue 
should     be    collectetl    by    an    Imperial 
officer.     And  upon    the   question  of  the 
collection  I  am  disposed  to  think  that  for 
the  first  few  years  of  its  existence  the 
Irish    Legislature    will    be    abundantly 
occupied    with    more    urgent   questions 
which  call  for  legislative  action,  and  per- 
haps   more    especially    with   regard    to 
reform  of  the  administrative  system  in 
Ireland,  and  that  thev  will  lose  nothing 
particular   by  not   having   placed    upon 
them    the    function    of    collecting    the 
Revenue.     It  is  no  disparagement  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  withhold  this  func- 
tion for  a  limited  term  of  years,  because 
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the  Bill  contains  an  explicit  enactment 
that  power  over  the  imposition  and  collec- 
tion of  Revenue  shall  pass  to  the  Irish 
Legislature  at  the  end  of  the  term,  and 
there  is  no  disparagement  in  the  partial 
retention  due  to  the  principle  of  expe- 
diency. There  is  some  financial  gain — not 
very  considerable  it  is  true,  but  it  may 
be  material  to  the  Irish  Parliament  in  its 
early  days — in  allowing  the  collection  of 
Revenue  to  remain  in  Imperial  hands  for 
a  term  of  six  years.  Ireland  pays  62 
per  cent,  of  the  cost  of  collecting  the 
Revenues.  If  Ireland  collected  the 
Revenue  for  herself  and  debited  Great 
Britain  with  the  cost  of  collecting  her 
half  the  net  cost  to  Ireland  would  be 
£115,000. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE: 
£120  000. 

Mb.  sexton  :  She  pays  £95,000 
under  the  present  scheme  ;  therefore  she 
^ains,  by  letting  Imperial  officers  collect 
it,  the  sum  of  £25,000  a  year.  It  is  not 
a  great  sum.  It  is  not  £230,000,  as 
gentlemen  opposite  who  have  not  gone 
into  the  figures  seem  to  think.  I  think 
that  sum  of  £25,000  is  of  some  import- 
ance in  the  first  years  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. Then  as  to  the  fiscal  effect  of 
the  collection  of  these  taxes.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  is  aware  that 
under  the  plan  of  1886,  under  the  plan 
of  February  last,  and  under  the  present 
plan,  the  fiscal  unity  of  the  Three  King- 
doms is  preserved.  That  is  to  say,  the 
imposition  of  Customs  and  Excise  re- 
mains in  the  hands  of  the  Imperial 
authority.  Customs  and  Excise  are  five- 
sixths  of  the  Revenue  of  Ireland  ;  there- 
fore, if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  carry  his  Amendment,  the  only  fiscal 
efi^ect  would  be  that  Ireland,  if  she  wanted 
money,  could  only  raise  it  by  increasing  the 
Death  Duties  or  the  Income  Tax.  With 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties,  and  more 
especially  with  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax,  the  Irish  Parliament,  as  contended 
by  some  hon.  Members,  might  act  op- 
pressively or  unjustly  with  regard  to 
certain  classes  iu  Ireland,  and  I  am  not 
at  all  sorry  to  say  here  that  I  think  it  is 
no  harm  for  us  to  agree  that  the  power 
of  levying  these  taxes  for  six  years 
should  not  be  transferred  to  us,  so  that 
the  Irish  Parliament,  whatever  general 
course  it  takes,  may  be  able  to  give 
security  to  those  classes  in  Ireland  who 
fear  unjust  treatment  that  it  has  no  such 
intention   as  they  apprehend.     Suppose 

Mr,  Sexton 


the    Irish    Parliament    wanted  to  raise 
money,  would  they  do  it  by  raising  the 
Income  Tax  or  the  Death  Duties  ?    I 
think,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  would  be  very  unlikely  to  ia- 
crease  the  Revenue  at  all.     The  Re  venae 
is  already  oppressive.     The  Revenue  of 
Ireland  is  ah*eady  double  what   is  indi- 
cated by  the  yield  of  the  direct  taxation, 
and  it  is  four  times  what  is  indicated  by 
Mr.  Gifien's  calculation.     I  think  it  is 
extremely  unlikely,  then,  that  the  Irish 
Legislature  in  the  first  years  of  its  ex- 
istence   would    resort   to  any  new  tax 
whatever,  or  any  increase  of  the  present 
taxes.     But  if  they  did,  I  see  no  great 
difference,  I  confess,  between  raising  what 
they  needed  by  increasing   the  Income 
Tax  or  the  Death  Duties,  and  raising  it 
by  new  taxes.  If  they  require  additional 
Revenue  it  will  be  open  to  them  to  raise 
it  by  a  new  tax,  and  I  see  little  difierence 
between  the  one  and  the  other.    There  is 
an  important   political  effect  connected 
with  this  scheme,  and  I  say  it  is  superior 
to  every  scheme  that  has  gone  before  it. 
This  is  the  first  scheme  that  has  given 
both  Parties — both  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment  and   the   Irish  Govemmont — and 
the  British  people  and  the  Irish  people  a 
direct  interest  in  keeping  up  the  Revenue. 
Neither  the  plan  of  1886  nor  the  plan  of 
February  last   gave   both  Governments 
and  both  peoples  an  interest  iu  keeping 
up   the    Revenue,   and   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman   the  Prime  Minister  gave  a 
conclusive  reply   to  the  Leader  of   the 
Opposition  when  he  said  that  that  interest 
is   a   better  protection   with    regard   to 
smuggling  and  illicit  distillation,  or  any 
frauds   upon    the  Revenue,    than    coold 
possibly  be  secured  by  any    preventive 
law.     What  is  the  political  effect  of  this 
scheme,   and   especially   of   the    present 
section  ?     Has  the  Committee  observed 
that    since    the    promulgation     of    this 
scheme  we  have  not  heard  a  single  word 
or  syllable  about  Ulster?  A  most  curioiu 
silence,   a  most  instructive    silence,  ba« 
succeeded  all  the  reverberating^  eloquence 
of  the  last  six  months.     What    is  \hc 
secret  of  the  silence  ?     Of  course,  it  can 
no  longer  be  said  that  during  the  first  six 
years  we  shall  oppress  the  monied  classes 
by  Deathj||^|B  or  Income  Tax.     There 
is  sometniu^flWe  important  still.     The 
burden  of  tie  thiB^^  ^^  certain  L^oionisti 
in  Ulster  w^s  thJt.^^y  'Would  resist  th« 
payment  of  the  QdKf^^^  taxes  in  Irdawl. 
It  was  very  easj  |^L*^K^t   that,  and  it 
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the  hou.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  also  spoken  for  them  ;  but 
one    branch    of    the    Irish    Party   was 
going     to     vote    for    the    Grovernment, 
and    the    other   against    it,    so   that   it 
was  difficult  to  know  what  the  views  of 
the  Irish  people  were.     The  two  Irish 
Members  who  had  spoken  were   to   be 
thanked  for  their  candid  outspokenness. 
The  hou.  Member  who  had  just  sat  ilown 
had    spoken    of    the   opinion   of    "the 
civilised  world  ; "  but  he  might  depend 
upon  it  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
would  do  what  they  thought  best,  irre- 
spective  of  outside   opinion,  which  the 
hon.  Member  summed  up  as  that  of  '^  the 
civilised   Vorld."     The    British    people 
were  not  to  be  threatened  in  that  manner. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  "  Ire- 
land's *'  struggle  for  liberty.     Well,  he 
(Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  thought  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  were  beginning  to  see 
through  all  these  phrases.     If  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  years  gone  by  no 
doubt  there  would  have  been  something 
in  what  he  said.     The  sea  did  not  go 
down  when  the  wind  ceased,  and  no  doubt 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  feeling  remain- 
ing from  the  past  history  of  Ireland.  That 
feeling  he  had  shared,  but  he  would  like 
to  see  it  disappear  now  that  the  causes 
which  legitimately  gave  rise  to  it  had 
passed  away.     There  was  now  no  liberty 
which    Great   Britain   po88e3sed    which 
was  not  enjoyed  bj  Ireland.     The  British 
people   were   beginning  to  see   through 
fill  this  talk  aboil t  Irish  liberty,  and  to 
find  that  Ireland  not  only  possessed  all 
the  liberty  that  England  possessed,  but  a 
^eat  many  advantages  besides.     As  to 
Ulster,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  would  have 
something  to  say  to  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  proposed  to  hand  the  Ulster  people 
over  to  the  proposed  Irish  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  must  remember  that 
the  Government  majority  at  the  present 
moment  was  purely  accidental.     It  was 
^ined  not  on  Home  Rule,  but  on  other 
matters.    [  Cries  of  "  Question  !  "]    The 
boD.  Member  must  remember  that  every 
Division  in  Committee  showed  that  there 
was   a   majority  of  the   British   Repre- 
sentatives against  the  Government.     The 
British   people  had  put  up  with  many 

threats [CWc«  of  **  Question  !  "] 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  The  right  hon. 
M^ember  says  I  have  used  threats.  I 
^PFOuld  not  be  bothered  threatening  him. 


The  chairman  :  The  Question 
before  the  Committee  is  as  to  the  collec- 
tion of  taxes  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  I  am  sure, 
Sir,  you  will  allow  me  to  reply  to  speeches 
on  the  other  side. 

The  chairman  :  No  ;  not  if  those 
speeches  were  out  of  Order.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  justified  in  his 
present  line  of  argument. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
that  being  so,  they  were  very  awkwardly 
placed — if  speeches  were  made  and 
Members  were  not  permitted  to  reply  to 
them.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  gave  the  Committee 
some  insight  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  manufactured.  They  saw 
a  fresh  step  in  the  genesis  of  the  measure 
almost  every  time  the  hon.  Member 
spoke.  He  had  said  that  the  Ulster 
people  would  resist  the  payment  of  taxes 
if  they  were  collected  by  an  Irish  autho- 
rity. The  hon.  Member  showed  practi- 
cally how  an  arrangement  had  been  made 
with  the  Government  for  the  British 
authorities  to  collect  the  taxes  so  as  to 
place  Ulster  in  the  difficult  position  of 
resisting  the  British  tax  collector.  These 
tactics  sh6wed  how  clever  the  Irish 
Members  were,  and  how  abject  and  de- 
graded was  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  degradation  was  such  as  no 
British  Government,  he  ventured  to  say 
since  the  beginning  of  the  century, 
had  ever  submitted  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  declared 
that  Ireland  paid  too  much ;  but  the 
charges  for  the  expenses  of  the  Imperial 
•  Government  were  of  fixed  quantity.  If 
they  were  not  fixed  they  increased  rather 
than  diminished,  and  every  shilling  that 
Ireland  paid  less  than  its  share  it  was 
quite  certain  must  be  made  up  by  some- 
body ;  and,  therefore,  whatever  the  Irish 
Government  did  not  pay — whether  the 
charge  upon  her  was  too  much  or  too 
little — would  have  to  be  paid  by  the 
British  taxpayer.  [^Cries  of  "Ques- 
tion ! "]  This  was  a  very  interesting 
question  to  the  British  taxpayer.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  showed  up  the  monstrous 
character  of  the  Government  proposal 
probably  as  much  as  anyAmendment  which 
had  hitherto  been  moved.  Those  who 
were  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  ought  in 
consistency  to  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
for  if  there  were  any  matters  more  than 
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— in  order  to  conciliate  a  section  of  the 
people   in   the   North    of   that   country. 
Ulster   should   be   given   to   understand 
that,   like   every   part    of    every    other 
civilised  country,  she  must  submit  to  the 
majority.     The  second  reason  that   the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  gave  was 
that  the  Irish  people  would  be  saved  a 
pretty  large  sum  of  money  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government — namely,  the 
cost  of  collecting  the  taxes,  amounting 
to  something  like  £25,000  a  year.     He 
did    not    think    the    hon.   Member   for 
North  Kerry  was  right  in  saying  that  a 
saving    of    £25,000    a    year   would   be 
effected.     Granting,  however,  that  that 
would    be    the    case,   he,   as    an    Irish 
Nationalist,   would   not    be   a   party   to 
surrendering   the    right    of    Ireland    to 
manage  her  own  taxes  for  a  money  con- 
sideration.    The  power  of  collecting  and 
managing  taxes  was  the  first  power  in 
any  self-governed  country  in  the  world, 
and      he     said      that      not     with     the 
idea    of     unnecessarily    throwing     cold 
water     on     the     scheme,    but     because 
he  believed  that  candour  was  the  best 
policy.     The  Prime  Minister  might  have 
thought  that  he  had  good  reason  for  pro- 
posing   the    present    alteration    in     his 
financial  scheme,  but  it  was  the  feeling  of 
a  large  section  of  the  Irish  people  that 
the  change  would  be  a  humiliating  thing 
to  Ireland,  as  well  as  being  a  useless  step. 
The   Bill   contained    many   restrictions. 
The  Irish  people  were  not  to  have  con- 
trol of  their  Police  for  a  stated  period,  or 
control  of  the  Judiciary  or  of  the   Land 
Question.     All  these  restrictions,  in  his 
opinion,   were  unnecessary  and  unwise, 
and   if  the  Bill  failed  it   would   be   on 
account  of  those  restrictions.     But  of  all 
the  unfortunate  restrictions  contained  in 
the  measure  this  with  regard  to  taxes 
was   the   worst.     If  the  Irish  Members 
accepted  the  proposal  they  would  lower 
themselves  in  the  estimation  of  the  people 
of  the  civilised  world,  who  sympathised 
with  the  Irish  people  in  their  struggle  for 
self-government.  He  opposed  the  scheme 
not  alone  on  its  merits,  but  because  he 
believed  that  it  would  be  the  means  very 
largely  of  wrecking  the  Bill.     He  could 
not  conceive  an  Assembly  of  Nationalists 
of  all  sections  in  Ireland   in  which  the 
Executive  had  not  control  over  the  taxes 
of  the  country.     For  himself,  he  should 
consider  it  a  humiliation  to  take  part  in 
such  an  Assembly.     A  Member  of  the 
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Irish  Parliament  might  pretend  to  be  in- 
vested with  power  ;  but  when  he  left  the 
House   the   first   tax    collector  he    met 
might  insult  him  and  treat  him  with  dis- 
respect, and  over  the  most  insignificant 
person  of  that  description  neither  he  nor 
the  Irish  Government  nor  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  have  control.  He  believed  there 
were  a  large  number  of  Irishmen  who, 
under  those  circumstances,  would  refuse 
to  take  part  in  what  might  be  termed 
such  a   mockery   of    government.      He 
made  bold  to  say  that  the  more  this  pro- 
posal was  discussed  in  the  country,  and 
the  more  it  came  home  to  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people  that  they  were  to  have 
no  control  over  their  own  *pur8e  for  six 
years — the    most   critical   part   of   their 
Parliament's  experience — there  would  be 
dissatisfaction  felt  with  the  scheme  over 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country. 
Whether  the  Amendment  was  supported 
by  few  or  many,   a   Division  would    be 
challenged  and  taken ;  and  whatever  the 
result  would  be  it  would  be  placed  on 
record  that,  at  any  rate,  some  Irishmen 
by  their   voices  and    vot^s  resisted    the 
humiliation  that  it  was  sought  to  put  on 
their  country.     The  tendency  of  the  Bill 
in  many  respects  was  to  distrust  the  Irish 
people.     A  Bill  of  this  kind,  if  properly 
amended,   would,   no   doubt,   settle    the 
quarrel  between   England   and    Ireland, 
and  clear  the  House  of  the  eternal  Irish 
Question.     It  would  make  the  people  of 
Ireland  content  and  satisfied  to  live  on 
terms  of  the  utmost  friendship  with  Eng- 
land ;  but  these  desirable  objects  could 
only  be  brought  about  in   one  way — by 
trusting   the   Irish    people    and  saying, 
"  We  believe  you  when  you  say   that  if 
we  give  you  liberty  you  will  use  it  wisely 
and  well."     But  through  this  policy   of 
restrictions  the  Bill  would  probably  fail. 
If  it  succeeded  it  would  be  in  spite  of  tlie 
restrictions.     If  he  were  the  only  person 
in  the  House  to  do  it  he  would  oppose 
this  scheme  and  support  the  Ameudment. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  sav  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  was  actuated 
by  what  he  considered  the  necessities  of 
the  case.     He  regretted   that  he  was  in 
opposition   to   that   hon.    Mem1>er ;   bat, 
certainly,  when  the  time  came  he  sbould 
challenge  a  Division. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Binning- 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  that  the  boo. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  bad 
spoken  strongly  for  the  Irish  people^  and 
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tlie  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  also  spoken  for  them  ;  but 
one   branch    of    the    Irish    Party   was 
going    to    vote    for    the    Grovernmenty 
and   the  other   against    it,   so    that   it 
was  difficult  to  know  what  the  views  of 
the  Irish  people  were.     The  two  Irish 
Members  who  had  spoken  were   to   be 
thanked  for  their  candid  outspokenness. 
The  hou.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had   spoken    of    the   opinion   of    ''the 
clviimd  world  ; "  but  he  might  depend 
upon  it  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
would  do  what  they  thought  best,  irre- 
spective of  outside   opinion,  which  the 
hon.  Member  summed  up  as  that  of  ''  the 
cirilised   world."     The    British    people 
were  not  to  be  threatened  in  that  manner. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  "  Ire- 
knd'a"  struggle  for  liberty.     Well,  he 
(Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  thought  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  were  beginning  to  see 
through  all   these  phrases.     If  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  years  gone  by  no 
doubt  there  would  have  been  something 
in  what  he  said.     The  sea  did  not  go 
down  when  the  wind  ceased,  and  no  doubt 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  feeling  remain- 
ing from  the  past  history  of  Ireland.  That 
feeling  he  had  shared,  but  he  would  like 
to  see  it  disappear  now  that  the  causes 
which  legitimately  gave  rise  to  it  had 
passed  away.     There  was  now  no  liberty 
which   Great    Britain   possessed   which 
was  not  enjoyed  by  Ireland.     The  British 
people   were    beginning  to  see   through 
all  this  talk  about  Irish  liberty,  and  to 
find  that  Ireland  not  only  possessed  all 
the  liberty  that  England  possessed,  but  a 
great  many  advantages  besides.     As  to 
Ulster,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  would  have 
something  to  say  to  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  proposed  to  hand  the  Ulster  people 
over  to  the  proposed  Irish  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  must  remember  that 
the  Government  majority  at  the  present 
moment  was  purely  accidental.     It  was 
gained  not  on  Home  Rule,  but  on  other 
matters.    [  Cries  of  *'  Question  !  "]    The 
hon.  Member  must  remember  that  every 
Divisioti  in  Committee  showed  that  there 
WAS    a   majority  of  the   British   Repre- 
sentatives against  the  Government,     The 
Britiah   people  had  put  up  with  many 

threata iCries  of  **  Question  !  "] 

Mr,  W.  REDMOND  :  The  right  hon. 
Member  says  I  have  used  threats.  I 
would  not  be  bothered  threatening  him. 


The  chairman  :  The  Question 
before  the  Committee  is  as  to  the  collec- 
tion of  taxes  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  I  am  sure, 
Sir,  you  will  allow  me  to  reply  to  speeches 
on  the  other  side. 

Thb  chairman  :  No  ;  not  if  those 
speeches  were  out  of  Order.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  justified  in  his 
present  line  of  argument. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
that  being  so,  they  were  very  awkwardly 
placed — if  speeches  were  made  and 
Members  were  not  permitted  to  reply  to 
them.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  gave  the  Committee 
some  insight  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  manufactured.  They  saw 
a  fresh  step  in  the  genesis  of  the  measure 
almost  every  time  the  hon.  Member 
spoke.  He  had  said  that  the  Ulster 
people  would  resist  the  payment  of  taxes 
if  they  were  collected  by  an  Irish  autho- 
rity. The  hon.  Member  showed  practi- 
cally how  an  arrangement  had  been  made 
with  the  Government  for  the  British 
authorities  to  collect  the  taxes  so  as  to 
place  Ulster  in  the  difficult  position  of 
resisting  the  British  tax  collector.  These 
tactics  shbwed  how  clever  the  Irish 
Members  were,  and  how  abject  and  de- 
graded was  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  degradation  was  such  as  no 
British  Government,  he  ventured  to  say 
since  the  beginning  of  the  century, 
had  ever  submitted  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  declared 
that  Ireland  paid  too  much ;  but  the 
charges  for  the  expenses  of  the  Imperial 
*  Government  were  of  fixed  quantity.  If 
they  were  not  fixed  they  increased  rather 
than  diminished,  aud  every  shilling  that 
Ireland  paid  less  than  its  share  it  was 
quite  certain  must  be  made  up  by  some- 
body ;  and,  therefore,  whatever  the  Irish 
Government  did  not  pay — whether  the 
charge  upon  her  was  too  much  or  too 
little — would  have  to  be  paid  by  the 
British  taxpayer.  [_Cri€8  of  "Ques- 
tion ! "]  This  was  a  very  interesting 
question  to  the  British  taxpayer.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  showed  up  the  monstrous 
character  of  the  Government  proposal 
probably  as  much  as  any  Amendment  which 
had  hitherto  been  moved.  Those  who 
were  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  ought  in 
consistency  to  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
for  if  there  were  any  matters  more  than 
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others  of  internal  concern,  they  were  the 
imposition  and  collection  of  taxes.     Not 
only   would    it   be   a  domestic   internal 
matter  in  itself,  but  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land almost  every  domestic  transaction 
that  the  Irish  Government  would  engage 
in  wonld  hang  upon  that.     It  had  been 
said  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Irish  to 
have  a  Government  in  order  to  develop 
their  resources.     Surely,  in  that  regard, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  country  should 
have  control  of  its  own  finances.     One 
i^ason  why  he  was  unable  to  vot«  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  was  this; — he  presumed  that 
if  the  Irish  Government  had  the  collec- 
tion of  their  taxes  they  wonld  also  pay 
for  the  collection.     That  was  involved 
in  the  Amendment ;  therefore,  by  such  a 
system   of   payment   for    collection  the 
Imperial      Government      would      save 
£200,000  a  year.     The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry   had  said  that   the  saving 
would   only  be   about   £25,000  a   year, 
because  the  Imperial  Exchequer  would 
have  to  defray  the  cost  of  collecting  the 
two-thirds  of  the  Irish  Revenue  which  it 
retained.     That  view  was  accepted  by  no 
less   an   authority  than    the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton (Mr.  H.   H.  Fowler).     Now,  apply 
that  principle  to  an  ordinary  transaction. 
One-third  of  a  debt  was  due  to  the  Impe- 
rial Government  towards  Imperial  charges. 
Let    the    Committee  apply   this   to   an 
ordinary  commercial  concern.     A  owed 
B  £1,000.     A  said— "I  have  had  to  get 
in  my  money,  and  I   have  paid  a  com- 
mission of  5  per  cent,  for  collecting  it. 
Therefore  I  will  hand  over  £1,000  less 
5  per  cent."   B  would,  of  course,  reply — 
"No;  you  owe  me  £1,000,  and  I  must 
insist  upon  having  that  sum  without  the 
deduction  of  any  commission."     An  illus- 
tration of  this  kind  showed  how  ridiculous 
was  the   proposition   that  anything  less 
than  the  full  expenses   of  the  collection 
of  the  Revenue  should  be  paid  by  the 
Irish  Government.     He  agreed  with  the 
hon.     Member     for     Waterford     (Mr. 
J.  £.  Redmond)  that  it  was  a  humiliating 
thing  to  say  to  a   country   to   which  we 
proposed  to  give  enormous  powers — *^  You 
shall  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  collec- 
tion, and    control  of  your  own   taxes." 
The  Comniittee  ought  to  be  thankful  to 
the  hon.  Member    for    having  been  so 
candid  as  to  give  fair  warning  of  what 
woold   happen  if    tlie  proposal    of    the 

Mr.  Jesse  Callings 


Government  were  carried  out.  Thi» 
proposal  of  the  Government  put  an  end 
to  the  angelic  theory  ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment, who  could  not  trust  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  the  collection  and  control 
of  their  own  taxes,  ought  never  to  say  a 
word  more  about  any  want  of  trust  of 
the  Irish  people.  The  more  he  saw  of 
the  shifts  the  Government  were  put  to 
the  clearer  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
bad  given  up  the  Bill  in  despair  and 
wanted  to  see  it  out  of  the  way  as  soon 
as  possible.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
the  question  would  be  re-opened  in  six 
years.  There  was  very  little  comfort  in 
that  prospect.  The  Government  seemed 
to  have  adjourned  every  question  that 
had  any  difficulty  about  it.  It  had  evi- 
dently been  arranged  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Irish  Members  that 
the  British  people  should  be  hoodwinked 
for  six  years,  and  that  the  Irish  people 
should  have  everything  they  were  asking 
for.  It  was  far  better  to  settle  these 
questions  now  than  to  leave  them  open 
for  six  years.  At  the  end  of  the  six  years 
there  might  be  a  Government  in  Office 
which  was  only  kept  in  power  by  the 
Irish  vote,  and  which  was  content  to 
throw  over  all  its  principles  in  order  to 
retain  Office  and  to  keep  in  power  by  no 
matter  what  servile  tenure,  and  in  spite 
of  any  injury  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  The  result  iu  that  case  wonld 
be  that  everything  would  have  to  be 
given  away,  for,  whilst  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers might  be  opposed  to  one  another 
on  certain  questions,  they  were  all 
united  when  it  became  a  question  of 
dealing  with  the  British  Governments 
The  existence  of  the  Bill  itself  was  dae 
to  a  process  of  this  kind.  No  one  in  his 
senses  supposed  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
had  got  a  majority  in  1885  there  would 
ever  have  been  a  Home  Rule  Bill  at  ail. 
This  Amendment  would,  if  carried,  make 
the  sum  the  British  taxpayer  had  to  pay^ 
£200,000  a  year  less,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, impossible  for  him  to  vote  against 
it.  As  he  held  that  every  farthing  of  the 
expense  of  collecting  the  Irish  Rerenoe 
should  be  paid  under  any  circumstances 
by  the  Irish  Government  he  should  not 
vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  spoken  of  liberty,  and 
stated  that  the  Irish  people  possessed  < 
liberty   which  the  English  people 


525 


Government  of  {25  July  1893} 


Ireland  Bill. 


526 


that  m  public  and  in  private  matters  alike 
economy  depended  upon  whether  it  paid, 
and  he  would  point  out  that  it  would  be 
the  height  of  folly  for  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  be  economical,  because  their 
object  would  be  to  show  that  they  were 
awfully  poor  and  wanted  another  con- 
tribution from  the  English  Exchequer. 
In  fulfilment  of  the  arrangements  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  there  was  to  be  a  re- 
adjustment at  the  end  of  six  years  ;  and, 
consequently,  the  Irish  Government 
would  feather  their  nests  during  the  six 
years.  Why  six  years  were  chosen  for 
finance  and  three  years  for  the  Land 
Question  as  transitional  periods  it  was 
difficult  to  say  ;  he  should  have  thought 
the  term  would  have  been  the  same  in 
both  cases.  But  would  it  not  have  been 
better  to  see  for  six  years  how  the  taxes 
were  collected,  instead  of  waiting  for 
that  period  to  obtain  any  evidence  on  the 
subject  ?  It  would  then  have  been  their 
interest  to  collect  their  own  Revenue 
and  to  be  economical.  As  it  was,  the 
Irish  Government  would  be  able  to  make 
better  terms  at  the  end  of  six  years,  when 
they  had  driven  the  capitalists  out  of  the 
country.  Apparently  the  British  tax- 
payer had  no  friends  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  which  was  more  pro-Irish  than 
the  Irish  themselves,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  the  taxes  were  to  be 
levied  by  the  English  and  not  by  the 
Irish  Government. 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford   were  at  all   displeased  with  those 
who   sat  above   the    Gangway   on    the 
Opposition  side   of  the  House,  because 
their  political   conduct  was  opposed   to 
his,  he  now  had  his  revenge.    It  was  ex- 
tremely awkward  for  the  Opposition  to 
go  into  either  Lobby  ;  they  were  placed 
on  the  horns  of  a  veritable  dilemma,  and 
were  driven    to   a   choice   between  two 
evils.      Of  all    schemes   this  six  years' 
scheme  was   certainly  the  most  vicious. 
It    was    equally    bad  from    the    British 
and  from  the  Irish  point  of   view,  and 
it    would    simply   prolong     the   friction 
which  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues complained  had   existed   in  the 
past,  because  they  would   have  the   re- 
sponsibility of  Irish  fiscal  matters  after 
&n  Irish  Parliament  was  established,  so 
that  really  the  friction  would  be  indefi- 
nitely   aggravated    by    this    six    years' 


arrangement.  There  would  also  be  a 
struggle  over  the  £500,000  surplus.  It 
would  be  looked  upon  by  the  Irish  as  a 
concession.  Without  that  concession 
they  would  have  the  strongest  motive 
for  economy  in  their  Civil  expenditure. 
But  it  would  be  perfectly  clear  that  if 
the  Irish  Government  economised  they 
would  lose  the  concession.  They  would, 
therefore,  keep  up  their  expenditure  to 
such  an  extent  as  would  justify  the 
concession  and  make  sure  that  it  would 
not  be  withdrawn.  He  contended  that 
this  was  a  bad  arrangement  for  Great 
Britain.  Then  there  came  the  prospect 
of  the  inevitable  re-settlement  at  the  end 
of  the  six  years,  when  the  contribution 
of  one-third  from  Ireland  would  have  to 
be  revised,  and  the  eyes  of  every  Irish 
Home  Ruler  would  be  fixed  on  that  re- 
settlement. The  contribution  of  one- 
third  was  already  too  small,  and  an 
injustice  to  the  British  taxpayer.  The 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham had  made  it  clear  as  day- 
light that  one-third  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  enable  Ireland  to  discharge 
her  just  obligations  to  the  Empire. 
One-half,  at  least,  should  be  proposed.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  preju- 
dicial to  the  interests  of  the  British  tax- 
payers, for  it  placed  an  additional  expen-  . 
diture  on  their  shoulders  by  calling  upon 
them  to  pay  more  than  their  fair  share  of 
the  Imperial  defence,  in  order  to  remove 
a  just  burden  from  their  Irish  fellow- 
subjects,  an  arrangement  to  which  his 
English  constituents  would  never  con- 
sent. It  would  be  found  that  when 
the  revision  took  place,  and  after  the 
Civil  finance  of  Ireland  had  been  manipu- 
lated with  a  view  to  making  the  new 
terms  favourable,  the  last  state  of  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer  would  be 
worse  than  the  first.  So  that  there  was 
a  prospect  of  that  descending  scale  of 
badness  from  one  plan  to  another,  as 
foreshadowed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.  Then, 
supposing  any  distress  arose  in  Ireland, 
as  was  only  too  probable,  of  course  the 
Irish  would  say  that,  as  Great  Britain 
collected  the  taxes,  managed  the  Revenue, 
and  was  to  some  extent  responsible  for 
the  whole  of  the  Civil  finance,  it  must 
bear  the  burden  of  any  distress  that 
might  happen.  With  reference  to  the 
argument  about  Ulster  becoming  accus- 
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influence  corruptly  if  they  tried  to  get  as 
many  grants  for  Ireland  as  they  could. 
Hon.  Members  were  perpetually  trying 
to  get  a  new  post  office  or  a  new  tele- 
graph office  for  their  constituents,  and 
nobody   considered    that   that   was   cor- 
ruption.    If   two   hon.   Members  joined 
together  in  order  to  get  benefits  for  the 
two   constituencies,  that   would   not   be 
corruption.     If  103  Members  joined  to- 
gether in  the  same  way,  as  long  as  they 
were  Members  of  a  united  Parliament, 
they    would    not    be    acting    corruptly. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  said 
it  was  no  slight  to  keep  the  collection  of 
taxes  from  the  Irish  Government  for  six 
years.      If   so,    it   would    be   no   slight 
to  keep  it   from  them  for   12  years  or 
for  ever.     The   hon.  Member  said  that 
Ireland  would  save  £25,000  by  the  trans- 
action.    Would    the    hon.    Member    be 
willing  to  continue  to  make  that  saving 
on    the    same    terms  ?      As    an    Irish 
Unionist  Member  he  could  not  support 
the  scheme  of  the  Government,  because 
it  was  an  essential  part  of  the  Home  Rule 
programme,  and  in  like  manner  he  was 
not    able    to    support    the   Amendment, 
because  it  would  merely  put  the  Home 
Rule  scheme   in   a  better   and  stronger 
position.     For   these  reasons  he  should 
vote  neither  on  one  side  nor  the  other. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  there  had  not,  he  believed,  been  any 
Amendment  proposed  during  the  discus- 
sions on  that  Bill  in  regard  to  which  he  felt 
greater  difficulty.  The  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  was  a  per- 
fectly logical  one  ;  but  then  he  (Mr. 
Heneage)  was  opposed  to  Home  Rule, 
root  and  branch.  Still,  they  were  dis- 
cussing a  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  the 
proper  course  was  to  consider  it  as  a  Bill 
which  might  ^lass,  and  to  try  to  amend  it 
in  the  best  way  they  could.  That  being 
so,  he  could  not  conceive,  from  the  Home 
Rule  point  of  view,  why  the  collection  of 
the  Revenue  was  to  be  taken  from  the 
Irish  Government.  The  Irish  people, 
according  to  the  Ministerial  speeches, 
were  supposed  to  be  endowed  with  all 
possible  virtues;  they  were  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  lives  and  property  of  everyone 
in  Ireland,  with  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  with  the  payment  of 
interest  on  the  capital  lent  by  England ; 
and  surely  if  they  could  be  trusted  to  do 
these  things  they  could  equally  be  trusted 
to  collect  the  Revenue,  which  was  to  be 

Mr,  Rentoul 


paid  not  only  to  England,  but  also  into 
their    own    Exchequer.      That    was    a 
humiliating     position,      and     therefore^ 
logically,  he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment.  But  what  were  the  reasons 
advanced    by  the    Member    for    North 
Kerry  in  favour  of  the  Government  pro- 
posal ?     That  hon.  Member,  as  the  result 
of  six  weeks'  wrestling  with  the  Govern- 
ment,   had  said  it    was  to  do  away  with 
the   difficulty    of    Ulster.     But    if   the 
object  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  was  to  do 
away    with    difficulty    about  Ulster,  he 
was  not  so  sure  it  would  do  away  with 
difficulty  in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  where 
the  Imperial  tax  collector  would  come  to 
the  people  in  the  foreign  garb  of  which 
they    had    heard    so    much.     Was   not 
difficulty  likely  to  arise  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,   in  the  same  way   as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North    Kerry    imagined  it 
would   in  the    North   of  that  country  ? 
Why    had    the  Government  abandoned 
their  first  proposal  ?      They  had  had  six 
years  to  consider  what  ought  to  be  the 
proper  adjustment  of  taxation  between 
England  and  Ireland  ;   but  the  only   ex- 
planation   of    the    abandonment  of  the 
proposal  had  been  given   by    the    hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry.  In  introducing 
the   Bill   the   Prime   Minister    objected 
altogether  to  the  method  of  quota,  saying 
it  would  expose  Irish  finance  to  incon- 
venient shocks  from  changes  introduced 
in    English    Budgets,    and    would  give 
Imperial    officers    a  meddling   power  in 
Irish      fiscal      affiiirs.       This     was     in 
February  ;  and  in  the  interval  the  ob- 
jections to  the  method  oi  quota  appeared 
to  have  been  swept  away,  and  finaDcial 
arrangements    were   proposed    at   short 
notice   on   statistics   that   were   entirely 
baseless.    ["  No,  no  !  "]  At  any  rate  un- 
reliable.    No  answer  was  given   to    the 
speech  of   the   right   hon.   Member    for 
West  Birmingham  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  whose  speech 
had  apparently  been  prepared  for  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Financial  Clauses,  and 
whose  arguments  sounded  like  an  over- 
due bill  discounted  at  a  heavy  loss.      The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  absolutely 
accepted  every  figure  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman,   and   said — "We  have  been 
horribly  extravagant,  and  propose  to  be 
BO  still.**     Why  had  the  Government  pro- 
posed this  new  scheme  ?     They  had  been 
told  that  the  Irish  would    be  ecoaoiiiic«l 
and  save  money.     Bat  they  well   knew 
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that  in  public  and  in  private  matters  alike 
ecoDomj  depended  upon  whether  it  paid, 
and  he  would  point  out  that  it  would  be 
the  height  of  folly  for  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  he  economical,  because  their 
object  would  be  to  show  that  they  were 
awfully  poor  and  wanted  another  con- 
tribution from  the  English  Exchequer. 
In  fulfilment  of  the  arrangements  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  there  was  to  be  a  re- 
adjustment at  the  end  of  six  years  ;  and, 
consequently,  the  Irish  Government 
would  feather  their  nests  during  the  six 
years.  Why  six  years  were  chosen  for 
finance  and  three  years  for  the  Land 
Qaestion  as  transitional  periods  it  was 
difficult  to  say  ;  he  should  have  thought 
the  term  would  have  been  the  same  in 
both  cases.  But  would  it  not  have  been 
better  to  see  for  six  years  how  the  taxes 
were  collected,  instead  of  waiting  for 
that  period  to  obtain  any  evidence  on  the 
subject  ?  It  would  then  have  been  their 
interest  to  collect  their  own  Revenue 
and  to  be  economical.  As  it  was,  the 
Irish  Government  would  be  able  to  make 
hetter  terms  at  the  end  of  six  years,  when 
the?  had  driven  the  capitalists  out  of  the 
country.  Apparently  the  British  tax- 
payer had  no  friends  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  which  was  more  pro-Irish  than 
the  Irish  themselves,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  the  taxes  were  to  be 
levied  by  the  English  and  not  by  the 
Irish  Government. 

•Sib  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  were  at  all  displeased  with  those 
who  sat  above    the    Gangway   on    the 
Opposition  side   of   the  House,  because 
their  political   conduct  was  opposed   to 
his,  he  now  had  his  revenge.    It  was  ex- 
tremely awkward  for  the  Opposition  to 
go  into  either  Lobby  ;  they  were  placed 
on  the  horns  of  a  veritable  dilemma,  and 
were  driven    to   a   choice   between  two 
evils.      Of  all    schemes   this  six  years' 
scheme  was   certainly  the  most  vicious. 
It  was    equally   bad  from    the    British 
and  from  the  Irish  point  of   view,  and 
it    would    simply   prolong     the   friction 
which  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues complained  had   existed    in  the 
past,  because  they  would   have  the   re- 
sponsibility of  Irish  fiscal  matters  after 
an  Irish  Parliament  was  established,  so 
that  really  the  friction  would  be  indefi- 
nitely   aggravated    by    this    six    years' 


arrangement.  There  would  also  be  a 
struggle  over  the  £500,000  surplus.  It 
would  be  looked  upon  by  the  Irish  as  a 
concession.  Without  that  concession 
they  would  have  the  strongest  motive 
for  economy  in  their  Civil  expenditure. 
But  it  would  be  perfectly  clear  that  if 
the  Irish  Government  economised  they 
would  lose  the  concession.  They  would, 
therefore,  keep  up  their  expenditure  to 
such  an  extent  as  would  justify  the 
concession  and  make  sure  that  it  would 
not  be  withdrawn.  He  contended  that 
this  was  a  bad  arrangement  for  Great 
Britain.  Then  there  came  the  prospect 
of  the  inevitable  re-settlement  at  the  end 
of  the  six  years,  when  the  contribution 
of  one-third  from  Ireland  would  have  to 
be  revised,  and  the  eyes  of  every  Irish 
Home  Ruler  would  be  fixed  on  that  re- 
settlement. The  contribution  of  one- 
third  was  already  too  small,  and  an 
injustice  to  the  British  taxpayer.  The 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham had  made  it  clear  as  day- 
light that  one-third  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  enable  Ireland  to  discharge 
her  just  obligations  to  the  Empire. 
One-half,  at  least,  should  be  proposed.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  preju- 
dicial to  the  interests  of  the  British  tax- 
payers, for  it  placed  an  additional  expen- 
diture on  their  shoulders  by  calling  upon 
them  to  pay  more  than  their  fair  share  of 
the  Imperial  defence,  in  order  to  remove 
a  just  burden  from  their  Irish  fellow- 
subjects,  an  arrangement  to  which  his 
English  constituents  would  never  con- 
sent. It  would  be  found  that  when 
the  revision  took  place,  and  after  the 
Civil  finance  of  Ireland  had  been  manipu- 
lated with  a  view  to  making  the  new 
terms  favourable,  the  last  state  of  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer  would  be 
worse  than  the  first.  So  that  there  was 
a  prospect  of  that  descending  scale  of 
badness  from  one  plan  to  another,  as 
foreshadowed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.  Then, 
supposing  any  distress  arose  in  Ireland, 
as  was  only  too  probable,  of  course  the 
Irish  would  say  that,  as  Great  Britain 
collected  the  taxes,  managed  the  Revenue, 
and  was  to  some  extent  responsible  for 
the  whole  of  the  Civil  finance,  it  must 
bear  the  burden  of  any  distress  that 
might  happen.  With  reference  to  the 
argument  about  Ulster  becoming  accus- 
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tomed  to  paj  Home  Rule  taxes  to 
Imperial  collectors  during  the  six  years, 
he  would  say  that  were  Ulster  ever  in- 
clined to  resist  she  would  during  the 
six  years  nurse  her  strength  for  her 
revenge,  and  would  resist,  undoubtedly, 
when  that  period  was  at  an  end  ;  so  that 
the  difficulties  would  be  still  worse  at  the 
end  of  the  term.  For  all  these  reasons 
he  was  opposed  to  the  six  years'  plan  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  that,  as  representing  an  Irish 
Unionist  constituency,  he  took  up  a 
somewhat  different  position  from  that 
taken  up  by  those  Representatives  of 
British  constituencies  with  whom  he  was 
generally  associated.  He  should  upon 
this  occasion  most  certainly  vote  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment,  and  in  favour  of  any 
Amendment  which  tended  to  reduce  or 
abolish  any  taxes  paid  by  Ireland  to 
England.  He  wished  to  explain  the 
reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give. 
He  was  not  averse  to  Ireland's  paying 
her  share  of  Imperial  taxes,  but  he 
desired  that  she  should  do  so  under  pre- 
sent conditions.  As  long  as  Ireland 
was  to  remain  de  facto  a  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  he  was  quite  willing 
that  she  should  pay  her  fair  proportion 
of  the  Imperial  Expenditure.  But  he 
changed  that  position  when  Ireland  was 
to  a  large  extent  severed  from  Great 
Britain,  and  when  the  Unionists  he  re- 
presented were  no  longer  to  have  the 
same  benefits  from  British  rule  they  had 
hitherto  received.  They  were  told  Ire- 
land had  been  overtaxed  and  unfairly 
treated  in  the  past.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  were  Irish  Loyalists  getting  by  this 
Bill  that  they  should  consent  to  the  same 
unfair  treatment  in  the  future  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  Ireland,  in 
former  days,  had  been  most  shabbily  and 
unjustly  treated  in  money  matters  ;  and 
he, as  the  Representative  of  the  Unionists, 
objected  to  that  shabby  and  unjust  treat- 
ment being  perpetrated  under  the  Bill  at 
the  same  time  that  they  were  cast  off* 
from  all  Imperial  advantages.  It  might 
be  all  very  well  for  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  to  consent  to  fix  a  tribute 
upon  the  Irish  nation  as  the  price  they 
were  to  pay  for  having  Executive  power 
in  Ireland.  But  he  was  no  party  to  that 
bargain.  He  was  not  willing  to  assist 
in  having  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
Loyalists  sold  out  at  a  specific  price  by 
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this  Parliament.  That  might  be  very 
natural  for  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  who  probably  would  person- 
ally gain  something  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (ironically) : 
^I^ear  hear  i 

Mr.   CARSON  said,  he  felt  highly 
complimented  to  think  that  his  suggestioD 
that   this  was  a  bargain  between  right 
hon.   Gentlemen  opposite  and  the  Irish 
Members,  by  which  the  interests  of  the 
Loyalists  were  to  be  sold,  met  with  an 
enthusiastic   reception   from   the    Prime 
Minister.     But  the  question  he  had  to 
ask  was,  what  would  be  the  real  position 
of  Ireland  under  the  clause  ?  According  to 
the  clause  Ireland  would  continue  to  pay 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  exactly  the 
same  taxes  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  described  as  shabby  and  unjust. 
In  addition,  the  Unionists  and  Loyalists 
would  have   to  pay  as  much  taxation  as 
hon.    Gentlemen    below    the   Gangway 
chose  to  impose  ;  and,  instead  of  being 
able  to  borrow  money  upon  British  credit 
for  the  purpose   of  developing  Ireland, 
they  would  have  to  raise  that  money  on 
the  credit  of  hon.  Members   below  the 
Gangway.    He  could  not  see  the  slightest 
reason  why,  in  addition  to  all  that,  he,  as 
the  Representative  of   a  Unionist   con- 
stituency, should  consent  to  have  a  stereor 
typed    Imperial    tribute    iniposed    upon 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  aid 
of  England  behind  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  in  enforcing  the  payment 
of  the  taxes  which  they  imposed.    There- 
fore, as  a  Unionist  Member,  he  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  voting  against  the 
clause.     It   might   be  said   that   it  wais 
quite   fair   that  this  tax  should  be  im- 
posed by  the  Imperial  Parliament.     But 
why  was  it  fair  ?     Why  should  not  the 
Irish  Parliament  assess  the  amount  to  be 
paid  to  Great  Britain  ?     Was  it  because 
the  Government  did   not  trust  the  Irish 
Parliament  ?     They  had   been  listening 
to    uothing    during    the    whole    course 
of  the   discussion    but    the    trust   they 
ought  to  place  in  this  angelic  union  of 
hearts.     When  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Unionists  was  at  stake  the  Government 
were   prepared   to  impute  to   the  Irish 
Parliament    a  double    dose   of    original 
virtue ;  but  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
that  Parliament   in  relation  to  Imperial 
taxes  they  were  prepared  to  impute  to  it 
a  double  dose  of  original  sin.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  were  per^ 
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AmeDdment   of    which    I    have    giveu 
notice,  to  omit  the  words  "  transfer  here- 
inafter mentioned  "  in  the  first  line  of  the 
clause,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  Par- 
liament otherwise  determines."     I  must 
apologise     to    the    Committee    for    not 
having  put  this  Amendment  down  on  the 
Paper.     The  fact  is  that  I  did  write  it 
out,  hut   forgot  to  hand    it    in    to    the 
clerks,   and,  therefore,   it    has    not   ap- 
peared on  the  printed  Notice  Paper.     At 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
inconvenience    will    arise,    hecause    the 
question  I   wish   to   raise   is   extremely 
simple.     I    wish   to   raise    the    question 
whether  or  not  there  should  he,  in  refer- 
ence to    the    financial  arrangements,    a 
transitional  period  ?     I  would  have  pre- 
ferred had  it  heen  in  order,  to  have  moved 
the   omission   of   the  first  words  of  the 
sub-section  :  the  omission,  that  is  to  say, 
of  the  words  "  until  the  transfer  herein- 
of  the  mentioned  ;"  but  that  was  impos- 
sible owing  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford    having    precedence    with   another 
Motion.     In  order  to  bring  myself,  tliere- 
fore,  before  the  Committee,  I  have  to  insert 
the  words  "  Parliament  otherwise  deter- 
mines."     The  result  is  practically    the 
same,  because,  of  course,  Parliament  can 
always  determine  what  it  will  do  in  re- 
gard to  a  Bill  which  has  been  previously 
passed.     At   the   same    time,    I    would 
rather  not   have   inserted   these   words, 
because    they  seem  to    suggest  that  it 
might  he  desirable  that  Parliament  should 
at    some    future    time    re-consider    the 
terms ;    whereas     I    would    rather   that 
these  terms,  having    once   been  settled, 
should  never  be  disturbed  except  in  some 
case   of    emergency,    or   for    some   ex- 
traordinary reason  shown.     The  object, 
therefore,  of  mv    Amendment   is  to  do 
away  with  the  transitional  period.     I  am 
not  arguing  now  whether  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  is  a  good  or  a  bad  pro- 
posal ;  I  am  only  arguing  in  favour  of  a 
permanent,    or     practically    permanent, 
settlement.     I  ask  myself  why  have  the 
Government*  insisted   on  a   transitional 
period  ?     I  think  there  is  reason  for  the 
Committee  to  reflect  upon  the  situation 
in     which    we    find     ourselves.     It     is 
not      only      in      regard      to       finance 
that    there    is    a     transitional     period ; 
it    is   most   singular   that,  although  we 
have  spent   nearly  a   whole   Session  in 
consideration  of  this  Bill,  we  have  not 
up  to   the   present   time,  and   we  shall 
t  after  the  Committee  stage  has  been 
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passed,  have  settled  a  single  one  of  the 
principal  questions  which  were  open  to 
discussion  when  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
I  venture  to  say  that  of  all  the  critical 
questions — questions  which  were  known 
to    be    critical,    and    upon    which    the 
determination   of   the   Government   was 
anxiously  expected    by  the    House   and 
the  country — not  one  single  one  of  them 
has  been  settled  by  this  Bill.     Every  one 
of  them  has  either  been  evaded,  or,  by 
means   of    a    transitional    period    or    a 
temporary  arrangement,  has  been  left  to 
the  dim  and  distant  future  for  its  ultimate 
settlement.     Now,   what   is   the  reason 
why  we   have   a   transitional   period  in 
regard  to  finance  ?     Surely  the  Govern- 
ment have  had  time  enough  to  consider 
this  matter.     They  had,  of  course,  the 
six  yeai*s  of   Opposition,  during  which 
they   must   have    prepared    their   plans. 
They   brought    their    plans    before   the 
Committee,   but,   owing    to    a    mistake 
which   was    discovered    in    them,    they 
found  it  necessary  to  revise  them.     One 
would    have     supposed     that,    if    their 
previous    plans     had    been     sufficiently 
discussed,     the      only      changes      they 
would    have    made    would     have    beeu 
a      change      to      meet      the      mistake 
which  had  been  discovered.     Not  a  bit 
of  it ;  they  took  advantage  of  that  mis- 
take in  order  to  alter  their  plan  from  top 
to  bottom.     Again,  t  say,  I  suppose  that, 
at  all  events,  that  revolutionary  change 
was  made  after  due  consideration,  and  at 
least  we  have  reason  to  believe  the  Go- 
vernment have   now  prepared  and   pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  a  plan  in  which 
they    themselves    have    confidence.      If 
they  have  confidence  in  this  plau,  why 
do  they  propose  it  only  for  a  period  of 
six  years  ?     Well,  Sir,  we  know  perfectly 
well  why  they  do  it.     They  do  it  because 
they  know  and  believe  that  their  plan  is 
the  best  plan,  and  a  fair  plan  for  the 
British  and  Irish  people  ;  yet  they  have 
been  'informed  by  their  allies   that  they 
will  never  accept  it  as  a  permanent  settle- 
ment ;  and  as  they  dare  not  come  before 
this    Committee    and     propose    a    phin 
which  would  be  refused  as  unsatisfactory 
by  their  allies,  they  endeavour  to  get  out 
of  their  difficulty  by  this  device  of  a  tra.D- 
sitional  period.  They  propose  one  plan,  and 
then,  in  a  stage  whisper  to  the  oppoc(ite 
side  of  the  House,  they  tell  them  not    to 
pay  any  attention  to  it;  that  it  is  only  fc^r 
a  transitional  period  ;  and  that  six  yean« 
hence   they  can    have  their   own   waiy. 
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That  is  the  reason  for   the   transitional 
period.    The  Government  must  he  pre- 
sumed to  have  confidence  in  their  own 
plan,  and  I   suppose    their    supporters 
have  confidence  in  their  plan.     Then,  I 
say,  under  the  circumstances,  vote  for  their 
plaD  as  it  stands,  and  do  not   vote  for 
arrangements  which  will  allow  the  whole 
plan  to  be  reviewed  and  altered  six  years 
hence,  when  hon.  Members  opposite  will 
be  masters  of  the  situation.      Now  they 
cannot  impose  their  will  upon  you  if  you 
are  not  willing  to  be  imposed  upon,  but 
sii  years  hence  you   will    be   at   their 
mercy,  and  if  you  pass  this  clause  in  its 
present  form,  you  will  be  deceiving  your- 
selves and    deceiving  the    public  ;    you 
will  be  accepting  as  wise  and  prudent  a 
plan  which  in  your  hearts  you  must  know 
will  not  last  longer  than  the   six   years 
(rf  the  transitional  period.     Now,  I  want 
the  Committee  to  consider  other  objec- 
tions to  this  proposal  for   a  transitional 
period.    Consider  the  effect  of  a  sugges- 
tion of  this  kind  upon  the  future  relations 
—ihQ  relations,  that  is  to  say,  during  the 
next  six   years    between    Ireland    and 
Enghind.       Remember   the   position   of 
Irish  Members  is  perfectly  clear.     They 
want  Home  Rule.     They  tell  you  they 
want  it  very  much  ;    but  they   will  not 
take  it  unless  they  get^  at  the  same  time, 
a  snfficient  subsidy.     They  have  told  you 
in  plain  words  that  to  have  their  independ- 
ence is  not  enough  for  them.     They  are 
not  willing  to  have  their  independence 
unless  they   have  a  surplus  also.     And 
they  have  told  you  that  this  arrangement 
does  not  give  with   sufficient   certainty 
the  surplus  they  require,  and  that  when 
they  have  got  the  opportunity  they  will 
ask  for   more  favourable  terms.     Now, 
consider  what  will  be  the  position  of  the 
hish    Legislature.      I    am     sorry    the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    is    not 
present.       The    right   hon.    Gentleman 
treated    the    Committee    to   a    brilliant 
barst  of  eloquence  the  other  night ;  but 
he    has   again    disappeared    below    the 
horizon.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  the  other  night  that  the  expenditure 
oi   this    country   in    Ireland    had    been 
abnormal,     wanton,     unnecessary,    and 
extravagant.      I    will    assume   that  as 
the    basis    of    my    argument.       I   will 
admit  that  the  Government  of  Ireland, 
when    Home    Rule   is    passed,   will  be 
prudent,  economical,    and    wise  beyond 
the  experience  of  British  Governments, 
even  when   they  have  the  advantage  of 


the  light  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
countenance.  When,  however,  this  Go- 
vernment comes  into  power,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  suppose  that  they  will  be 
wantonly  and  unnecessarily  extravagant. 
They  will  save  all  the  money  that  we 
have  wasted ;  but,  says  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  "  Yes,  no  doubt  they 
will  do  this  "  ;  he  has  so  much  confidence 
in  the  financial  skill  of  the  Member  for 
North  Kerry,  that  he  is  quite  confident 
millions  will  roll  into  the  Irish  Exche- 
quer sooner  or  later ;  but  he  thinks  it  is 
impossible  that  even  the  financial  genius 
of  the  Member  for  North  Kerry  can  pro- 
duce all  these  results  while  he  is  winding 
up  the  concern.  We  have  put  such  a 
burden  on  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  un- 
necessary and  unlimited  officialism,  he 
thinks,  that  until  he  has  disposed  of  it 
the  Irish  Government  will  have  no  funds 
at  all.  Will  the  Committee  look  at  that 
point  a  moment,  and  take  one  illustra- 
tion ?  We  have  been  told  that  the  Civil 
Service  in  Ireland  costs  £300,000  a  year. 
If  the  new  Irish  Government,  directly 
after  getting  into  Office,  dismisses  every 
person  in  that  Service,  they  will  have,  of 
course,  to  provide  pensions.  These  pen- 
sions will  cost  £150,000,  and  the  Irish 
Government  will  then  have  £150,000 
with  which  to  provide  its  Civil  servants. 
But  on  the  supposition  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  our  expenditure  in 
Ireland  has  been,  as  he  showed  us,  four 
times  and  six  times  as  much  as  was 
necessary,  that  it  had  been  dictated  by 
wanton  extravagance,  surely  half  the 
sum  proposed  will  be  sufficient  for  the 
Irish  Members  to  deal  with  all  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  and  they  will  still  have 
a  large  balance  at  their  disposal.  And 
now  I  come  back  to  my  point, 
which  is  this  :  that  it  is  perfectly 
certain,  if  the  view  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  accepted,  the  Irish 
Government  will  have — conditionally,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  says — by  prudent  and 
economical  administration,  a  very  large 
surplus  in  their  hands.  But  now,  if  that 
takes  place,  what  will  be  the  position  of 
the  Irish  Government  when  it  comes  to 
this  country  six  years  hence,  and  pleads 
for  a  reduction  of  the  tribute  ?  They 
will  have  to  say — "  It  is  tnie  that  we  have 
a  plethora  of  money,  and  that  the 
savings  we  have  made  on  your  wanton 
extravagance  have  l)een  so  large  that 
our  cellars  are  gorged  with  money ;  still, 
we  appeal  to  you  to  reduce  the  tribute. 
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It  is  true,  the  tribute  is  only  one-half  what 
we  ought  to  pay  according  to  any  fair 
calculation;  that  we  are  prosperous  almost 
beyond  the  dreams  of  avarice  ;  that  our 
people  are  much  better  off  than  your 
people  ;  that  our  poor  are  less  poor  than 
yours ;  and  that  we  are  reducing  taxation 
every  year — still  we  appeal  to  you  to 
reduce  our  tribute,  and  ask  you  to  be 
content  with  a  million  or  so  less  than  you 
now  take  from  us.  Take  your  hands 
out  of  our  pockets,  but  if  you  put 
them  there  take  care  that  they  are  full 
of  something  to  our  advantage."  What 
will  be  the  result  of  this  ?  Nobody 
denies  to  Irish  politicians  the  possession 
of  great  shrewdness.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  idea  will  pass  through 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
it  will  never  do  for  the  Irish  Government 
to  show  themselves  to  be  rich.  They 
have  absolutely  no  object  for  economy 
during  the  next  six  years.  They  will 
naturally  say  that  they  have  no  reason 
for  economy ;  that  their  object  should  be 
to  make  their  savings  after  the  six  years 
have  passed  ;  and  that,  in  the  meantime, 
they  should  do  all  in  their  power  to  get 
rid  of  any  surplus  in  order  that  they  might 
be  able  to  come  with  better  grace  to  this 
House  and  ask  it,  in  consideration  of  their 
poverty,  to  make  them  a  further  allowance. 
Another  point  I  wish  to  put  before  the 
Government  is  this.  The  effect  of  the 
transitional  period  is  that  up  to  and  until 
that  period  the  Imperial  Parliament  will 
control  the  whole  of  the  taxation  of 
Ireland,  making  to  it  the  necessary  con- 
tribution of  two-thirds  of  the  Revenue. 
After  the  transitional  period  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  according  to  the  scheme, 
will  still  control  five-sixths  of  the 
taxation  of  Ireland — the  whole  of  the 
Customs  and  Excise  ;  and  the  only  taxes 
handed  over  to  the  Irish  Parliament 
which  they  will  not  possess  during 
the  transitional  period  will  be  the 
Income  Tax  and  the  Stamp  Duty.  I 
believe  this  scheme  will  raise  great  diffi- 
culty, and  will  put  much  temptation  in 
the  way  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  The 
Income  Tax  and  the  Stamp  Duty  are 
taxes  on  property ;  and  it  is  the  relation 
of  the  majority  in  Ireland  to  the  owners 
of  property,  the  constant  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  share  of  burdens  which 
should  be  borne  by  the  property  classes 
and  the  poorer  classes,  which  really  con- 
stitutes the  difficulty  in  that  country.  I 
~^peat,    therefore,   that    by    giving   the 

Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


Irish  Parliament  the  power  to  deal  with 
the  Income  Tax  they  will  subject  it  to  a 
great   temptation — they  will    give   that 
Parliament  a  power  which    there   may 
be  great  pressure  on  them  to  use  un- 
wisely, and  from  which  there  can  be  no 
possible  advantage,  even  if  they  use  it 
wisely.     I  do  not  know  that  the  Irish 
Parliament   would   use   that  power  un- 
wisely.    I  say  unwisely,  because  it  must 
be    perfectly   clear    that,   if    the    Irish 
Parliament  were  to  take  advantage  of  its 
opportunities  to  raise  the  Income  Tax  in 
Ireland  very  much  above  what  it  was  in 
England,   there   would,   as   a   necessary 
consequence,  be  an  immense  transfer  of 
property   to    Great    Britain,   by    which 
the      Irish      Exchequer      and      Parlia- 
ment   would     lose     in     the    long    run. 
The  third  point  to  which  I  would  refer 
is  this  :  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  change 
which  I  propose  is  necessary  to  a  plan  of 
dealing    with     the     financial     relations 
between  two  countries — and  I  can  quote 
my  right  hon.  Friend  as  agreeing  with 
me   that    it  is  the    best    possible  plan. 
That  is  to  say  the  quota.     My  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  dealing  with  this  matter  on  the 
introduction  of    the  Bill   of    1886,   and 
again  on  the  introduction  of  the  present 
Bill,  declared  his  own  view  to  be  that  the 
quota  plan  was  the  most  exact  and  most 
desirable  plan  to  adopt.     Why  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  now  giviug  it  up  I  caDDot 
say.      But  undoubtedly  it  would    be  a 
much  more  simple  plan  if  Parliament  was 
to  take  the  control  of  Irish  taxation  and 
reserve  the  quota  of  l-18tli,  as  I  tUiuk 
it  ought  to  be,  or  l-40th,  as  the  Govern- 
ment think  it  ought  to  be,  and  hand  over 
the  rest  to  the  Irish  Legislature.  In  order 
that  that  plan  might  be  carried  out  it  is 
necessary  that  the  Imperial   Parliameut 
should  have  the  control  of  Irish  taxation. 
It  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a  disadvanta^ 
that  we  should  thus  withdraw  from   the 
Irish  Legislature  such  a  power  of  generml 
taxatiou  as  already  exists  in  the  Parlia* 
ment  of  the    United  Kingdom,  becatiae 
that  is  a  power  which  more  than    aoj 
other  would  be  liable  to  be  abused.   Ajij 
impartial  reference   to   my   speeches     in 
the  House  in    1886   will   prove   thmt    I 
asked   for   the    retention   of    the    XHsb 
Members  as  a  means  to  an  end,  not  aa  an 
end  desirable  on  its  own   merits.       \Lj 
argument  was  that  it  was  impossible   to 
have  a  subordinate  Parliament  unless  tbey 
had  representation  of  Irishmen  at  \%^est* 
minster.     But  my  view  then  was,  as  it  la 
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Batisfaction  of  impartial  aud  dispassioQute 
men  that  everything  has  been  said 
against  the  candidate  for  spiritual  honours 
that  can  possibly  be  said,  and  not  only 
80,  but  a  great  more  than  can  be  sus- 
tained. That  is  the  case  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  But  on  one  point,  owing 
to  the  excess  of  his  zeal,  he  went  a  little 
beyond  even  the  Devil's  Advocate.  I 
have  never  heard  upon  any  occasion  of 
persons  entrusted  with  the  charge  of  that 
high  office — for  they  were  not  less  dis- 
creet than  able — saying  in  the  course  of 
the  same  speech  what  amounts  to  a  prac- 
tical confutation  of  the  main  proposition 
they  were  endeavouring  to  urge.  That 
is  the  case  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
What  is  the  main  charge  he  makes  against 
the  Bill  ?  He  described  it  the  other 
night  as  a  "  bite  at  Home  Rule." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  was  a 
quotation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Oh,  yes ; 

I  knew  that  it  was  a  phrase  which  he 

was   fortunate    enough    to   detect  in   a 

leading  article.      It  is  not  so  long  ago 

since  he  quoted  a  leading  article  in  this 

House  calling  for  scorn  and  contempt  on 

it  because  it  did  not  exactlv  suit  his 
object.  When  it  does  suit  his  object 
he  produces  the  article  in  his  support. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said — "  We  have 
settled  nothing  in  this  Bill  about  Home 
Rule."  Settled  nothing  in  this  Bill  I  My 
right  Friend,  in  discussing  this  matter, 
used  language  of  habitual,  gross,  euor- 
mous  exaggeration.  What  are  the  ques- 
tions connected  with  Ireland  that  are  not 
settled  in  this  Bill  ?  I  grant  there  is  the 
Land  Question. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  An  obli- 
gation  of  honour. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  an 
obligation  of  honour  with  respect  to  facts 
aud  circumstances  that  were  then  exist- 
ing, autl  expressly  stated  by  me,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  know,  to  be  an 
obligation  to  these  temporary  facts  and 

circumstances.  The  Laud  Question,  it  is 
true,  is  a  most  important  question.  It  is 
a  question  internal  to  Ireland,  and  it  is 
entirely  by  way  of  exception  that  there 
in  any  reservation  of  it  at  all.  What  is 
the  foundation  for  the  charge  that  the 

Mr.  W.  E.  GladMione 


Bill  settles  nothing  ?  Finance  ?  Yes. 
What  did  my  right  hon.  Friend  say  iu 
another  part  of  his  speech  ?  Like  the 
unskilful  Devil's  Advocate,  having 
declared  that  the  Government  entirely 
upset  and  destroyed  everything  they 
proposed  to  enact  with  respect  to  finance, 
in  another  portion  of  his  speech,  when  be 
had  another  object  in  view,  he  entirely 
"forgot  what  he  had  urged,  and  said — 

"  Why,  aft^r  all,  what  is  the  use  of  this 
charge  about  the  six  years  ?  The  Ezcifle  and 
Customs  Revenue  " — he  miffht  have  added  the 
Post  OflSce— "  are  still  withheld  from  them,  so 
far  as  regards  fixing  their  rates ;  and,  conse- 
quently, this  Bill,  which  fixes  the  principle 
with  respect  to  these  Revenues,  will  still  be  in 
force,  and  the  whole  substance  of  finance,  with 
limited  exceptions,  will  still  be  settled  bj  the 
Irish." 

And  that  is  the  only  point  to  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  can  refer  as  not  having 
been  successfully  settled  by  the  Bill. 
Now,  what  is  settled  by  the  Bill  ?  It  is 
settled  by  the  Bill  that  Ireland  shall 
make  her  own  laws.  It  is  settled  that 
Ireland  shall  have  two  Chambers  of 
Legislature.  I  want  to  know  whether 
fixing  the  Legislative  Body  is,  or  is  not,  a 
capital  and  fundamental  portion  of  any 
scheme  of  government  for  Ireland  ?  We 
have  settled  the  Executive,  the  relations 
between  the  Executive  and  the  Legisla- 
tive Body.  We  have  absolutely  settled 
the  Judiciary. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  All  by  the 

Closure. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Police  has  been  absolutely  fixed.  In 
naming  these  branches,  have  I  not  named 
all  the  most  important  branches  of  a 
scheme  for  the  Government  of  Ireland 
with  the  exception  of  finance  ?  And 
with  respect  to  that  exception,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  himself  said  that  the 
most  important  parts  are  fixed.  In  this 
instance  my  right  hon.  Friend  exhibited, 
as  he  did  in  others,  his  practice  of  groea, 
habitual,  and  enormous  exaggeration. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  is  engaged  in 
denouncing  a  measure  with  respect  to 
the  most  important  part  of  which  more 
conclusive  support  could  nownere  l^e 
found  than  in  the  speeches  of  my  rigbt 
hon.  Friend  himself,  before  he  assumed 
his  present  position. 

Mr.   J.   CHAMBERLAIN  :  Is  not 

that  exaggeration  ? 
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Batisfaction  of  impartial  aud  dispassiouute 
men  thai  everything  has  been  said 
against  the  candidate  for  spiritual  honours 
that  can  possibly  be  said,  and  not  only 
80,  but  a  great  more  than  can  be  sus- 
tained. That  is  the  case  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  But  on  one  point,  owing 
to  the  excess  of  his  zeal,  he  went  a  little 
beyond  even  the  Devil's  Advocate.  I 
have  never  heard  upon  any  occasion  of 
persons  entrusted  with  the  charge  of  that 
high  office — ^for  they  were  not  less  dis- 
creet than  able — saying  in  the  course  of 
the  same  speech  what  amounts  to  a  prac- 
tical confutation  of  the  main  proposition 
they  were  endeavouring  to  urge.  That 
is  the  case  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
What  is  the  main  charge  he  makes  against 
the  Bill  ?  He  described  it  the  other 
night  as  a  ^^  bite  at  Home  Rule." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  was  a 
quotation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Oh,  yes ; 

I  knew  that  it  was  a  phrase  which  he 

was   fortunate    enough    to   detect  in   a 

leading  article.      It  is  not  so  long  ago 

since  he  quoted  a  leading  article  in  this 

House  calling  for  scorn  and  contempt  on 

it  because  it  did  not  exactlv  suit  his 
object.  When  it  does  suit  his  object 
he  produces  the  article  in  his  support. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said — "  We  have 
settled  nothing  in  this  Bill  about  Home 
Rule."  Settled  nothing  in  this  Bill  I  My 
right  Friend,  in  discussing  this  matter, 
used  language  of  habitual,  gross,  enor- 
mous exaggeration.  What  are  the  ques- 
tions connected  with  Ireland  that  are  not 
settled  in  this  Bill  ?  I  grant  there  is  the 
Land  Question. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  An  obli- 
gation of  honour. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  an 
obligation  of  honour  with  respect  to  facts 
aud  circumstances  that  were  then  exist- 
ing, and  expressly  stated  by  me,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  know,  to  be  an 
obligation  to  these  temporary  facts  and 

circumstances.  The  Land  Question,  it  is 
true,  is  a  most  important  question.  It  is 
a  question  internal  to  Ireland,  and  it  is 
entirely  by  way  of  exception  that  there 
iK  any  reservation  of  it  at  all.  What  is 
the  foundation  for  the  charge  that  the 

Mr.  W.  E.  (rladstone 


Bill  settles  nothing  ?  Finance  ?  Yas, 
What  did  my  right  hon.  Friend  say  iu 
another  part  of  his  speech  ?  Like  the 
unskilful  DeviPs  Advocate,  having 
declared  that  the  Government  entirely 
upset  and  destroyed  everything  they 
proposed  to  enact  with  respect  to  finance, 
in  another  portion  of  his  speech,  when  be 
had  another  object  in  view,  he  entirely 
"forgot  what  he  had  urged,  and  said — 

"  Why,  after  all,  what  is  the  use  of  this 
charge  about  the  six  years  ?  The  Excise  and 
Customs  Revenue  '* — he  might  have  added  the 
Post  OflSce— "  are  still  withheld  from  them,  so 
far  as  regards  fixing  their  rates ;  and,  conse- 
quently, this  Bill,  which  fixes  the  principle 
with  respect  to  these  Revenues,  will  still  be  in 
force,  and  the  whole  substance  of  finance,  with 
limited  exceptions,  will  still  be  settled  by  the 
Irish." 

And  that  is  the  only  point  to  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  can  refer  as  not  having 
been  successfully  settled  by  the  Bill. 
Now,  what  is  settled  by  the  Bill  ?  It  is 
settled  by  the  Bill  that  Ireland  shall 
make  her  own  laws.  It  is  settled  that 
Ireland  shall  have  two  Chambers  of 
Legislature.  I  want  to  know  whether 
fixing  the  Legislative  Body  is,  or  is  not,  a 
capital  and  fundamental  portion  of  any 
scheme  of  government  for  Ireland  ?  We 
have  settled  the  Executive,  the  relations 
between  the  Executive  and  the  Legisla- 
tive Body.  We  have  absolutely  settled 
the  Judiciary. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  All  by  the 
Closure. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
Police  has  been  absolutely  fixed.  In 
naming  these  branches,  have  I  not  named 
all  the  most  important  branches  of  a 
scheme  for  the  Government  of  Ireland 
with  the  exception  of  finance  ?  Aod 
with  respect  to  that  exception,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  himself  said  that  the 
most  important  parts  are  fixed.  In  this 
instance  my  right  hon.  Friend  exhibited, 
as  he  did  in  others,  his  practice  of  gross, 
habitual,  and  enormous  exaggeration. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  is  engaged  in 
denouncing  a  measure  with  respect  to 
the  most  important  part  of  which  more 
conclusive  support  could  nownere  be 
found  than  in  the  speeciies  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  himself,  before  he  assumed 
his  present  position. 

Mr.   J.   CHAMBERLAIN  :  Is  not 

that  exaggeration  ? 


lovernmenl  of  {25  Jl". 

E.  GLADSTONE  :  My 
^■riend  has  hIbo  given  some 
I  more  lemperate  arguments. 

in  jmo"l,  whj  is  it  to  last  only  for 

cauuot  call  B  i^pecimeii  of 
gumeut  my  right  liou.  Friend 
d  the  reusous  for  the  limita- 
are  not  the  reoHouB  stated  by 
leiit,  who  might  hesup[>o»e<l 
lelhing  of  vheir  owd  interior 
they  were,  accordiug  to  the 
entlemaii — 

onr  allies  have  [mt  you  umler 
ml  have  Ki>*eii  yu  to  umlerMtanil 
not  tolerate  the  jiermanenteiiacl- 
s  system  rh  jod  have  introtluceil. 
KTtrine  of  Ihc  tnakiiiiu>ter  and  the 

^trine  was  mtich  u'eakeuc<l  In 
>n  on  my  minit,  auil  for  tlie 
1  about  to  state,  though  it  is 
uatration  of  the  licenee  cou- 
imed  by  the  oppoueuts  of  the 
— a  licence  which  permits 
,  in  the  successive  Debates 
•ill,  either  a  particular  pro- 
t;  be  unfavourable  to  the  Bill, 
idictory  of  it.  My  right  hon. 
inually  casts  upon  the  Go- 
le  stigma  of  being  under  the 
ikmasicrs.       My  right    hon. 

not  sot  through  mueh  of 
tebiite,  or  he  would  have 
the  contrail  ictory  of  that  pro- 
}  vehemently  urged  upon  tlit 
.  less  than  two  hours  l)efore 
he  Opposition)  quarter  of  the 
e  Government  were  then  told 
y  and  confidenlly — for  posi- 

coufidence  are  the  iuvariabli 
s  of  all  llie  assertions  of  my 
?'riend  and  his  allies,  as  j 
confidently  as  when  my  right 
[  spoke  of  taskmasters  and 
[  the  Government  had  no 
ot  doing  something  they  were 

becauae  it  was  perfectly  well 

notorious  to  the  world  that 
below  the  Gangway  would 
jsver  they  were  offered. 
CHAMBERLAIN  ;  I  never 
he  Parnellites  ns  taskmasters. 
uly  uine  of  them. 

E.  GLADSTONE;  After 
it  repartee  I  will  pass  on.     I 
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quoted  what  has  lieen  said  by  one 
of  my  right  lion.  Friend's  allies,  and, 
therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend's  inter- 
■uption  was  wholly  without  [joint.  My 
■ight  lion.  Friend  has  a  practice,  which  is 
»ue  of  the  most  unsatisfactory  and  one  of 
the  most  miechievons  that  can  be  intro- 
ihiced  ill  topiiblic  life.  Hecoustautly  and 
lieliberately,  and  with  the  utmost  confi- 
ilence  and"  infallibility,  ascribes  to  men 
who  have  a  right  Xo  stand  on  a  level  with 
him,  and  who  were  at  one  time  his 
colleagties  and  supposed  to  be  his  friends, 
motives  for  their  acts  the  direct  contra- 
dictory of  that  which  tliey  state  them- 
selves, and  motives  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  knows  they  indignantly  disclahn. 
My  right  hon.  i-'riend  knows,  or  ought  V* 
know,  that  the  Government  have  stated 
their  reasons  for  introdueing  this  interme- 
diate i>eriod  ;  and  he  knows  those  reasons 
absolutely  different  and  totally  irrecon- 
cilable with  that  which  he  himself 
alleged,  not  as  a  suspicion  on  his  part, 
")ut  as  the  absolute  result  of  bis  iuEalhble 
honght-reading.  There  is  a  profession 
growing  up  in  the  country  in  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  appears  to  deserve  the 
very  highest  honours  and  distinction,  and 
that  is  the  profession  of  the  thought- 
reader.  My  right  hon.  Friend  said  that 
the  Irish  Members— not  the  Parnellites 
only,  but  the  Nationalists— have  a  most 
dangerous  notion  in  their  heads.  They 
had,  he  told  us.  compelled  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  off  their  decision  upon  the 
amount  of  the  contribution,  though  the 
principle  of  a  contribution  was  a  thing 
absolutely  fixed  under  the  Bill.  And 
why  ?  "  Because,"  said  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  "  ihey  know  that  in  six  years  they 
will  be  absolute  masters  of  the  situation." 
Where  does  he  get  his  gift  of  infallibility  ? 
By  what  superhuman  gift  does  my  right 
hon.  Friend  pronounce  upon  the  stale  of 
things  which  iit  to  subsist  in  this  House 
six  years  heijcc  ?  There  are  103  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  now,  but  they 
are  not  omnipotent.  On  the  contrary, 
we  arc  told  this  very  night  by  a  high 
authority  that  they  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  submit.  If  this  is  so,  why,  then, 
should  80  Members  be  omnipotent  ?  I 
commend  that  view  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  Hon,  Gentlemen  who  arc  im- 
bued more  or  less  with  the  confidence 
and  self-esteem  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must    see,  when  they    predict  the 
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supremacy  of  80  Memliors,  wliat  a  sen- 
tence of  CO Ddetn nation  they  are  pftBsiug 
upon  the  570  Members  who  will  be  in  this 
Hoiiae  along  with  the  HO  Irish  Members  ? 
They  are  to  be  nothing  but  their  tools 
and  their  staves  !  But  what  will  the 
British  public  say  outside  who  witness 
this  enslaving  ?  Wfaat  will  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  say  of  it  ?  Will  they 
stand  by  unmoved  at  this  enslaving  by 
the  80  Irish  Members  who  would  pos- 
sess a  special  privilege  ? 


Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  should 
have  thougiit  it  would  be  nriderstood  I 
was  referring  to  this  House.  This  miser- 
able 570  will  be  the  tools  and  the 
slaves  of  83  I  They  are  to  sit  here  as 
victims — miserable  tools,  slaves  1  It  is, 
Sir,  in  my  opinion,  absiini.  One  of  the 
illuminating  doctrines  detivcrcil  from  that 
quarter  of  the  House  (pointing  to  Mr. 
Chamberlain)  is  that  any  body  of  Mem- 
bers represeuting  any  set  of  constitueucies 
may  lawfully  combine  together  to  ob- 
taiu  by  their  eombitiatiou  unytliing  tliey 
can  on  behalf  of  Ihelr  own  particular 
constitueucief,  irrespective  of  the  general 
welfare  of  England, 

LoRi>  li.  CHURCHILL  :  We  all 
bold  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
noble  Lent  cannot  have  bcaid  the  words 
that  fell  from  my  lips.  If  he  had,  he 
would  not  respond  in  liioso  terms.  Well, 
Sir,  we  are  told  that  there  is  no  necessity 
why  Ireland  should  he  furnished  at  the 
outset  with  a  surplus.  We  are  told  we 
gave  no  surplus  to  the  Transvaal.  To 
the  Transvaal !  What  was  the  Trans- 
vaal ?  It  wns  tittle  more  than  a  village 
community.     What  were  they  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEKLAIN  :    40,000. 

Mr.  W.  K.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes : 
8,(HK)  atlults.  But  that  is  not  all.  These 
men  had  been  depriveil  of  iuslitutious, 
and  into  their  miilst  was  seut  a  handful 
of  English  authorities  :  and,  therefore,  it 
is  presumed  they  Irnd  lost  those  institu- 
tions. There  is  no  parallel  with  the  case 
of  Ireland.  Then,  Grwoce  is  cast  in  our 
teeth.  But  the  three  Powers  which  founded 
Mr.  rr.  E.  Ghdttont 
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Greece  did  give  Greece  a  surplus,  d 
propose,  if  they  did  not — as  I  think  they  d 
— guarantee  a  surplus — though  the  tbr 
Powers  found  themselves  unable  to  olits 
a  considerable  part  of  the  interest  outi 
Guaranteed  Loan.  Tlicy  recognised. 
think,  that  a  uonimeneing  Governme 
requires  a  surplus.  But,  Sir,  what 
the  use  of  talking  to  Irish  Members  aba 
economy  before  tbey  have  a  Governrnt 
to  make  economies  ?  Does  a  Miuist 
cost  nothing  ?  Does  building  ei 
nothing  ?  Does  a  legisliitive  builili 
cost  nothing  ?  How  are  all  the 
charges  to  Iw  defrayed  ?  That  is  t 
crux  of  the  question.  We  have  told 
simple  tale  to  itie  House  about  nil  tht 
matters  in  this  period  of  six  yea 
Originally  our  financial  plan  was  for 
years.  It  is  now  reduce<l  to  sis  yea 
The  time  at  our  disposal  is  a  time  whi 
does  not  permit  the  Committeo  to  pre 
so  serious  a  question.  The  cmploym< 
which  is  placed  on  the  Irish  Legislali 
irrespective  of  these  questions  is  mi 
than  ample,  and  these  few  years  it 
proposed  to  adopt  fonn  a  period  of  po 
ponement,  but  a  short  and  ratio: 
period,  at  the  close  of  which  it  '»  m 
reasonable  to  expe<;t  that  they  will  !» 
a  condition  to  deal  in  a  sulisfacU 
manner  with  this  subject.  But  the  Ca 
mittee  is  tohl  that  this  Bill  eelt 
nothing.  That  is  a  common  mode 
describing  the  most  positive  Bills  wh 
the  Opposition  disapprove  and  ilo  ] 
believe  in.  The  plaii  pro|)oseil  by  I 
(lovernment  is  a  most  reasonable  o 
aud  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  lia:' dc 
nothing  to  shake  or  to  undermine  I 
Government  plan,  although  he  has  m 
Ilia  utmost  efforts  to  do  so,  and  to  ilo 
in  the  spirit  of  that  important  funeiiuut 
to  wliom  I  made  an  initiatory  allnxinn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOL'K  (Manchest 
£.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  I 
ine  but  a  few  minutes,  but  I  will  i 
deavour  to  compress  my  argument  ii 
them.  The  speech  of  the  right  hi 
Genllcrann  has  not  been  mainly  lo  i 
Amendment,  but  to  the  Second  Head! 
stage  of  the  clause.  When  the  ri) 
hou.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  roplieil 
the  arguments  made  on  that  M^fX 
the  clause  he  remained  al>sent  fmui  i 
House. 


tr&vernmenl  of  {25  Ji' 

.  E.    GLADSTONE:     The 

Uember     for     West     Bir^ 

nrgely  argued  the  questioD  of 

J.  BALFOUR :  Jly  right 
d  uevor  meutioned  the  TrauK- 
aoce,  and  there  is  uot  an  bon. 
[cept  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
have  beeu  permitted  bo  far  to 
L  the  apeecli  to  which  lie  was 
■  replyiug.  The  poiut,  how- 
lich  I  would  firHt  referdepends 
rk  mode  by  the  right  bou. 
>r  West  Birmingham  that  the 
berg  are  the  masters  of  the  Go- 
Well,  are  they  not  .■'  The 
Gentleman  looks  forwani  to 
six  yearn,  and  says,  who  eau 
.at,  at  that  time,  agaiust  the 
0  EiigliMh  Mcmberfi,  80  Irish 
wil!  lie  allowed  to  prevail  ? 
hoii.  Gentleman  was  ii neon- 
peat  iog  bis  own  speech  made 
years  ago.  I  recollect  that 
1 ;  it  was  a  raagaificent  effort. 
boil.  Mem]>cr  for  Dublin 
bad  been  saving  that  the 
ill  of  1H84  would  inevitably 
Loyalists  of  Ireland  over  to 
ity  of  Home  Rule  agitation, 
uld  prohably  Iks  saccessfiil. 
he  right  hou.  Gentleman  sny  ? 
lading  from  Ilaaxard) — 
rol  that  if  Iherc  could  be  na\y  a 
portion  of  Irisli  Memlieni  following 
if  the  hon.  Hember  for  the  City  of 
eoo  Membert"  from  England,  SotI- 
alca  n-outd  be  so  intimidateil  by 
Df  the  Irish  MembetB  that  they 
way  all  conwiderntioji  of  juWicc  in 

E.  GLADSTONE  asked  to 
'eretice,  and  llie  volume  was 
MS  the  Table. 

r.  BALFOUR  :  Almost  ver- 
t  the  Committee  bas  beard 
ag  !  In  1 886  these  oOO  to 
h  Members  were  coerced  by 
if  Mr.   Parnetl,    and  the 
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did  . 


le  legislation  which  he  then 
l)e  impossible.  Well,  Sir,  I 
',  attack  made  on  the  right 
er  for  West  Birmingham,  and 
blinister's  description  of  what 
V.        [fourth   aBKIES.] 


he  called  the  habitually  gross  aud 
enormous  exaggeration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  dealing  with  this  Amend- 
ment, The  Prime  Minister  said  that 
Government  had  settled  that  there  should 
be  an  Irish  Legislature  consisting  of  two 
Chambers,  tlie  Police,  the  Judiciary,  and 
the  Executive.  With  regard  to  tbe 
word  "  settle,"  I  confess  that  it  is  au 
inappropriate  substantive  to  use  with 
regard  to  the  decision  which  has  been 
arrived  at  without  debate  or  discussion. 
Up  to  the  present,  wbeu  we  spoke  of 
the  House  of  Commons  settling  some- 
thing, we  usually  meant  that  tbe  subject 
had  l>eeu  first  debated  aud  then  divided 
upon.  The  first  of  these  processes  is 
now  omitted  by  tbe  Government.  The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  says  we  have 
settled  the  Judiciary.  There  are  clauses 
about  tbe  Judiciary,  and  I  do  not  deny 
that,  in  a  sense,  it  may  be  eaid  that  you 
have  settled  that  question.  But  in  what 
tiense  has  he  settled  the  police  !'  Upon 
my  word,  I  do  not  know,  I  raised  the 
question  this  afternoon  with  regard  to 
the  Revenue  aud  the  existing  Con- 
stabulary ;  and  the  Government  said 
that,  although  tbe  question  was  a  very 
proper  one  to  raise,  llicy  have  not  settled 
it,  but  that,  perhaps  in  a  year  or  two, 
they  would  \ie  prepared  with  a  solution 
to  a  problem  which  they  admit  requires 
one.  The  question  of  the  police  is  otdy 
settled  in  a  negative  senue,  and  so  little 
ix  it  settled,  that  the  bou.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  looks  forward 
to  eight  anxious  years  of  debate  in  the 
Irish  Legislature  before  it  is  settled. 
Have  tbe  Government  settled  tbe  police 
of  the  conntry  when  they  have  only 
settled  what  police  is  not  to  e.vist,  but 
bavc  left  it  a1>solutcty  open  as  to  what 
police  will  take  their  place !-  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  admitted 
that  he  has  not  settled  the  land  ;  but  ho 
says  he  is  only  under  "tem)>oniry  obliga- 
tions of  honour."  I  have  Ik'cu  accus- 
tomed t«  consider  that  the  obligatiotis  of 
honour  are  permanent,  but  a  new 
morality  and  a  new  linguistic  usage  are 
being  introduced,  and  apparently  the 
obligations  of  hooour  nidy  exist  during 
the  temporary  exigencies  of  Parly,  and 
when  those  exigencies  of  Party  change 
the  obligations  of  honour  will,  I 
suppose,  vanish  with  them.  Is  tbe 
taxation    settled  ?      That    is    the    very 
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tion  under  diecuesion,  &nd  it  \%  not 
ed.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  said — 
)u  fhould  not  impnte  to  us  bud 
vea.  We  have  given  our  reasons  for 
ing  it  ODiy  for  six  years.  It  is  con- 
'  to  the  usage  of  Parliament  to  attrl- 

to  us  motives  which  have  never 
iat«d  US."  The  only  reason  we 
Tstand  for  the  change  of  front  on  the 

of  the  Government  is  that  they 
I  heard  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Mem- 

for  North  Kerry,  and  that  they 
gbt  the  suggestion  he  makes  is  a 
i  one.  I  do  not  see  that  that  reason 
ntradictory  of  the  motives  attributed 
lie  Government  by  the  right  hon, 
iber  for  West  Birmingham,  There 
.ins  the  vital  question  of  the  Irish 
ibers  in  this  House.  Is  that  settled  ? 
peal  to  the  Government  themselvCB 
hat  point.  Clause  9,  dealing  with 
L,  begins  with  the  words  "unless  and 

Parliament  otherwise  determines." 
Prime  Minister  himself  says,  when 
ar  words  are  proffered  as  an  Amend- 
;  to  another  clanse  by  the  right  hon. 
ber  for  West  Birmingham,  that 
insertion  will  be  a  conclusive 
\  that  the  clause  is  a  temporarv  and 

R.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  said 
e  most  distinct  mariner  that  there 
lany  points  that  might  be  construed 
I  honourable  compact  between  Great 
liu  aii<l  Ireland  for  the  term  of  six 
i,  and  I  stated  that  the  words  re- 
d  to  were  introduced  to  show  that 
til  clause  was  no  part  of  the  honour- 
compact  bet'  "  -  -  - 
nd,    and      w 
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K.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  The  mean- 
{  the  words  of  an  Act  do  not  depend 

the  intention  of  those  who  insert 
,  but  on  the  words  themselves.  If 
ivords  were  introduced  for  the  pur- 

of  making  this  one  clause    short- 

the  effect  must  be  the  same.  The 
e  Minister  has  likened  the  right  hon. 
ber  for  West  Birmingham  to  the 
vil'n  Advocate"  in  those  ccclesias- 
cascs  where  the  claims  of  a  saint  to 
nisatioii  were  brought  forward.  I 
not  go  into  the  propriety  or  the  good 

of  the  metaphor,  but  I  would  merely 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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'  point  out  thatthefnnctiouBof  theDevil'i 
Advocate  are  exercised  only  with  regarc 
to  a  defunct  individnsl.  If  the  Hom( 
Rule  Bill  is  to  be  regarded  as  dead 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Binning 
ham  will  not  quarrel  with  the  metaphor 
For  my  own  part,  when  once  the  authoi 
of  a  Bill  admits  that  it  is  a  corpse,  I  an 
perfectly  ready  to  take  any  part  he  likw 
in  the  canonisation  of  his  deiunct  Bill.  1 
do  not  think  it  worth  while  to  con' 
tinue  the  discussion  any  further  ;  bui 
thereare  other  Members  who  may  desire  t4 
take  part  in  the  Debate  which  I  an 
sorry  to  say  has  been  wasted — ■ 
portion  of  the  time  has  been  wasted — bj 
the  irrelevant  and  personal  recriminatioiu 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  em- 
bodied in  the  observations  which  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby] 
said,  a  great  deal  of  the  attack  upon  hii 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr,  Chamberlain)^-— 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  lefl 
the  Chair  to  make  hia  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ail 
again  To-morrow. 

EAST  INDIA    (MRS.  ELIZA   SA0NDEBS) 
Return     presented,    relative     theretc 
[Address     26th    June  ;     Mr.    Alpheui 
Morton]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE  FROM   THE    LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Improve 
ment  of  Land  (Scotland)   Bill,  with  at 
Amendment. 

ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION   iSCHOOL 

ATTENDANCE)   BILL.— (No.  241.) 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committet 

report     Progress ;     to     ait    again    Tty 

morrow. 

VOLONTEER  FORCES  (JURY  EXEMP- 
TION) BILL.— (No.  141.) 

Order  for  Committee  reatl,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Hera 
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E     OF     COMMONS, 
Inesday,  26lh  Ju/if  189-3. 


IK  EDUCATION  VOTKS. 

XT    CRANBORNE    (RochoH- 

keJ  tbe  I'rime  Minister  yester- 

(rder   iu    which  the  Educatiou 

ild  be  takeu,  uud  lie  promised 

1  the  qiicstiou  to-day.     Perhaps 

[ary  to  the  Treasury  eati  tell  lis 

lie  Euglish  Vote  or  tbu  Scotch 

be  taken  first  ? 

ECRETARY  to  the   TBEA- 

iir  J.  T.  IIiBUERT,  OUllmni)  : 

;li  Vote  will  be  tulcen  first,  nud 

-  the  English  Vote. 

iRTLEY  (Isliugtoti,  N.):  Is  it 

to  ^o  right  through  Class  IV. 

tion,    or   simply    to    take   tlio 

ry  Vote  ? 

.    T.    HIBBERT  :  Only    the 

S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  Wlieu 
■nportarit  Votes  for  Science  and 

T.    HIBBERT:    I    have 
!  notice  will  be  given. 
:sT  CRANBORNE  :  Ib  it  pi 
take  only  the  tirst  Vote — i 

T.  HIBBERT  :  I  believe  oi 


'ERS    OF    THE     DAY. 
NMEST  OF   IRELAND  BILL. 

C«o-  2oa.) 

EE.    {^Progress,    New    Clauses, 
25th  July.'\ 

FORTr-SIXTH    NIGHT.] 

nsidered  in  Committee, 

(Iu  the  Committee.) 
'laUHO  (Financial  arrangements 
en    tbe    United    Kingdom    anci 
-{Mr.  W.  E.  GladHoM.) 
Iment  proposed,  . 
,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  the  transfer 
■  mcntionwl,"  In  unlet  to  insert  the 
arliament  otherwise  ilctemiineB." — 

XV.     [foiiuth  series.] 


Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
'ords  'the  transfer  hereinafter  men- 
tioned '  stanii  part  of  the  Clause." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  regretted  very  much  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  not  more 

B    last   night   for    his    generous    and 

iterly  reply  to  tbe  Prime  Minister  iu 
defence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.  He 
would  not  travel  over  the  pointa  of  th« 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  with  which 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  dealt, 
but  there  were  other  parts  of  that 
F^peech  to  which  he  wished  to  allude. 
He  desired  to  express  his  deep 
regret  for  havin<;  heard  such  a  speech 
from  tbe  lips  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
It  was  not  creditable  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  was  derogatory  to  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  followed  the  Prime 
Minister  as  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party  tor  a  great  number  of  years  ;  he 
had  never  failed  in  his  friemlly  feelings 
towards  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  therefore  regretted  all  the  more  deeply 
having  heard  such  a  speech  from  him. 
Tbe  Liberal  Unionist  Party  had  tbe 
fullest  contideuce  in  the  leadership  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  ;  they  derived  the 
groati'st  l>enefit  from  his  vast  ability,  and 
they  desired  to  associate  themselves  with 
his  speeches,  and  to  share,  if  necessary, 
in  any  condemnation  of  them.  \Loud 
laughter,  and  cries  of  "Oh!"  from 
XiifioniilUt  Memhcrt.'] 

Mil.  T0ML1N80N  (PrestoiO  :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Mr.  Mellor.  I  desire  to  call 
atteution  to  the  interruptions  from  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I '  hope  hon. 
G^cntlemeu  will  not  interrupt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  J.  GOR8T  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  In  a<ldition  to  what  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  has  Hai<l, 
I  would  point  out  the  inconvenience  of 
the  noise  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  to  those  sitting  on  this 
Beuch,  who  are  anxious  to  hear  the 
speech  and  cannot  hear  tt. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  theintcrniptious 
did  not  make  the  slightest  ditTerence  to 
him,  except  that  they  would  have  the 
effect  of  leiigtbening  his  observations. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  denounced   his 
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ion.  Frieud  for  babiUinl,  g 
>us  exaggerutiou.  He  deDieil  that 
as  a  tnie  reprosentatjou  of  hib  right 
ricnJ,  aod  thought  it  waa  almost 
larliumeutary  phrase.    At  aay 

who  lived  in  glasn  houses  should 
ie  stones.  He  would  not  linger  ou 
rase  "  Devil's  Advocate,"  although 
ught  it  had   Iweu   repeated  hy  the 

Minister  with  undue  reiteratiou. 
mid  like,  however,  to  remiiitl  the 
lou.  Geutlemau  that  "the  Devil's 
ate  "appeared  only  at  a  canouiHation 
ts.     He  did  uot  kuow  where  tUey 

RnJ   a   saiul   iu    that   AHScmhIy, 

indeed,  the  Prime  Miuistcr  or  the 
jllor  of  the  Exchequer  might  look 
d  at  some  distant  day  to  lieing 
<ed  under  the  name  of  Saint 
iu.  But  he  particularly  wishetl 
r  to  one  remark  made  by  tiie  Prime 
ST.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
that  there  was    no   ohiigatiou   of 

whatever  in  regard  to  the  I.aud 
)D  ;  that  the  obligation  wan  only 
iferouce  to  facts  and  circumstances 
tre  then  existing  and  was  expressly 
jd.  The  Prime  Miniitter,  however, 
■il  8,  1886,  on  the  introduction  of 
>inB  Rule  Bill  of  liiut  year,  and 
•u  the  16th  of  April,  in  bringiug 
Laud  Purchase  Bill,  distinctly  and 
icnlly  laid  it  down  that  the  Lund 
m  and  the  Home  Rule  Question 
s  inseparably  connected  one  with 
eras  the  Siamese  Twins.    Speak- 

the- 8th  April,  1886,  the  right 
eutleman  said-  ^ 

two  questions  of  Land  snil  of  Irish 
lent  arc,  in  our  view,  clearly  ami  in. 
y  connected,  fur  Ihey  are  the  two 
I  tbmagh  which  n'e  hojie  to  find  access, 
;tnftl  access,  to  tliat  question  which  ia 
vital  of  all — naiDoly,  the  qncstiou  of 
:ler  in  Irelaiul.  As  1  liave  said,  those 
alions  are  in  our  view,  whatever  tlicy 
n  that  of  anyone  else,  they  are  in  our 
reasiHiB  which  1  cannot  now  explain,  in- 
:  Ihc  one  from  the  other." 

il  16,  in  asking  leave  to  bring  in 
i  and  Purchase  of  Laud  Bill,  the 
in.  (ieiitloinnn  said — 
ing  thit  1  wish  to  complete  the  wpeech 
nil  Thunnlay  last,  which,  inordinately 
liih  it  inny  have  been,  still  remains 
il.  I  use  that  lan^a|ge  to  describe  their 
uiyown  niliiil  and  in  the  minds  ot  my 


Question  and  Home  Rule,  could  l>eli' 
that  the  unity  was  only  of  a  tempor 
nature     and      under     existing     ctrcii 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnar^- 
&c.)  r  I  rise  to  Order,  I  wish  to  i 
whether  the  right  hon.  Member  is 
Order  in  discussing  the  Laud  Quest 
and  its  inseparability  from  Home  R 
on  Financial  Clauses  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  think  it 
quite  out  of  Order  to  discuss  the  L« 
■Question.  But  the  right  hon.  Geni 
man  the  Member  for  West  Biroiingh 
referred  to  the  Land  Question  by  way 
illustration.  The  Prime  MinislerrepI 
to  it,  and  so  long  as  the  right  hon.  Me 
bcr  for  Grimsby  couliucs  himself  to  it 
way  of  illustration  he  will  lie  in  Order, 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Me 
ber  for  West  Birmingham  in  Order  ou  t 
Land  Question  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  W 
the  Prime  Minister  iu  Order  in  refcrri 
to  the  Land  Question  ? 

Mil,  HENEAGE  said,  he  was  i 
going  to  comment  ou  these  extracts:  ai 
if  hon.  Members  opposite  bad  only  a  lit 
patience  he  would  have  been  done  wi 
the  Land  Question  by  this  time,  Ixi 
Spencer  was  also  strong  on  this  poiut  wi 
regard  to  the  inseparability  of  the  La 
Question  from  Home  Rule,  for  spea 
ing- 


,  N.)  -• 


Mr.  bodkin  (Ko!^ 
rise  to  Order 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order 
I  have  p<>inted  out  already  that  so  long  i 
the  right  hou.  Member  confines  himself 
the  Lanil  Question  by  way  of  illustratit 
he  is  iu  Order.  If  be  travels  beyond  ih: 
he  is  out  of  Order, 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said, he  did  uot  wi. 
to  put  himself  out  of  Order  in  any  wa. 
Lord  Spencer,  speaking  at  Newcastle  ■: 
April  21,  188C,  said— 

'■  What  U  the  measure  1  It  is  a  grcai  con 
pact  nt  treaty  with  the  Irish  jieoplc.  Voo  n» 
call  It,  if  you  like,  the  Magna  Chart*  of  tl 
Irinh  people  ;  but  It  ih  necessary,  under  a  ecu 
tract  or  treaty  of  tliis  sort,  not  only  lo  la 
down  the  iirindiiles  on  which  you  wish  to  \a\ 
ceeil,  but  lo  defend  some  of  thoHe  who  oppn 
the  poliey  and  arc  in  alarm  at  the  co(ueqaea« 

it  may   brin;;  about I    do   not    for 

moment  think   it   would   be   just  and   hon» 

the  Rritisb  Parliament  (o  leave  anprutecte 

id    uncared   for   landlarda    of   It^Iani.    W 

have  at  different  timescurtaikil  their  rights  b; 


not  think   (hut  the  Committee, 

ariuF   the    W(ir.l«    nf    th>.    Prli..^     nave  at  iliterent  timescurtailwl  Ibcir  rights 
anng   the    words    of    ttle    Pnme    ^cM  ot   Parliament,  and  1  think  it  woaid 

on     tUe    unity     of    the    Laud  |  a  hum  and  treacherous  thing  at  thii 
.  Htneage 
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not  (Icfenil  what  we  consiiier  thdc 
eaU ;  but  1  should  libe  ta  say  thidin 
that  I  believe  it  would  be  most  unfair 
F  [risli  AKHcmbly  to  leave  thia  qnen- 
ie  land  unsettled.  ...  I  belisve  that 
kgues  and  I  are  agreol  oti  this  as  on 
iubjectH  coiiiiecteit  with  this  measure  ; 
lone  himifclf  hiu  said  that  these  two 
are  inseparable." 


speak  iug  at  Ed  in 


1  188 

ae  suppnec  Ibat  the  Liberal  Party 
returned  tu  the  coming  Parliament, 
t  wnit  called  upon  to  deal  with  t  his  fcreat 
ioiial  question  of  the  goveroment  of 
n  H  position  where  it  wan  a  minority 
t  on  the  Irish  vote  for  oonverting  it 
lajority ;  I  tell  you  Beriuusly  and 
that  though  1  believe  the  Liberal 
be  honourable,  (latrioiiv.  and  trust- 
n  suoh  a  position  as  that  i<  would  not 
T  it  to  enter  on  the  consideration  of  a 
n  respect  of  which  at  the  tirst  step  of 
ess  il  would  be  in  the  power  of  a 
ainfT  from  Ireland  (n  say, '  Unless  you 
>r  do  that  we  will  turn   you  out  to- 

anc«lIor  of  the  Duclij  also  had 

le  British  House  of  Commons,  with 
nbers,  there  are  nearly  'JO  Irish 
sta.  They  arc  a  well  ■disciplined 
iting  as  one  man,  though  capable  of 
enough  for  a  Ihuuiiand ;  they  have  no 
in  English,  or  Rcotlish,  or  Colonial,  or 
iffairs.  but  only  in  Irisli ;  and  look 
!  vote  that  they  have  the  right  of 
[Kin  the  former   solely  as  a  means  of 

e  'heir  oi      " 

ight  that  that  was  <(iiit«  autliority 
for  what  was  said  by  lije  right 
rieud  the  Member  for  West 
;hain  (Ur.  J.  Chamberlain),  and 
;ht  lie  was  perfectly  home  out 
thing  he  bad  said.  The  Prime 
r  complained  of  thi 
ht  hon.  Friend  that  the  Irish 
■8  would  be  omnipotent ;  bat  that 
i  view  that  he  himself  took 
itli  reference  to  the  Irish  Mem- 

r.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order. 

action  of  the  Irish  Members  in 
ything  to  Jo  with  the  Question 
ore  the  Committee  ? 
CHAIRMAN  :  I  cannot  say  it 
'oless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

it  to  the  Qiieatiou  before  the 
tee  with  reference  to  tlie  period 
ears  he  is  out  of  Order. 
lENEAGE  said,  he  was  proving 
9  Prime  Minister's  own  ]ipe  that 
point  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
'  for  West  Binniogham  had  not 


used  langu&ge  of  gross  exaggeration. 
But  they  need  not  go  back  ;  they  had 
had  an  object-lesson  this  Session. 
British  Representatives  on  questions 
like  those  involved  in  the  9tb  clauae  and 
the  Financial  Clauses  had  been  outvoted 
by  the  Irish  surplus  representation.  The 
Prime  Minister  next  complained  of  ihe 
statement  that  nothing  was  settled  by  the 
Bill.  Out  of  the  40  clauses  of  the  Bill 
only  six  had  been  debated  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  Parliamentary  procedure ; 
three  more  bad  been  partially  discussed, 
and  closured ;  20  had  been  passed 
without  even  beiug  read  from  the  Chair  ; 
and  to-morrow  night  the  remaining  com- 
partment would  be  disposed  of.  That 
was  what  was  called  setlliug  the  Home 
Rule  Question.  Nothing  more  degrading 
or  revohitionarv  had  ever  taken  place. 
[Cr.>.«/"  Order!"] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  clearly  out  of  Order  in 
going  into  that  matter  now. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  why  the 
finanCLal  question  was  t«  be  postponed  ?  It 
was  because  the  Government  could  not 
arrive  at  any  arrangement  with  the  Irish 
Members.  Why  had  the  original  clauses 
been  abandoned  ?  In  his  opinion,  they 
were  only  put  in  to  couceal  the  change  of 
front  between  the  proposals  of  1886  and 
those  embodied  in  the  clauses  uow  sub- 
mitted. The  Government  were  doing  no- 
thing more  nor  leas  than  dabbling  with  the 
money  of  the  nation.  They  were  iu  this 
position  :  If  they  had  a  mandate  for  the 
original  clauses  they  had  no  mandate  for 
the  clauses  uow  under  discussion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  so  far  from  being 
guilty  of  gross  exaggeration,  had  proved 
his  case  thoroughly,  and  no  reply  had 
been  made  to  him  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  tlniouiat  Party,  he  repeated, 
were  proud  to  have  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  their  Leader,  and  they 
associated  themselves  with  him  in  bear- 
ing the  condemnation  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  the  Grat  feeling  that  must 
occur  to  everybody  who  had  followed 
these  Debates  must  be  one  of  surprise 
that  they  should  be  on  this  clause  at  all 
at  the  present  moment,  as,  according  to 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  the  new  clauses 
would  naturally  come  after  the  postponed 
clauses.  But  the  Prime  Minister  had 
2  C  2 
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givea  a  good  reason  for  takiug  the  sew 
clauses  at  the  present  time;  his  reaeou 
was  that  the  poetpoaed  clauses  dealt  with 
the  Consolidated  FiiDd,  which  was  only 
brought  into  existeuce  by  the  new 
olaiTSes.  But,  to  his  surprise,  there  wae 
not  a  word  in  the  clause  about  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fund.     [Criei  of"  Order  1 "] 

The  chairman  ;  The  lion.  Mem- 
ber must  discuss  the  Amendment. 

"Mil.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  was 
sorry  if  he  was  out  of  Order.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  a  good  reason  for  post- 
poning Clauses  14,  15,  null  16 — tiie  fact 
that  the  Member  for  North  Kerry  had  a 
series  of  Amendmeuts  down  to  those 
clauses \_Crie»  o/""  Order  !  "} 

The  chairman  :  I  must  really 
call  the  hou.  Member's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  what  he  is  discussing  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Amend- 
ment. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
with  reganl  to  this  Amendment  they  ha<l 
bad  a  long,  dull  discourse  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  quoted  a  number  of 
figures,  but  he  had  not  shown  that 
brilliancy  which  he  sometimes  displayed. 
He  exhibited  that  dismal,  ponderous,  dull 
spirit  which  be  had  shown  in  that  House 
ever  since  he  took  to  drink  as  a  subject 
for  legislation, 

Mn.  LLOYD-GEORGE  {Carnarvon, 
&c.^  rose  to  Order.  Had  this  anything 
to  do  with  the  Amendment  ? 

The  chairman  :  No.  And  I 
have  already  told  the  hon.  Member 
what  to  do.  He  is  not  now  dealing 
with  the  Amendment. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
could  not  vote  for  the  Amendment  for 
the  same  reasons  that  led  him  last  night 
to  vote  with  the  Member  for  Waterford. 
If  they  gave  Ireland  Home  Rule  they 
should  let  Ireland  collect  her  own  taxes. 
Perhaps  the  first  demand  in  the  new 
Home  Rule  Parliament  would  be  to  ask 
for  money  to  put  down  Ulster.  ["  Ques- 
tion I"]  '  That  was  a  financial  queetion. 
Probably,  indeed,  the  Irish  would  come 
here  for  money  to  help  them  to  coerce 
Ulster.  ["Question!"]  They  would 
be  asked  to  come,  as  they  often  had  to 
come,  to  the  financial  aid  of  Ireland. 
There  were  only  two  represeatatiTes  of 
authority  known  to  the  people — the 
policeman  and  the  tax-collector.  They 
had  taken  away  the  policeman ;  would 
Mr.  Gibson  Boteles 


they  now  take  away  the  tax-c<dlector 
What  remained  ?  Not  even  the  bailil 
because  he  could  not  get  protection  i 
tbe  performance  of  his  duty.  All  tt 
credit  of  Government,  so  far  as  any  cred 
could  be  applied  to  the  Governmcut  i 
Ireland,  would  be  gained  by  the  ItU 
Legislature,  and  all  the  discredit  an 
obloquy  would  be  fastened  upon  t!: 
Englisit  Legislature.  They  had  been  tol 
by  Members  below  the  Gangwa 
that  they  always  hod  their  hand  i 
the  Irish  pocket ;  they  had  sometime 
but  iu  that  case  their  band  weut  in  fu 
and  came  out  empty,  and  that  would  t 
the  case  again.  Therefore,  it  seemed  I 
him,  if  tbe  Home  Rule  Bill  was  to  pas 
if  tbe  Irish  wanted  to  learn  to  swim,  the 
should  be  put  into  the  water,  and  tl: 
water  of  Irish  tinauce  being  somewhi 
deep,  it  was  there  that  they  would  hei 
learn  the  art  of  natation.  Let  thei 
undertake  their  responsibility  at  onci 
He  felt  compelled  to  vote  against  th 
Amendment  of  the  right  bou.  Geuth 
man  ou  the  ground  that  the  Irish  Lcgii 
lature,  if  it  was  to  he  set  up,  should  ha\ 
imposed  ou  it  tbe  duty  of  collectin 
taxes,  among  its  other  duties. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S. 
said,  he  would  advise  the  hou.  Memb< 
for  North  Kerry  not  to  wander  into  th 
domain  of  prophecy  as  to  anything  tli 
Ulster  Unionists  might  do  in  tbe  fuiim 
There  was  very  good  reason  why  the 
had  not  taken  part  in  these  Debate 
Looking  at  the  conditions  under  whic 
they  were  discussing  matters  of  eno: 
mous  momeut,  he  thought  the  less  the 
ioterfereil  in  a  matter  like  this  thebctle 
The  whole  Debate  was,  as  he  had  B»i< 
unreal,  although  in  another  eeuse  Ihf 
were  bound  to  discuss  it  as  if  it  we 
real.  That  was  the  awkward  prcdic 
ment  in  which  they  were  placed.  If  1 
could  not  discuss  it  more  ctfectively  tbt 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Boscommo 
he  would  not  touch  it  at  all,  for  anytbii 
more  absmd,  irrelevant,  or  out  of  Ord 
than  the  hon.  Member's  proceedings  th 
day  he  had  never  known  in  the  Hoiia« 
Commons.  The  Prime  Minister,  wl 
was  responsible  for  this  claiue,  .  h, 
simply  thrown  it  on  the  Table  witbc 
a  word  of  explanation,  and  asked  i 
House  of  Commons  to  take  it  or  do  >rt 
they  liked  with  it.  What  was  t 
position  ?  The  clause  itself  fixed 
transtlioual  period  of  six  ye«rs.     On« 
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ef  objectioDs  of  the  right  hon. 
r  for  West  Birmiagham  against 
id  a  great  many  of  the  most 
nt  parts  of  the  Bill 
:y  were  made  provixioDnl  or  tran- 
The     right     hon.    Genilemt 

out  that  what  hod  been  ninde 
rj  were  the  Land  Question,  the 
ry,  Irish  Represetitaliou,  Fiuance, 

Police.  He  should  have  tliought 
ese  five  matters  were  the  main 
in  any  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  yet 
ine  of  these  pointn  had  been 
tely  left  unsettled.  And  why  ? 
)  any  attempt  to  settle  them  must 
roduced  diesensiona  between  the 
euch  and  the  Irish  Members.  The 
nent  proposed  by  the  right  hon, 
■  for  West  Birmingham  was  to  iho 
lat  this  matter  should  stand  as 
'  matters  atood  in  an  Act  of 
ent.  The  transitional  period  was 
ad  at  six  years,  aud  the  right  hon. 
lau  proposed  to  Btrilie  out  these 
leaving    Parliament   to   alter    it 

liked.  It  had  l>een  pointed  out 
id  again  that  if  the  period  of  six 
ere  left  in  the  Bill,  the  Irish 
[Dent  would  have  no  earthly  in- 
it  to  lessen  the  Irish  expendi- 
On  the  contrary,  they  would 
very  inducement  to  keep  it 
n'ae  at  preseut,  because  they 
lat  at  the  end  of  six  years  thej 
ave  a  right  to  come  to  the  Im- 
:'arliament,  and  the  poorer  the 
y  could  make  out  the  better  it 
c  for  any  further  demands  they 
lake  on  the  part  of  Ireland.  At 
of  six  years,  as  the  Bill  stood, 
i\\  Members  not  only  knew 
uld  ask  for  liotter  terms,  but 
Enow  that  the  9tli  clanse 
t  certain  tiiey  could  compel 
terms.  The  Prime  Minister 
ssing  a  happy-go-lucky  clause 
professed  to  be  a  temporary 
Dt.  The  right  hon.  Geutlemau 
!rfectly  well  that  at  the  end  of 
rs,  when  probably  he  iiad  no 
lie  control  of  the  affairs  of  the 
nent,  and  when  the  country  was 
leeper  and  deeper  into  this  pil, 
h  Members  could  then  demand 
trms  from  the  Britii>h  taxpaver 
w.  He  (Mr.  Kussell)  preferred 
lendmeut    of     the     right     hon. 

for  West  Birmingham,  heeuuse 
led  the  Irish  Members  would  be 


forced  to  look  the  situation  in  the  faee 
at  once  and  make  arrangements  accord- 
ingly; whereas  if  the  clause  passed  as 
introduced  by  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
inducement  would  be  the  other  way. 
At  all  events,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  know  the  worst,  and  if  tlie 
Irish  Exchequer  was  to  be  bankrupt  it 
would  be  better  for  it  to  go  bankrupt  at 
once  rather  than  at  the  end  of  six 
years. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Hitherto,  in  these  discussions, 
I  have  not  availed  myself  of  my  un- 
doubted right  to  make  a  second  speech 
on  the  same  Amendment.  But  on  the. 
present  occasion  I  hope  tiie  House  wilt 
feel  that  1  have  some  claim  to  aay  one 
or  two  words  in  reference  to  tlie  ferocious 
speech  which  was  made  last  night  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  That 
speech  took  me  somewhat  by  surprise, 
because  in  the  remarks  which  gave  rise 
to  it  I  had  been  endeavouring  to  follow 
the  advice  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  Xo 
treat  this  subject  of  linauce  in  the  dry 
manner  which  he  suggests  as  proper  to 
this  controversy,  and  I  was  quite 
unable  to  see  in  anything  I  had 
saiil  cause  for  the  extreme  energy 
aud  the  extreme  violence  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  complained,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  I  imputed  motives  which  were  dis- 
tinctly denied  by  the  persons  to  whom 
I  imputed  them.  Sir,  the  motire  which 
I  had  imputed  was  in  regard  to  the 
reason  for  adopting  (his  transitional 
period.  1  said  I  gave  my  right  hon. 
Friend  full  credit  for  his  confidence  in 
the  latest  plan  which  be  had  proposed ; 
aud  I  asked  how  it  comes  if,  after  all 
this  time  he  has  brought  forward  a  pro- 
posal in  which  he  necessarily  must  feel 

"idence,  he  proiwses  to  confine  its 
operation  to  six  years  only,  and  at  the 
end  of  that  period  to  throw  the  whole 
question  into  the  meitiug-pot  again.  I 
said  the  reason  was  obvious,  and  thati 
arose  from  the  desire  of  lion.  Memberti 
opposite  that  there  should  be  a  transi- 
tional arrangement,  and  to  the  impos- 
sibility of  the  Government  and  their 
allies  coming  to  an  agreement  as  to  a 
permanent  arrangement.  That  is  the 
gist  of  the  olfeuce  which  brought  down 
upon  me  the  thunders  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  ask  the  House  now,  in  the 
first    place,  whether   there  is    anything 
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offeoBive  iu  the  slatcmeDt  ;  and,  in  the 
secoud  place,  wlictfaer  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely proved  both  by  the  speech  of  my 
right  liou.  FrieDd  aud  what  took  pluue 
in  face  of  the  whole  Committee  ?  What 
happeueil  ?  My  right  hou,  Friend,  in 
the  first  instauce,  did  uot  propose  or 
suggest  a  transitional  period  ;  but  when 
Ihe  matl«r  was  under  disciiBsion  in 
Committee,  up  rose  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  aud  made  the  HUggeelion 
whieh  was  eagerly  grasped  at  by 
my  right  hou.  Frieud.  Uy  right  hou. 
Frieud  says  that  the  trausactiou  was 
perfectly  public  and  took  place  across 
the  floor  of  the  House.  Yes,  Sir  ;  but  I 
suppose  it  followed  upon  private  negotia- 
tions which  went  on  behind  the  back  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  As  the 
right  hou.  Geutlcman  has  deferred  to  me 
perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to  say  that  tlie 
mggestiou  as  Co  the  trausitional  period 
Eras  made  for  the  first  time  to  the  Go- 
rerumout  iu  oiy  speech  ou  the  Second 
Readiug  of  the  Bill,  aud  my  sole  motive 
ivaa  that  it  was  au  impoeaibility  for  us, 
iutil  we  had  first  had  a  searching  inquiry  ' 
into  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland,  to 
letermine  accurately  any  priuciple  as  to 
the  amount  of  Ireland's  contribution, 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  am 
perfectly  aware  of  the  reasons  given  by 
the  hou.  Member  for  North  Kerry.  I 
lid  uot  say  the  suggestion  had  not  pre- 
viously beou  made.  I  was  goingto  point 
out  that  these  negotiations  in  the  open 
House  are  generally  preceded  by  private 
negotiations,  and  agaiu  I  had  the  autho- 
rity of  my  right  hou.  Friend,  who  has  told 
us  be  has  been  in  communication  with 
hon.  Members  opposite — I  do  not  deny 
bis  right — and  that  it  was  in  consequeuce 
of  these  couimunicationa  he  placed  bis 
proposal  before  the.  Committee.  I  again 
appeal  to  the  House  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  wAs  not  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  transitional  period 
was  the  result  of  a  suggestion  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  North  Kerry  ?  But, 
8ir,  I  said  further  that  the  reason  for 
that  suggestion — as  well  as  (he  reason 
given  by  the  hou.  Member^ — -was  not  far 
to  seek.  Does  anybody  suppose  that  my 
right  lion.  Friend  accepted  that  suggestion 
in  the  belief  that  at  the  cud  of  six  years 
the  Brilish  Exchequer  will  get  better 
'erms  ?  Does  suyone  believe  that  the  hon. 
Uember  for  North  Kerry  made  the  sug- 
Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 
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gestion  with  the  idea  that  six  yean 
heuce  a  larger  tribute  will  be  imposoc 
upon  the  Irish  people  ?  No,  Sir.  ] 
said  to  (he  Committee — aud  this  was  n 
statement  of  my  own,  uot  based  upon  i 
statement  of  my  right  hou.  Friend — thai 
six  years  hence  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  liavo  the  matter  in  their  own  hands  : 
and  my  right  bon.  Friend  replied  to  thai 
that  at  present  there  were  103  of  them 
in  the  House,  and  six  vears  hence  then 
will  only  be  80.  I  may  say  SO  is  quit« 
euougb  to  give  a  majority  of  40.  Bui 
that  is  not  the  point.  The  point  is  thai 
these  80  will  be  here  under  totally  dif 
ferent  circumstances  to  the  103.  The) 
will  be  here  ready  and  able  to  deal  witk 
every  British  question  without  any  in- 
terest iu  or  responsibility  for  it  ;  and, 
under  these  circurostauces,  their  action 
must  necessarily  be  guided  entirely  by 
Irish  interest,  and  they  mUKt  use  these 
British  questions  in  order  to  put  pressure 
upon  the  British  Parliament.  That,  I 
say,  is  self-evident,  and  that  I  agaiu  ac- 
cept, on  the  authority  of  mv  right  bon. 
Friend,  who  was  so  impressed  with  thii 
danger  that  some  years  ago  be  told  thif 
House  and  the  country  ho  woidd  nevei 
be  a  party  to  it,  aud  yet  now  we  find  him 
submitting  to  this  dual  control  and  giving 
the  Irishmen  the  power  of  dealing  with 
our  aflairs  when  we  are  supposed  to  ht 
giving  up  the  whole  power  of  dealing 
with  theirs.  The  second  charge  whicS 
the  Prime  Minister  mode  against  me  wac 
one  of  gross,  habitual,  ami  enormous  eZ' 
aggeration.  Do  hon.  Members  behinii 
me  agree  with  the  charge  ?  Do  hon 
Members  opposite  agree  with  him  ? 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (ironically)  :  Oh 

Mn.'  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  r  I  though 
they  would  nol.  I  thought  they  wen 
too  fair-minded  even  in  the  case  of  suci 
au  opponent  as  myself  to  agree  in  tb< 
altogether  exaggerated  language  of  th 
Prime  Minister.  Why  did  my  right  ban 
Friend  bring  the  charge  against  mc  ?  I 
was  because  ho  assumed  I  had  said  tha 
this  Bill  settled  nothing.  That  was 
misrepresentation  or  misunderslaud 
ing,  because  what  I  did  say  was  that  thi 
Bill  settled  none  of  the  great  problem 
about  which  we  had  been  anxious  whe 
Home  Rule  was  discussed  in 
Now,  Sir,  is  it  gross,  habitual,  and  e 
mous  exaggeration  to  say  that  this 
settles  none  of  these  great  problems 


GorertimetU  of 


{26  July  1 


'3t 


Irclnnd  Bill. 


low  wlietlier  Lou.  Members  oppo- 
»  refiiscit  to  make  tbemaelvee 
5  the  staicuteut  of  nij-  right  hon. 
ecaiiHe  tiiej  kuew  what  it  would 
will  say  so.  But,  Sir,  if  I  were 
t  groex,  habitual,  auil  enormous 
htiou  iu  making  tbiH  statemeut, 

to  be  «aiil  of  the  Iioq,  Member 
:h  Kerry  ?  Here  is  what  the 
nber  for  North  Kerry  said  iu  the 
ri  Clause  9— 

rhole  BiJI.  in  fnct,  hiul  been  niailc 
il  anil  almoxC  experiintintat  in  ilK 
by  reason  ot  the  provisions  deferring 
of  the  Irish  Gavernmciit  for  a  given 
jean  in  reganl  to  jmlicial  ap|)oinl- 
:  Lxnd  Ques'tioQ,  an<l  certain  tinancial 
id,  therefore,  it  woulil  be  in  acconl 
eneral  chnriicter  of  ttic  Hill  thnt  the 
uld  be  allowol  tu  xtaiid." 

to    say,    the   queMlioii    of    the 

of  the  Irish  Members  should 
)     transittomU      aim.        It     is 

the  hou.  Member  for  North 
lid,  and  as  I  xiiid,  that  all 
ints  which  were  quextioned  in 
iitry,  upon  whieh  we  vaiuly 
ired  to  get  iiiformatiou  from  the 
lent  beforehand,  and  as  to  which 

they  preseuted  problemi>  whieb 
1  eveata,  were  unable  to  solve — 
!  of  them  has  been  left  in  a  trau- 
ouditioii.  You  may  add  to  thnt 
:|ue8liouof  thcPolicc,  the  whole 
of  which  Force  is  lo  be  altered 
eriod  of  wis  year:'.  I  pay  if  there 
labitual,  and  euoniious  exaggera- 
where  it  does  uot  rest  upon  the 
for  North  Kerry  nor  upon  my- 
lerc  is  hardly  a  statement  which 
le  about  this  Bill  iu  the  country 
If  been  carried  out  iu  the  course 
abates  in  this  House.  We  were 
the  country  that  the  absolute 
;y  of  Parliamcut  would  be  maiu- 
Vi'e  know  now  that  the  supre- 
f  Parhament,  by  the  cou- 
if  Ministers,  is  only  to  be  exer- 
eertaii)  cstraordiuary  cases  of 
use.     We    were    told    the  Irish 

should  not  be  brought  here  to 
:  British  affairx.  They  are  to  be 
lere  to  deal  with  British  afTairs. 

told  the  minority  would  be  pro- 
it  almost  every  practical  sugges- 
he  pro  tec  I  iou  of  the  minority  has 
itcdby  thcGovemmeut.  Wewere 

the  Irish  freely  accepted  this 
on.     We    know    perfectly   well 

is  uot  the  case ;  that  it  is  not 


ucuepteU  as  a  final  scttlemcut,  but  only 
pro  tanto  for  wlmt  it  is  worth.  And, 
lastly,  we  were  told,  as  a  great  induce- 
ment to  carry  out  this  extraordinary 
proposal,  that  at  least  it  would  be  a  final 
.-•etllemeut  of  all  difficulties,  of  all  ill- 
feelitLg  between  the  two  countries,  and 
now  we  are  told  it  is-  to  i)e  all 
transitional,  and  six  year-'  hence  we 
shall  have  to  gu  through  the  whole 
business  once  again.  My  right  bon. 
Friend,  in  a  passage  which  was  ex- 
tremely humorous,  and  which  no  one 
enjoyed  more  than  myself,  compared 
me  to  the  Devil's  Advocate.  I  suppose  it 
is  a  Parliamentary  expression,  and 
reference  to  a  certain  fallen  potentate 
has  become  very  conimon  in  these 
Debates,  because  I  recollect  a  supporter 
of  the  Govermnent  compared  my  right 
lion.  Friend  himself  to  a  certain  personage 
who  "finds  mischief  stilt  for  evil — idle 
bauds  to  do."  Therefore,  Sir,  I  take  no 
offence  at  being  descrilied  as  the  Devil's 
Advocate.  But  I  would  remind  my  right 
hou.  Fricud  that  the  function  of  this 
Devil's  Advocate  is  often  one  which  has 
been  most  usefully  fulfilled.  There  have 
been  numbers  of  cases,  in  connection 
with  the  ecclesiiistical  orgauisation  of 
which  he  forms  a  part,  on  which  it  hae 
been  his  privilege  to  expose  many 
doubtful  virtues,  anil  to  dctroy  on  more 
than  one  occasion  the  angelic  theory. 
Sir,  I  modestly  hope  I  may  enjoy  a 
similar  privilege. 

'SiK  J.  LCBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) obscrvcil,  that  although  the  Prime 
Ministerhadmudeavcryintercs ting  speech 
on  the  previous  uigli  t,  lie  had  not  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  main  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmiugham  in  support  of  his 
Amendment,  which  was  that  unless  it 
were  accepted  no  itiducement  would  be 
given  to  the  Irish  Government  to  be 
economical,  but  that  every  inducement 
would  bo  held  out  to  them  to  be  extra- 
vagant, and  then  come  to  that  House 
and  ask  for  assistance.  He  rose  uot  to. 
re-argue  the  point  which  had  been  go' 
admirably  stateil,  but  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  expccteil  the  Com- 
mittee to  go  to  a  Division  upon 
this  very  important  question  and 
without  the  shadow  of  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Goverumcut  to  answer 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  If  the 
Government  did  not  attempt  an  answer 
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the  country  would  know  the  reason, 
which  was  that  no  answer  could  be 
given. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  moved,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put,"  and  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  rose  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee would  wish  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  intend  to  intervene  at  any 
great  length  in  this  Debate,  but  I  do 
desire  to  support  the  appeal'  which  has 
just  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
I  make  no  complaint  against  the  action 
which  the  Government  took  last  night 
on  this  matter.  All  those  who  recall  the 
somewhat  heated  incidents  of  the  Debate 
subsequent  to  half-past  10  or  11  o'clock 
must  be  aware  that,  owing  to  various 
causes,  we  had  travelled  very  wide  of 
the  Amendment.  The  right  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  got  up  and 
made  a  speech  of  great  force  and  power, 
to  which  the  Prime  Minister  felt  bound 
to  reply  ;  but  although  his  reply  was 
marked  by  great  vigour  and  eloquence, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  meet  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham in  regard  to  this  Amendment  in  any 
direct  manner.  He  took  up  certain  other 
side  challenges  and  side  issues,  and  dealt 
with  them  with  his  usual  debating 
capacity,  and  when  I  rose  to  follow  him 
I  confess  I  was  more  concerned  in 
dealing  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  than  I  was  in  defending  the 
special  Amendment;  and  though  in 
theory  I  may  have  been  wrong,  I  think 
those  who  were  present  on  the  occasion 
will  admit  that  if  I  was  wrong  I  had 
considerable  excuse  for  it.  Now,  Sir, 
we  can  approach  this  question  in  a 
calmer  and  more  businesslike  spirit ;  and 
though  I  do  not  wish  to  press  upon  the 
Government  to  make  a  lengthy  reply  to 
the  pertinent  issues  raised,  I  think  it 
would  conduce  to  the  proper  conduct  of 
our  Debates  if  they  were  to  deal  with 
two  or  three  of  the  main  issues,  at  all 
events,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
raised.  I  do  not  ask  them  again  to  go 
over  the  ground  whether  or  not  this  Bill 

Sir  J.  Lubbock 


settles  the   Irish  problem,  or  to  deal  at 
any  length  with  any  question  except  the 
financial    question.      On    the    financial 
question  and  on  the  Amendment,  which 
says  now  is   the  time   for  a  permanent 
settlement  between  the  countries,  much 
has  been  said  against  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  nothing 
whatever  has  been  said  as  yet  in  favonr 
of   it,  if  I  am  to  except  the  one  argu- 
ment that  the  financial  relations  are  to  be 
the  subject  of  investigation  by  a  Royal 
Commission.      Putting  that  single  argu- 
ment on  one  side,  I  do  not  see  that  any 
reply  has  been   made   to  the  view   ad- 
vanced   by    Members    of     the    Liberal 
Unionist  Party  opposite.     One  argument 
which  they  have  urged  I  will  just  mention. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  with  conclusive 
force  that    whatever   other   result   mav 
follow  from  hanging  up  the  question  of 
Irish  finance  for  six  years,  this  one,  at  all 
events,  will  follow  :  that   every  induce- 
ment     which     ordinarily     animates    a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  a  Go- 
vernment in   the   direction  of   economy 
will  be  removed  from   the  Irish  Govern- 
ment.    Now,    surely,    in    dealing   with 
Ireland,  of  all   countries,   that  is  a  con- 
sideration we  should  not  lose  sight  of. 
We  on  this  side  have  been  accused  of 
advocating  a  policy  of  bribes  and  doles. 
I  do  not   intend   to  go   now   into    that 
matter  at  any  length  or  defend  the  action 
we  took.     I  have  done  so  on  previous 
occasions,  and   on  a   proper  occasion   I 
shall  be  able  to  defend  it  again.     I  make 
this  admission  :  undoubtedly  it  is  a  fact 
that  in   financial  matters  wc  have  done 
something,   rightly   oi*   wrongly,   in   the 
last  50  years — ever  since  the  famine — 
financially  to  pamper  the  Irish   people. 
["  Oh,   oh  ! "]     If   hon.  Members   from 
Ireland  below  the  Gangway  do  not  agree 
with   that  statement,  at  all   events  ther 
cannot  assent  to  the  criticisms  made  upon 
us  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exebeqner 
with  regard  to  our  policy.      I   entirely 
admit  that  sometimes  with  good  cause, 
sometimes  with   bad  cause,  we  have  ex- 
pended money  in  Ireland  we  should  not 
liave   thought  of  expending    in    similar 
circumstances  in  England   or   Scotland, 
and  the  result  has  been  a  certain  amoant 
of  financial  demoralisation,  and  a  certaiu 
impression  has  been  created  in   Ireland 
that  whenever  they  are  hi  a  diflienItT  of 
any  sort  it  is  their  right  or  busineita  to 
come  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  and 
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referred,  is  it  uot  the 
we  shoulil  put  the  Irish  G»- 
u  finaucial  »ud  other  matters, 
Milion  as  will  give  them  every 

for  a  Revere  auti  rigid  policy 
y  in  dealing  with  Irish 
f  aome  of  the  observatioim  of 
hoD.  Geutleman  the  Fresi- 
B  Local  Government  Board 
.  Fowler),  in  bin  speech  the 
te  true  as  regards  this  country, 
iut  regarding  the  calls  upon 
oance,   surely  the  danger    in 

far  greater,  and  the  risk  of 
nauds  on  the  Irish  Exchequer 

must  cause  Heriatis  liiiaiicial 
-difKculties  that  the  Govem- 
ave  to  meet.  I  would  like  to 
he  hon.  Member  for  North 
Sexton)  aud  hia  friends,  when 
their  forecant  of  the  probable 

the  ostablisbmeut  of  this 
t  in  Ireland,  whether  they  do 
forward  with  profound  mis- 
lie  kind  of  demands  that  will 
>ou  the  Irish  Exchequer  and 
fe  difficulty  of  meeting  those 
a  satiHfaclory  fashion  ?  It 
iiness    of    the   Committee   to 

as  much  as  tbey  can  the 
le  future  Irish  Chancellor  of 
luer — to  put  a  weapon  into 
iu  order  that  he  may  be  able 

pressure  that  will  be  brougiit 
>on  him.  Anyone  who  had 
uce  in  the  goverument  of  the 
ows  that  in  the  Imperial  Par- 

colieagues  of  the  Chancellor 
chequer  are  coustautly  going 
saying  that  they  want  money 
int  objects  connected  with 
Dtive  offices,   and    he  has  to 

demands  by  saying    that  to 

to  them  would  necessitate 
:ion,  and  that  the  result  of 
[Ore  taxes  would  be  to  make 
n  the  country, 

iieral  Election.     If  the  Chan- 

e  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Har- 
iu  his  place,  I  feel  sure  he 
me  out  in  that  ;  aud  my 
Erieud     beside     me    (Mr. 

ill  say  I  am  uot  far  from  the 
the  Irish  Chancellor  of  the 
will    uot   be  able    to    meet 

r  expenditure    in    this  way. 


because  it  will  be  out  of  his  power  to 
impose  fresh  taxation  for  six  years  ccr- 
laiuly.  His  colleagues  will,  therefore, 
be  in  a  position  to  say  that  by  yielding 
to  their  demands  he  cauuot  injure  their 
prospects  at  tbe  uext  General  Election, 
and  will  be  doing  exactly  what  the  Irish 
ratepayer  wishes  him  to  do,  for  the  Irish 
taxpayer  will  wisli  him  to  be  iu  a  position 
to  declare,  at  the  expiration  of  the  six 
years,  that  tbe  terms  imposeil  upon  Ire- 
land are  too  hard,  that  he  cannot  meet 
half  tbe  claims  that  are  made  npon  the 
Exchequer,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
tribute  payable  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  lie  greatly  rwlueed.  In 
that  contention  all  Irish  Parties  would,  I 
believe,  unite.  It  will  be  a  unanimous 
demand,  for  upon  this  question  of  re- 
ceiving money  from  the  Britinh  Ex- 
chequer I  think  you  will  always  find  the 
Members  from  Antrim  and  those  from 
Connaugfat  iu  agreement.  If  I  am  to 
form  an  opinion  from  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Memlter  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Carson)  last 
night,  I  think  if  there  is  to  be  a  Member 
for  that  University  he  would  act  along 
with  Members  from  all  other  parts  of 
Ireland  in  this  matter,  and  ibat  you 
would  find  him  on  tbe  side  with  them  In 
asking  for  an  increased  subveutinn  from 
Ihis  Imperial  Parliament.  Aud  so  you 
would  have  80  Irish  Members  in  this 
House  advocating  a  policy  of  increased 
subvention  from  tbe  Imperial  Parliament. 
That  is  a  condition  of  things  which  every 
English  politician  must  take  iuto  account. 
I  say,  tlierefore,  that  when  the  Irish 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  aske«l  to 
grant  these  demands  for,  say,  some  public 
work — a  useful  work  it  may  be,  but  be- 
yond the  means  of  the  Chancellor — he 
would  be  required  to  obtain  the  money, 
and  he  would  have  to  go  to  tbe  Imperial 
Government  and  ask  for  a  re-arrange- 
ment. This  would  bo  one  of  the  strongest 
weapons  in  his  haml  for  the  purpose  of 
extorting  from  the  Imperial  Parliament  a 
favourable  arrangement.  I  think  I  have 
endeavoured  to  put  this  argument  as 
clearly  as  I  can,  and  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  refuse  some  reply.  I  do 
hope  some  of  those  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  speak  in  reply.  Having 
pnt  the  point  as  clearly  as  I  possibly  can, 
I  need  uot  discuss  it  or  enlarge  upon  it 
further. 
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PRESIDENT  OK  the  LOCAL 
:RNMENT  board  (Mr.  H.  H. 
iB,  WolverLampton,  E.)  :  The 
imeut  Appreciate  the  courteous 
id  good  teifiper  of  the  right  hou. 
man's  speech.  But  I  lio  not  think 
It  with  the  qucetiou  before  the 
ittee.  Tlie  fpiestion  before  the 
ttee  IB  this — Sboutd  the  tiunuciat 
emeiit  whicli  the  Govenimeiit  pro- 
i  pennanet]t,orshotilil  it  exist  oulif 
eriod  of  six  years,  in  order  tliat 
ince  may  be  gaine<l  before  the 
I  is  finally  atereotyped  ?  The 
hou.  Geutlemau  has  himself 
«d  the  question,  because  lie  has 
1  out  tlmt  there  are  at  the  present 
it    disputed   questions   of   finance 

can  only  be  fiually  and  satia- 
ly  settled  by  experieuce.  The 
'of  the  Prime  Minister  on  this 
has,  I  think,  settle<l  one  question 
1  dispute — namely,  that  the  Home 
*arliBment  must  contribute  a  fixed 
iwards  the  Imperial  Expendilure 

United  Kingdom,  of  which  Ire- 
ill  continue   to  form  part,  nnd  in 

BfTairs   she  will    contiuue   to   be 

vinlerested,  tor  without  the  pro 

of  the  Imperial  Parliament  t>hc 
be  expose<l  to  great  risks.  The 
ion.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his 
^ues  aver  that  the  Government  are 
larging  enough  ;  lion.  Members 
rclaud,  on  tlic  other  hand,  declare 
ley  are  charging  too  much.  The 
t  of  the  Government  is  that,  as 
as  possible,  they  have  hit  upon  the 

but  that,  having  regard  to  the 
^orsy  raging  round  the  quesliou,  it 

to  Great  Britain  and  to  Ireland 
ic  subject  should  be  investigated 
ndently  by  a  Royal  Commission, 
decision  will  command  confidence 
jpect.  That  is  the  justification  of 
>vernment   for  making  this  a  tem- 

arrangemeut.  The  right  lion, 
iman  saya  that  it  is  a  premium 
extravagance.  Hitherto,  however, 
riimcnt  of  the  Opposition  has  been 
iniler  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
Ireland  will  not  l>e  ttolveut,  aud 
>t  lie  alile  to  pay  her  way.     If  that 

is  well-founde<l,  surely  there  will 

temptation  to  incur  undue  aud 
jssary  expeudittu-e.  For  my  part, 
ve  that  if  Ireland  is  pruJeut  she 
c  able  to  pay   her  way ;    but, 

careful    management  will    be 


quired.  The  Irish  Government  will  no 
■■  much  money  to  spare.  By  in 
creasing  their  expenditure  the  Iris. 
Government  will  lie  diminishing  tli 
■plus  which  they  will  be  anxious  I 
have,  and  which  will  be  necessary  fn 
carrying  out  public  works  and  improvt 
ments  which  it  is  agreed  on  both  Bides  o 
the  House  ought  to  be  carried  out.  Bii 
if  there  should  be  estravagancc,  I  do  uc 
think  there  can  lie  any  doubt  that  tb 
British  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an 
the  British  Parliament  will  detect  i 
The  Bill  does  not  say  that  whatever  th 
Irish  Members  ask  for  six  years  hem 
they  are  to  have.  Their  demands  wi 
lie  matter  for  discussion,  aud  the  Hoiu 
by  that  time  will  know  what  is  rcatl 
the  tax'paying  capacity  of  Ireland  an 
what  the  proportion  of  Imperial  Ej 
penditiire  that  she  should  defray.  TL 
hole  question  constitutes  u  difficu 
nancial  problem,  which  cannot  l>0  solve 
ofi'-haud  in  Party  Debates  in  this  Houi« 
The  Goverumeut  propose  lo  maintain  tl 
status  quo  fur  six  years,  believing  ihi 
the  end  of  that  time  the  Pariianient  < 
■eat  Britain  will  be  in  a  lietter  poaitit 
arrive  at  a  permanent  solution  of  tt 
question  llian  now.  That  is  our  re»s( 
for  resisting  the  Ameudment, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Hai 
er  Square)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentlemi 
who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to  thii 
that  it  would  l>e  a  great  blunder  lo  stcre 
type  present  srraiigenients.  I  n»i 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I 
was  n  party  to  the  first  pi-oposals  of  tl 
Government  which  were  to  he  p« 
manent. 

Mh.  H.  II.  FOWLER:  >'o;  for 
years  only. 

Mr.  GOSCHEX  :  Well,  15  ye«r 
that  is  pretty  permanent,  I  think.  ^ 
one,  then,  would  more  properly  fi 
under  the  censure  of  the  President  of  t 
Local  Govenmieiit  Board  than  himtLv 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  controv«i 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  iu  regard  lo  e 
peuditnre ;  but  there  are  one  or  two  poii 
to  which,  I  think,  objection  munt 
taken.  One  of  the  dangers  of  i 
MiuiBteriul  plan  is  that  on  arrangem* 
is  made  for  the  disposal  of  any  siirpl 
iu  Ireland.  In  this  country  when  llii 
is  a  surplus  it  is  devoted  to  the  exliocti 
of  the  National  Debt.  The  ahsen(.-e 
any  provision  of  that   kind  iu  this    1 
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;o  be  a  direct  temptation  to 
,  for  llie  view  of  the  Iriith 

would  be  that  a  surplus 
r.  The  maiu  coutentioii  of 
u.  Geutleman  iti  that  it  is 
,  there  should  be  an  iuqwiry 
lommissiuD.  There  are  two 
deratioax  in  regard  to  this 

First,  wliftt  would  have  to 
,  certain,  or  given,  state  of 
;  other  as  to  the  facts  ihem- 
dl,  there  is  no  dispute  at 
gard  to  the  facts  ;  we  know 
ard  t«  all  the  departnieuts, 
trs    tn    me   that    all  that  is 

further  verification  of  the 
r  disposal,  and  such  verifics- 
:  effected  in  less  than  a  year, 
that  we  have  already  suffi- 
liefore  us,  and  there  is  nc 
It  them.     The  differeuce  of 

to  the  application  of  those 
loyal  Commission  the  proper 

determining  the  principles 
taxation  should  be  levied  and 

answer  iu  the  affirmative 
>  abdicate  the  functions  of 
rhe  settlement  of  the  amount 
intry  ought  to  pay  towards 
penditnre    ought  not    to  l>e 

a  Commission. 
H.  FOWLER  :  It  ought  not 

SCllEN  :  lam  very  glad 
id  that  from  the  right  lion. 
and  to  learn  that  this  qiies- 
to  be  referre.1  to  the  Commis 
jderstood  from  a  remark  of 
lat  was  to  be  done.  ^  ell. 
dd  urge  the  Govemmeut  tc 
^.mcndment,  because  tliey  may 
1  that  ihey  wish  to  do  before 
a  final  decision  can  be  done  in 
or  even  oue,  and  that  they  can 
at  must  be  a  most  disagreeable 
ncertainty  l>oth  for  the  British 
■ish  taxpayer.  To  stereotype 
sd  arrangement  for  six  years  is 
y.  It  would  be  much  better 
n  it  only  until  Parliament 
erwisB  determine,  I  hope  the 
ut  will  agree,  and  that  tbey  will 
ler  to  a  Royal  Commission  " 
■hich  they  themselves  ought  m 
flitioD  in  a  very  short  time  to 

a  put. 

mmiltee  divided  : — Ayes  226 ; 
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Notice  Ukeu,  that  40  Members  were 
uot  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  pre:*eut, 

'SiK   J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  rose  to 
move  to  omit  SuVsections  (2),  (3),  (4). 
and     (5).     lie    ^aid    that    whether    he 
should  divide  or  not  would  de|>end  upou 
the  support  he  received.     He  conld  quite 
understand    that   there   might  be  Home 
Rulers  who,  while  perceiving  the  objec- 
tions   to    the    main    provisions   of    the 
clause,  yet   voteil  for  it  as  a  whole  ou 
Monday  because    it    was    necessary    to 
have   some   clause    iu   the   Bill   on    the 
subject.   He  objected  to  those  provisions, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  he  believed 
that  the  attempt  to  distinguish  between 
the  general  and  special  Beveuiie  would 
leatl   to  endless  disputes.     Again,  there 
were   taxes,  such  as  the   Income    fas, 
which  it  was  really  impossible  to  divide 
with    accuracy.     The    Somerset    House 
officials    had  stated   so    themselves  in  a 
Return.     These   questions   were    to    be 
referred  to  a  Committee  appoiiitetl  by  the 
Treasury  and  the  Irish  Government.  But 
if  the  Committee  were  equally  divided 
bow  was  the  matter  to  be  decided  ?  There 
would  be  endless  friction  ami  a  vista  of 
irritating  differences,  aud  an  interminable 
series  of  Irish   questions  would  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  in  the  future  as 
much  as  in  the  past.    Ho  objcct«l,  more- 
over to  the  unjust  proposal  that,  wiiile 
Ireland    was    to   pay    one-third    of   her 
Revenue  for  common  purposes  aud  keep 
two-thirds   for  herself,  England  was  to 
pay  more  than  two-thirds   for  joint  ex- 
wnses  aud  keep  less  than  one-third  for 
herself.    Moreover,  even  as  regarded  this 
small    proportion,  Englishmen  were  not 
to  spend  it  as  thev  liked  ;   but  Irishmen 
were  to  have  80  votes  in  .lecidiiig  what 
Englishmen  should    do  with  the    small 

.  nf  ti.nip  mnnov  ffraclouslv   left  to 
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amount  of  their  money  graciously  left  t 
them  for  their  own  purposes.  W  hen  he 
had  alluded  to  this  the  other  night,  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
,he  Exchequer  had  asked  him  on  what 
Return  he  base.1  his  figures.  He  had 
uot  the  Return  by  him  at  the  mome"*; 
but  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  would  fand 
the  figures  in  the  Return  of  the  3rd  of  July 
this  year.  In  that  Return  the  amount 
contributed  by  England  was  given  as 
£72,800,000 ;  that  by  Scotland  as 
£9,900,000,  making  £82,700,000,  or  in 
round  numbers,  the  £83,000,000  he  had 
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itioned.  He  was  sorry  to  have  to 
ide  to  the  CiiaDcellor  of  the  Excbcqiier 
lie  abseuce  ;  but  hie  riglit  hou.  Friend 

I  well  repreaeuted    on    the    Treasury 

1b.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Mr.  Mellor, 
lould  like  to  take  your  jndgmeut  on  a 
at  of  Order.     It  seems  to  mo  that  we 

II  get  into  hopeless  coufusion  if  we 
e  Sub-sectiona  2,  3,  au<l  4  before  ap- 
scbiug  the  eudleHS  Amendments  that 

to  be  moved  upon  them.  I  submit 
t  it  will  be  very  convenient  to  the 
nmittee  that  wo  should,  after  dealing 
h  this  AmeudmeDt,  have  to  go  back 
Che  Bub-sectiouB  od  tbe  Ameiidmentn 
ich  other  Members  wish  to  move. 
The  chairman  :  As  I  explained 

other  day,  there  is  a  difference 
ween  a  clause  and  a  siib-sectiou.  So 
uy  sub-sections  mean  so  many  lines  of 
lause.  What  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
a  proposes  to  do  is  to  leave  out  four 
"Bectious,  or,  in  other  words,  to  omit 
in  "For"  in  line  6,  to  "Ireland,"  in 
I  29.  That  he  is  entitled  to  do,  but 
order   to   save  the    Amendments   ou 

Paper  I  propose  to  put  the  Question 

practically   the  first  two  lines.     As 

right  hon.  GentlemuD  proposes  to 
vc  out  these  siib-seetious,  I  think  he  is 
itied  to  discuss  them  in  the  manner  iu 
ieh  he'  is  discussing  them,  although, 
course,  it  may  lead  to  the  same  points 
ug  (liHcussevI  twice  over.  That  ik, 
brtunately,  the  state  of  things  that 
les  under  the  present  Rules. 
iiR  J.LUBBOCK  said, he  was  moving 

Amendment  in  its  present  form  in 
er  to  aave  the  lime  of  the  Committee, 
1  he  thought  it  was  more  convenient 
the  Committee  that  they  should  take 
eueral  view  of  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
aIs.  Otherwise  be  should  have  to 
ke  four  different  speeches,  which 
iild  certainly  not  conduce  to  a  snving 
ime.  He  did  not  understand  that  there 
I  any  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
ts.  It  was  admitted  bylheGovernment 
t  Ireland  was  to  pay  one-third  of  her 
renue'  for  common  purposes,  and  to 
p  two-thirds  forlierself;  whilst  Great 
tain  was  to  pay  more  than  two-thirds 
joint  e.tpenses,  and  to  koop  less  than 
-thin)  for  herself.  Moreoi-er,  even 
'egarded  this  small  projmrtion,  Grent 
ritain  was  not  to  spend  it  as  she  liked, 
It  Irishmen  were  to  have   80  votes  iu 

Sir  J.  Lubboek 
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ieciding  what  the  British  people  wci 
lo  do  with  the  money  graciously  le 
to  them  for  their  own  purposes.  > 
doubt,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exuhequi 
would  iiave  attempted  to  show  tJiis  wi 
fair  if  be  could  have  done  so.  All  tl 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  < 
the  point  was  that  Great  Britain  was 
present  paying  two-thirds  and  Irelai 
one-third,  and  that  if  Ireland  paid  the  san 
proportion  as  Great  Britain,  her  Isxatit 
would  have  to  be  doubled.  That  mig 
be  li  practical  answer,  but  it  did  n 
affect  the  justice  of  the  case.  It  showe 
however,  how  liberally  Irelaud  had  bei 
dealt  with  in  the  past.  The  contention 
theUuionistswosthat,  while  Great  Brita 
had  been  willing,  as  long  as  there  was 
uniteii  Exchequer,  to  pay  these  lar] 
sums  without  looking  loo  closely  in 
the  absolute  equity  of  the  matter,  t 
circumstances  of  the  case  would 
altogether  altered  if  Ireland  elected 
occiipy  a  totally  fresh  position  in  reff 
ence  to  the  United  Kingdom.  He  w 
surprised  that  the  Chancellor  of  t 
Exchequer  did  not  see  this,  but 
thought  the  country  would.  Althouj 
he  did  not  deny  that  England  was 
richer  country  than  Ireland,  he  thoug 
the  poverty  of  Ireland  hail  been  a  go 
deal  exaggerated  in  these  Debates,  i 
doubt  there  were  poor  and  distressed  d 
tricts  iuthc  Sister  Island,  and  he  sincen 
regretted  and  deplored  it.  But  (hi 
were  very  poor  and  suffering  districts 
Englaud  also.  He  would  not  go  fu 
into  the  question,  but  would  just  ta 
two  tests  which  he  thought  would 
ailmitted  to  be  fair  ones — namely,  i 
consumption  of  tea  and  tolmcco.  WI 
did  tbe  officials  of  the  Inland  Bevei 
tell  them  ?  Speaking  of  tobacco  iV 
said,  in  the  Keturu  Ko.  329  of  1891,  tl 
the    average     consumption    in    Ireli 

it  (icr  head 

Again,  speaking  of  tea,  they  told  tfa 
that  the 

"Consumption  of  le«  in  iliat  tliiiiiion  of 
Kingilom  npproximBtentotheftTcrap  consul 
tioii  of  the  Cniteil  Kinplom  ns  ■  whole.- 

Now,  if  the  working  classes  iu  Ireli 
I'ould  affonl  lo  smoke  as  much  toba 
and  drink  ns  much  tea  as  our  woric 
classes,  he  did  not  see  why  our  wc 
ing  classes  should  lie  called  on  V>  pmj 
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Leavily  toVarde  die  joint  ^x- 
Kiugiiom.  TUey  were  aocuB- 
it  complttiutB  from  lioii.  Mem- 
e,  but  what  had  Irelsoil  to 
'  Her  Laod  Laws  were  the 
,  or  wheu  they  differed  it  wa« 

ours,  except  that  we  paid 
from  which  she  wa^  exempt. 
Land  Tax  aud  the  Aafleeaed 
')e  Irisb  fanner  paid  a  lower 
Dme  Tttx  than  the  Euglish 
:  Irish  labourer  paid  uo  taxes 
,  ou  spirits,  tobacco,  aud  tea. 
lOt  Hmoke  or  driuk  spirits  or 
Id  pay  no  taxes  at  all.  The 
r  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Huuter) 

the  duties  ou  apirita. 
as  for  tcrapeniuce  and 
iChancellorof  tiie  Exchequer 
1  nt  some  length  to 
e  Irifll.  Police  as  if 
biiormal  and  exceasive.  Of 
IB  deplorably  large,  but  who 
isihle  for  that  ?  Not  the 
verumeot,  but  the  Irish  Land 
le  would  not  dwell  on  this, 
iid  uot  wish  to  enter  on  auy 
mstter,  but  he  mnst  entirely 
ropositiou  that  Great  Britain 
e  for  the  expense  of  the  Irish 
)  doubt  the  coet  was  great, 
afier  all,  so  very  oxeessive  ? 
u  the  English  uouuties  the 
olice  was  very  amall.  But 
lU.  Tlie  population  of  Ire- 
700,000,  and  the  Police  cost 
The  population  of  London 

5,000,000,  aud  the  Police 
1,000.  He  did  not,  then, 
ire  was  much  to  be  made  out 
;ument.  But  whether  it  cost 
little,  hoD.  Members  must 
that,  while  iu  Great  Britain 
e  cost  of  the  Police  was  borne 
lities,  that  of  the  Irish  Police 

by  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
hem  takethecaee  of  elementary 

In  England  lu  1891,  the  last 
'hich  they  had  the  amounts, 
10,000  was  raised  from  local 
rithout  counting  the  school 
ich  amounted  to  £2,000,000 
Ireknd,  on  the  contrary,  the 
3D8e  waa  borne  by  tbe  Imperial 
'.  In  fact,  as  a  distinguished 
Lord  Emly,  poiuted  out  20 
if  it  were  not  for  these  grants 
Imperial   Exchequer  tbe  rates 


1  Ireland  would  have  been  far  heavier 


than  they  : 

ing  to  tbe  act 

of   this   country, 

t  of  IreU 

tted  that  in  i 

of  ibiugs  Ju  Irela 

But  even  if  it 


Tbey  were  told  tJ 
ou  of  the  Government 
the  expense  of  go- 
id  was  very  great.  He 
ome  respoeU  the  state 
id  had  led  to  expense. 
e  hod  paid  over 


90  per  ceut.of  it,  and,  therefore,  if  any- 
liad  a  right  to  complain  it   was  the 
isb  aud  uot  the  Itisb  taxpayer.     But 
itlier  respects  the  Government  was 
.l,and,  uu  the  whole,  the  expense 
was  by  no  means  grenl  as  comparctl  with 
other  countries.     The  Revenue  raised  in 
Ireland  with  a  population  of  4,700,000 
was  given  iu  Parliamentary  Return  334 
of   tbe   present   Session  at   £7,360,000. 
Now,  If  they  looked  at  other  countries 
that  was  by  uo  means  a  heavy  amount. 
Holland,    with    a  smaller    population — 
4,.i00,000— paid  over  £10,000,000;   Bel- 
gium, with  a  jKipulatiou   of  6,000,000, 
paid  £12,000,000.      Under  this  Bill  Ire- 
land   waa   to    coutrihute  £1,550,000   for 
of    Debt,  for   Military   nnd 
Naval  Expenditure,  for  Diplomatic  and 
all  other  joint  expenditure    for  Imperial 
purposes.  Holland,  for  Military  Expendi- 
ture alone,  paid  £3,000,000  and  Belgium 
£2,000,000.     The  right  hon.  Geutlemau 
had   spoken  of  tbe  expenditure  in    Ire- 
land as  forced  upon  her  by  the  British 
Government.     No,  it  had  been  forced  on 
this  country  by  lier.     We    paid    92    per 
cent,  and  Ireland  only   paid  H  per  cent. 
But  was  the  cost  to  Ireland  so  enormous  ? 
The  Chancellor    of  the   Exchequer  de- 
scribed it  as  "  enormous,  exorbitant,  ex- 
travagant, and  wanton."      He  said,  "  It 
is    the   most    exrravagaut     Government 
which  the  brain  of  man  ever  conceived." 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gi,AU8T.>SE  ;    Hear,  hear  !) 
His  right  hou.  Friend  said  "  Hear,  hear," 
hut  was  it  so  extravagant  a  Government  ? 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  look  at  the  amount 
paid  by  other  countries.     The  Revenue 
raised  iu  Ireland   was  given  iu  the  last 
Return    (July    14)    at    £7,400,000,    or 
£1  12b.  per  head.     Now,  the  annual  Ex- 
peuditure   of   Belgium    was   £2    5s.,   of 
Holland  £2  lOs.,  of  France  £3   7b.  6d., 
of  Italy  £2  Is.,  of  Denmark  £2  2s.,  of 
Spain  £1    18s.,  of    Greece  £1     16s.,  of 
Hungary    £1    19s.,   and  of    the  United 
States  £2  7e.      Were  not  these  figures 
snflicieut  to  prove  that  tbe  Expenditure 
in  Ireland  was  uot  extravagant  ?     Even 
iu  their    own   cose — the  case  of  Great 
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,  which  he  woodered  did  not 
D  the  right  hoti.  Gentleman — it  was 
.  He  would  not  accuse  the  Chan- 
of  the  Exchequer  of  intentional 
tratioQ,  but  it  was  surprising 
lid  have  made  a  statement  such 
is  which  was  ahsolutely  in- 
There  was  another  deduc- 
3  be  drawn  from  the  figureH, 
commeuded  it  to  the  senoun  at- 
of  the  Government.  Nobody 
■oked  e.1  tlie  figures  could  doubt 
LOmeat  that  if  during  the  last  cen- 
-eland  had  bceu  an  independent 
'  her  taxatiou  would  have  been 
'  than  had  been  the  case.  The 
at  unless  this  country  continued  to 
the  future,  as  it  had  done  in  the 
ar  more  than  its  fair  share  the 
Exchequer  would  be  bankrupt 
)roved  how  liberally  Ireland  had 
i8,\t  with  in  the  past,  and  ought  to 
ivery  prudent  Irishman  hesitate  to 
Home  Rule,  which  would  cer- 
involve  a  considerable  addition  to 
ixatioQ.  His  desire  was  that  they 
act  liberally  towards  Ireland, 
e  objectetl  to  grants  being 
d  out  of  them  by  80  Irish  Mem- 
Let  the  English  and  Scotch 
ire  at  least  exercise  their  own  dis- 
in  the^e  matters. 

OXEL    NOLAN    (Galway,    N.) : 
ns  our  money  then. 
CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  We 
want  your  generosity  ;  we  only 
'  justice. 

J.  LUBBOCK,  continuing,  said, 
ight  he  hail  shown  that  they  asked 
dealmore.  luopposiugllomeRule, 
speaking  iu  the  interests  of  Ireland 
pecuniary  point  of  view,  and  he 
id  that  as  prudent  and  sensible 
ey  were  making  a  grent  mistake 
;ring  their  parttierHhip  with  a 
r  so  much  wealthier  than  their 
If  they  did  that  they  would  find 
cause  to  regret  it.  It  was  very 
t  to  bring  the  enormous  figures  in- 
home  to  the  minds  of  the  people. 
be  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 

toard  cast  them  all  aside 

H.  H.  FOWLER  :  No. 
J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  right 
Sentleman  at  the  end  of  his 
declared  that  this  matter  was 
I  he  settled  by  paltry  considera- 
•V  J.  t^boek 


tioDB  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pen 
There  was  one  means  by  which  1 
facts  could  be  more  vividly  impressed 
the  imagination,  and  that  was  by  ef 
mating  how  much  work  would  have  to 
performed  to  make  up  the  sum  wbi 
Great  Britain  would  hare  to  find.  If, 
he  thought  bad  been  shown,  Gri 
Britain  under  this  Bill  would  in  rou 
uumbere  pay  £2,000,000  a  year  m< 
than  its  fair  share,  and  if  they  took  t 
value  of  humaD  labour  at  Is.  an  ho 
that  meant  40,000,000  hourH  a  year 
human  labour  which  Englishmen  ■ 
Scotchmen  were  to  give  for  the  relief 
Ireland.  Snrely  these  figures  brouj 
home  to  their  minds  the  sacrifice  tb 
were  being  called  upon  to  make.  1 
thought,  then,  it  had  been  shown  tl 
the  plan  in  these  sub-sections  was  i 
practicable,  unworkable,  and  grievout 
unfair  to  English  and  Scotch  taspayc 
He  was  well  aware  that  discussions 
financial  topics  were  likely  to  give  ris< 
lieat  and  discussion,  but  he  bad  alwt 
endeavoured  to  deal  with  the  ease 
Ireland  in  a  fair  and  even  liberal  apir 
and  he  would  urge  hou.  Members  to  real 
that  if  they  were  removing  from  ' 
Imperial  Parliament  the  task  now  c: 
on  it  of  dealing  with  Irish  legislation  tl 
were  at  the  same  time  opening  the  d' 
for  continual  Debates  on  money  m&ttt 
which  must  lead  to  still  greater  irrit«t 
liian  had  prevailed  iu  the  past. 

Ameudmeut  proposed,  lo  leave  ' 
Sub-sections  (2),  (3j,  (4),  and  (5).— (: 
J.  LtMoch.) 


"Tbattlie  worcls  '  (2)  for  the  purposes  of 
Act,  the  public  revenue  of  Ireland  Khali 
iiivide<l  into  general  revenue  and  sp« 
revenue,  and  the  general  revenue  shall  ooi 
of 

stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TBI 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glapstoxe,  E- 
burgh,  Midlothian)  :  The  Amendmea 
my  right  hoo.  Frieud  is  reaily  an  Aidc 
ment  upon  the  whole  clause,  knd 
speech  is  a  speech  on  the  whole  cla 
The  defence  of  the  clause  ou  the  p»n 
the  Government  has  been  made  by 
right  hou.  Friend  the  President  of 
Local  Government  Board  and  by 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  am: 
would  be  an  unwarrantable  intrusioi 
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seems  to  me  to  be  a  direct  temptation  to 
extravagance,  for  the  view  of  the  Irish 
Government  would  be  that  a  surplus 
must  be  spent.  The  main  contention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
bj  a  Rojal  Commission.  There  are  two 
sets  of  considerations  in  regard  to  this 
Committee.  First,  what  would  have  to 
be  paid  on  a  certain,  or  given,  state  of 
facte,  and  the  other  as  to  the  facts  them- 
selves. Well,  there  is  no  dispute  at 
present  in  regard  to  the  facts  ;  we  know 
them  in  regard  to  all  the  departments, 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  all  that  is 
wanted  is  a  further  verification  of  the 
figm^  at  our  disposal,  and  such  verifica- 
tion could  be  effected  in  less  than  a  year. 
I  maintain  that  we  have  already  suffi- 
cient facts  before  us,  and  there  is  no 
dispute  about  them.  The  difference  of 
opinion  is  as  to  the  application  of  those 
facts.  Is  a  Royal  Commission  the  proper 
tribunal  for  determining  the  principles 
upon  which  taxation  should  be  levied  and 
paid?  To  answer  in  the  affirmative 
would  be  to  abdicate  the  functions  of 
statesmen.  The  settlement  of  the  amount 
which  a  country  ought  to  pay  towards 
Imperial  Expenditure  ought  not  to  be 
delegated  to  a  Commission. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  ought  not 
to  be. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  very  glad  to 
have  elicited  that  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  learn  that  this  ques- 
tion is  not  to  be  referred  to  the  Com  mis- 
s»on.  I  understood  from  a  remark  of 
his  that  that  was  to  be  done.  Well, 
Sir,  I  would  urge  the  Government  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  they  may 
find  that  all  that  they  wish  to  do  before 
arriving  at  a  final  decision  can  be  done  in 
two  years,  or  even  one,  and  that  they  can 
shorten  what  must  be  a  most  disagreeable 
period  of  uncertainty  both  for  the  British 
and  the  Irish  taxpayer.  To  stereotype 
the  proposed  arrangement  for  six  years  is 
unnecessary.  It  would  be  much  better 
to  sanction  it  only  until  Parliament 
should  otherwise  determine.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  agree,  and  that  they  will 
not  surrender  to  a  Royal  Commission  a 
qQestion  which  they  themselves  ought  to 
*^  in  a  position  in  a  very  short  time  to 
settle. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  226; 
^oes  166.^(Divi8ion  List,  No.  241.) 


I  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•SiK   J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  rose  to 

move  to  omit  Sub-sections  (2),  (3),  (4), 

and     (o).     He    said    that    whether    he 

should  divide  or  not  would  depend  upon 

the  support  he  received.     He  could  quite 

understand    that   there   might  be  Home 

Rulers  who,  while  perceiving  the  objec- 
tions to  the  main  provisions  of  the 
clause,  yet  voted  for  it  as  a  whole  on 
Monday  because  it  was  necessary  to 
have  some  clause  in  the  Bill  on  the 
subject.  He  objected  to  those  provisions, 
becanse,  in  the  first  place,  he  believed 
that  the  attempt  to  distinguish  between 
the  general  and  special  Revenue  would 
lead  to  endless  disputes.  Again,  there 
were  taxes,  such  as  the  Income  Tax, 
which  it  was  really  impossible  to  divide 
with  accuracy.  The  Somerset  House 
officials  had  stated  so  themselves  in  a 
Return.  These  questions  were  to  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  appointed  by  the 
Treasury  and  the  Irish  Government.  But 
if  the  Committee  were  equally  divided 
how  was  the  matter  to  be  decided  ?  There 
would  be  endless  friction  anc^  a  vista  of 
irritating  differences,  and  an  interminable 
series  of  Irish  questions  would  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  in  the  future  as 
much  as  in  the  past.  He  objected,  more- 
over, to  the  imjust  proposal  that,  while 
Ireland  was  to  pay  one-third  of  her 
Revenue  for  common  purposes  and  keep 
two-thirds  for  herself,  England  was  to 
pay  more  than  two-thirds  for  joint  ex- 
penses and  keep  less  than  one-third  for 
herself.  Moreover,  even  as  regarded  this 
small  proportion.  Englishmen  were  not 
to  spend  it  as  they  liked  ;  but  Irishmen 
were  to  have  80  votes  in  deciding  what 
Englishmen  should  do  with  the  small 
amount  of  their  money  graciously  left  to 
them  for  their  own  purposes.  When  he 
had  alluded  to  this  the  other  night,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  asked  him  on  what 
Return  he  based  his  figures.  He  had 
not  the  Return  by  him  at  the  moment, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
the  figures  in  the  Return  of  the  3rd  of  July 
this  year.  In  that  Return  the  amount 
contributed  by  England  was  given  as 
£72,800,000;  that  by  Scotland  as 
£9,900,000,  making  £82,700,000,  or,  in 
round  numbers,  the  £83,000,000  he  had 
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certaiuly  required  explaualiou  at  ttie 
hauils  of  the  Goveriunent.  The  Preai' 
deut  of  tbe  Local  Gorerameut  Board  liml 
dealtwiththem&tterasif  it  wereamizturo 
of  buBitieBs  aod  cbarity.  Why  did  lie 
uot  fill  up  the  hiattiD  iu  his  speech  of  the 
preceding  Friday  ?  Ou  that  occaeiou  he 
was  Tery  frank  with  the  Committee,  He 
told  them  that  the  proportiou  which 
Ireland  could  afford  to  pay  might  be 
gauged  by  various  staodarde  :  that 
according  to  tlie  Income  Tax  it  was 
l-24th,  and  according  to  the  Suviugs 
Banks  1-ldtli ;  while  it  appeareil  from  a 
Beturu  issued  that  very  morning,  ac- 
cording to  the  property  assessable  to  the 
Death  Duties,  it  was  1-I6th  or  l-17tb. 
If  that  were  so,  where  was  the  justifiea- 
liou  for  recommending  that  the  propor- 
tion should  he  l-2Tth  ae  the  Government 
put  it,  or  l-40tb  as  tlie  Opposition  knew 
it  would  be  if  kept  ou   the  Govemmeut 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  sure  the 
hou.  Gentleman  doee  uot  wish  to  mis- 
represent me,  but  he  iti,  as  a  fact,  doing 
so.  1  uever  laid  down  any  of  these 
figures.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had  told 
the  Committee  that  Ireland  ought  to  pay 
according  to  her  taxalile  capacity,  and  I 
simply  pointed  out  wliat  was  lier  taxable 
capacity  according  to  various  standards 
of  comparison.  I  gave  all  the  figures  I 
could  ohinin,  and  I  pointed  out  that 
while  on  the  one  basis  tbe  proportion 
wad  1  •27th,  ouauother — say  Income  Tax, 
Schedule  "  D  " — it  was  nearer  I-50th. 

"Mb.  BRODBICK  said,  they  bad  given 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  credit  for 
expressing  the  viewx  of  the  Government 
on  the  subject.  The  Prime  Minister 
in  1886  distinctly  accepted  the  priuciplo 
of  the  quota,  and  fixed  the  quota  at  1-1 5th. 
He  argued  the  whole  matter  ou  that 
basis,  and  took  the  Death  Duties  as  tbe 
measure  of  revenue.  Now  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  rejected  that 
and  gave  dilfcrent  figures. 

Mh.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  neither 
accepted  nor  rejected  it. 

Mk.  BRODRICK  said,  the  country 
wanted  to  know  why  tbe  Government 
hod  departed  from  their  proposal  of  16S6? 
They  knew  that  the  scheme  of  that  year 
was  recommended  to  tbe  Mouse  largely 
on  tbe  ground  that  Mr.  Parnelt  had 
accept«d  it. 

Mr.  Hrodriek 


Mb.  SEXTON  :  The  financial  par 
the  1886  echeme  vian  certainly  left  o 
fordiflcussiou. 

Mk.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterfor 
Mr.  Parnell  expressly  safeguarded  h 
self  from  acceptiug  the  Hoancial  delaili 
the  1886  scheme.  In  bis  speech 
stated  that  in  Committee  he  wontd 
prepared  to  lay  before  the  House  sir 
arguments  showing  that  the  proposal ' 
unjust  to  Ireland. 

Mil.  BRODRICK  :  We  never  had 
advantage  of  beariug  Mr.  Paraelt's  ar 
ments,  because  the  Bill  uever  got  i 
Committee. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  :  But  ; 
beard  him  on  tlie  Second  Reading. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  said,  the  boo.  M- 
berfor  Walerford  had  entirely  repudii 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry, 
stated  that  there  were  four  points 
which  he  intended  to  insist,  and 
first  was  that  this  slioulil  be  a  tempoi 
arrangement  subject  to  revision.  He 
them  that  the  position  of  Ireland  ui 
the  Bill  was  most  dangerous  ;  he  ur 
that  the  contribution  should  be  a  foi 
and  not  a  third,  and  he  asked  the  Ht 
to  guarantee  a  surplus  of  £oU0,( 
Was  it  uot  A  strange  thing  to  ask 
country,  which  had  to  find  tbe  money 
could  uot  regulate  tbe  expenditure, 
guarantee  a  surplus  also  of  £oOO,UOO 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  :  The  i 
Gentleman  will  recollect  that  I  basetl 
argument  on  the  supposition  that  ll 
was  going  to  be  a  temporary  aiTHi 
ment  and  a  thorough  iuvestigaiiou  of 
real  relations  between  the  two  count 
As  in  the  meantime  the  power  of 
posing  tuxes  was  to  be  withheld  from 
thougiit  it  only  fair  we  should  Lai 
working  surplus  giiarauteod. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  c 
understood  the  hon.  Member's  p 
But  it  was  evident  that  he  was  confi 
neither  of  increasing  Revemie  uo 
decreasiug  Expenditure.  While 
Prime  Minister  was  assuring 
merchaut«  of  Belfast  ibat  there  Woul 
a  plethora  of  money  and  a  falling  o 
expenditure,  every  speech  made  iu 
Committee  hod  pointol  to  the  itcre 
of  increased  expenditure  in  ccrtalu  Je 
ments  and  the  impossibility  of  -vtoi 
without  s guaranteed  surpluM  of  £500 
It    was    impossible  for  the  Meinbe 
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there  were  loopholes  about  the  Police. 
The  fraachiee  waa  left  open  also 

The  CHAIRUAN  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  GeutlemaD  to  keep  to  the  question. 
«Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  he  had  wan- 
dered a  little,  no  doubt ;  but  others  in  the 
same  Debate  had  wandered  more.  Wei),  if 
the  financial  question  wae  to  be  left  open 
he  would  urge  the  Government,  at  thi 
last  momeDt,  to  consent  to  leave  it  as  it 
was,  for  the  proposed  arrangement  rested 
on  no  appreciable  basis,  and  there  was 
reason  to  fear  it  would  entail  a  heavy 
burden  on  English  taxpayers.  Apart 
from  other  coDsideratioos,  it  was  based 
.upon  figures,  some  of  them  only  issued 
that  day,  and  they  could  not  come  to  a 
conclusion  upon  them. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galw8y,N.)  said 
that,  on  the  military  question,  so  far 
from  the  Irish  contribution  being  3s.  6d. 
a  bead,  as  was  estimated  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
the  division  of  the  amount  by'  the 
population  would  give  about  lOs.  a 
head.  In  speaking  of  the  cost  of  the 
defence  of  other  countries  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman omitted  those  whose  defence  cost 
the  least. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  if  he  had 
taken  the  strongest  case  on  the  other  side 
it  would  have  been  Holland,  whose  de- 
fence cost  13b.  a  head. 


Inland  Bill. 


Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  part  of  the 
charge  on  Ireland  was  for  the  interest  of 
her  National  Debt. 

Colonel  KOLAK  replied  that 
Holland's  Indian  Budget  was  bigger  than 
ber  Home  Budget,  and  you  could  not 
compare  Ireland  with  Holland,  because 
Ireland  had  no  colonies,  unless,  indeed, 
you  said  that  the  United  States  were  an 
Irish  colony.  Taking,  ag  he  did  the 
other  day,  the  smaller  Western  States  of 
Enrope  as  a  basis  of  calculation,  the  de- 
feuoe  of  Ireland  should  cost  £1,400,000. 
His  position  was  ^at  all  English  Parties 
had  robbed  Ireland ;  they  bad  done 
«olleetively  what  they  would  not  have 
Mr.  Bndriek 


done  individually  :  they  had,  aethe 
Dr.  McHall,  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
tohl  him,  given  the  tool  a  little  o 
own  ;  and  the  Liberal  Unionist  {i 
Lubtwck),  who  was  canonised  in  hit 
time  and  had  four  saints'  days  a 
was  now  the  hardest  man  in  the  E 
that  Ireland  had  to  deal  with.  ' 
might  as  well  argue  that  an  En 
workman  who  consumed  ae  many 
able  commodities  as  a  man  with  £1< 
a  year  ought  to  pay  the  same  in  tax 
test  the  tax -bearing  capacity  of  the 
by  the  amount  of  whisky  and  tot 
they  coDSUtaed.  The  Irish  did  doi 
for  English  money ;  they  simply  ■ 
to  be  robbed  a  little  lees.  They  m 
be  very  well  content  with  the  m 
collected  In  Ireland,  which  wonid 
all  their  wants  and  enable  then 
make  Ireland  a  prosperous  com 
England  had  command  of  the  Treai 
It  might  be  fairly  stated  that  Irisl: 
had  not  been  at  the  Treasury  for  4 
SO  years,  and  they  were  totally  nnn 
sented  there.  He  believed  diey  t 
manage  their  Police  at  £400,000,  b 
was  now  put  down  at  £1,500,000.  . 
general  rule,  England  hod  used 
money  in  cornipting  the  higher  ch 
Ireland  by  giving  them  good  app 
mciits,  and  it  was  a  good  wa] 
managing  Ireland.  They  had  g 
these  appointments  all  over  Ireland, 
the  Irish  people  would  have  to  pa; 
them  for  the  next  20  or  30  years  in 
form  of  pensions.  There  was  ah 
strong  tendency  to  exaggerate  what 
land  ought  to  pay  in  the  matter  of 
National  Debt.  They  would  have 
splendidly  if  England  had  not  r 
fered  with  them.  He  intended,  on  t 
Financial  Clauses,  to  support  the  Goi 
ment  against  the  Opposition,  for 
reason  that  he  fonnd  they  wanted  U 
them  less  than  the  Unionists  did. 

Ub.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birxi 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  the  speaa 
which  they  had  jnet  listMwd  wa 
illustration  of  the  settlement  whieb 
been  arrived  at  as  regarded  the  fiiu 
relations  between  the  two  countrim 
it  was  a  revelation  of  what  they  li 
expect  in  the  future.  Let  tba 
mittee  consider  how  hon.  Membar*  ■ 
place  the  effects  of  this  s^em»    1 
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tcies.  The  electors  might 
lis  country  neeJed  a  certain 
ney  for  Imperial  oxpensea 
d  tliat  this  mouey  must  be 
'  could  be  told  th&t  the 
ijoyed  the  same  advanUges 
(rial  Expenditure  as  the 
other  parts  of  the  King* 
t,  while  the  amount  which 
iked  to  contribute  was  less 
iQtrj  ought  to  pay,  the 
it  he  made  good  by  the 
Ker,  and  that  the  amount 
i  did  not  pay  was  the 
h  must  be  fjiven  by 
taxpayer  in  conae- 
)me  Bute.  The  electors 
I  told  that,  while  Great 
}uired  to  pay  two-thirds  of 
awards  Imperial  Expend  I • 
was  only  expected  to  pay 
It  Great  Britain  was  ex- 

at  the  rate  of  35s,  per 
>ulation,  while  Ireland  was 
is.  6d.  per  head,  though 
ame  advantages  from  the 
He  should  tell  his  con- 
tbe  Bill  hod  been  forced 
mse  by  means  of  the  gag, 
share  of  the  Expenditure 
1  by  Ireland  would  be 
a  the  business,  therefore, 

Scottish  Members  to  ask 
nts  whether  they  were 
it  to  such  atrocious  terras 
Qposed  ?  His  right  hon. 
mber  for  Wolverhampton 
iwler)  said  that  without 
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It  Ireland  could  i 


I  pay 


had  that  to  do  with 
viand  wanted  Home  Rule 
tor  it.  •  His  own  feeling 
I  the  duty  of  the  Oppo- 
the  Government  ia  every 
every  sinsle  line  of  legis- 
forco  them  by  every 
r  to  do  what  they  dared 
',  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
m    their    monstrous   and 

PLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
lember  for  Galway  had 
wood  time,  repeated  the 


military  argument  r^arding  the  smaller 
Powers  of  Europe,  and  it  was  necessary 
that  some  answer  should  be  given  him. 
He  had  adduced  the  cases  of  Switzerland, 
Belgium,  Denmark,  and  Scandinavia, 
saying  that  these  nations  paid  about 
£1,500,000  each,  and  that  this  would 
suffice  for  Ireland  also.  But  those 
cases  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  quota  that  Ireland 
ought  to  pay,  because  those  smaller 
Powers,  though  they  incurred  expenses 
for  their  defence,  were  not  realty  defended. 
Not  one  of  them  was  secure  against 
invasion  from  any  of  the  Great 
Powers  of  Europe.  Ireland,  on  tbo 
other  hand,  was  defended ;  she  waa  * 
inviolate  and  inviolable.  No  eneinj 
could  touch  her  without  forcing  his 
way  through  the  most  powerful  as 
well  as  the  most  expensive  fleet 
in  the  world.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  spoke  as  if  Ireland  liad 
no  particular  concern  in  the  National 
Debt,  but  he  contended  that  the  Napo- 
leonic Wars  were  as  much  for  Ireland 
for  Great  Britain.  Had  it  not  been 
for  those  wars  and  the  measures  taken  by 
England,  Ireland  would  undoitbtedly 
have  been  overrun  by  a  foreign  enemy. 
The  boD.  and  gallant  Member  spoke  of 
£9,000,000  of  taxation  being  levied  from 
Ireland,  and  said  that  if  she  had  all  the 
money  to  spend  upon  herself  —  that 
is,  on  her  Civil  Establishments  and 
material  expenditure — she  would  get 
on  very  well.  She  was  to  contribute 
nothing  to  national  defence  and  obliga- 
tions. [Colonel  Nolan  :  Oh,  yes  ; 
£1,400,000.]  He  had  not  heard  the 
gallant  Gentleman  admit  even  that 
much,  and  was  glad  that  the  admission 
now  made,  only  it  was  not  nearly 
enough.  Why,  all  other  nations 
pay  the  greater  part  of  their 
taxation  away  for  defence  and  national 
obligations.  All  other  nations  bad  to 
least  one>half;  we  had  to  pay 
two-thirds.  Why  was  Ireland,  of  all 
places,  to  be  free  from  such  obligations  ? 
Uur  Imperial  oliligatioos  amounted  to 
£60,000,000  steriing  annually.  Of 
this  Ireland  was  to  pay  £1,500,000, 
or  under  £2,(KX),000,  and  the  remaining 
£58,500,000  were  to  be  found  by  Great 
Britain.  Was  that  prim&  fade  fair  ? 
This  would  never  be  accepted  by  the 
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men  who  bad  sent  him  to  Parliament. 
When  tlieso  fuels  were  pnt  before  the 
constitncncies  he  was  convinced  the 
verdict  would  be  that  the  scheme  of  ihe 
Government  would  not  hold  wat«r,  nud 
would  never  be  accepted. 

•Mr.  hartley  (IsHngtou,  N.)  said, 
he  observed  that  the  discnssioii  this  after- 
Doon  had  led  them  to  the  practical  way 
of  looking  at  this  financial  quesliou — 
namely,  how  it  would  alfoct  the  indi- 
vidual coii8titi:encj.  The  people  of 
Great  Britain  were  being  roblied  more 
Mid  more  by  the  diflereut  schemes  which 
were  put  before  the  House,  and  under 
the  latest  scheme  they  were  to  be 
saddled  with  a  far  larger  share  than  they 
had  any  right  to  pay.  In  the  Bill  of 
1886  there  wac  a  sum  of  £1,466,000  a 
year  to  be  paid  by  IreJaud  for  iuterest 
and  management  of  her  eUare  of  the 
National  Debt.  That  was  somewhat 
reduced  now  by  the  reduction  in  the 
rate  of  interest,  but  the  amount  would 
etilt  remain  more  than  £1,250,000,  \a 
addition  to  which  in  1886  they 
were  to  pay  £1,666,000  for  the 
Army  and  Navy  and  £  1 10,000 
for  general  Civil  Expenditure.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
at  the  time  of  the  Union  Ireland  wan 
paying  for  her  National  Debt  a  sum  of 
nearly  £1,000,000.  -If  Ireland  at  that 
time  was  paying  a  sum  of  £600,000  or 
£800,000  a  year,  why  was  Ireland  now 
to  get  the  whole  benefit  of  the  great 
protection  of  this  country,  all  the  advau- 
tage  of  being  connected  with  this  country, 
and  all  the  arrangements  drawn  up 
duiing  the  last  50  yeat«,  and  yet  ouly  to 
pay  a  trifling  sum  in  addition  to  the 
amount  of  the  interest  she  was  paying  at 
that  time  on  her  National  Debt.  He 
must  impress  upon  Ihe  Government — and 
be  hoped  it  would  be  impressed  on  the 
constituencies — that  every  single  consti- 
tuency was  to  pay  abont  £1,000  a  year 
to  start  Home  Rule.  That  was  »  fact 
that  must  be  nibbed  into  the  people. 
They  would  give  Home  Rule  in  theory 
if  it  did  not  cost  them  anything ;  but 
when  it  came  to  this — that  they  were 
not  only  to  give  Home  Rule  to  the  Irish 
Sir  R.  Temple 


people,  but  to  pay  them  to  carry 
that  was  a  state  of  things  the  p 
this  country  would  not  tolerat 
single  moment.  Why,  for  instanci 
his  poor  constituency  be  called 
pay  £1,700  a  year  to  the  Irish  S 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  run  tl 
in  Dnblin  ?  If  this  Goveruraeut, 
its  faults  aud  blunders,  was  deten 
give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  let 
Home  Rule  pure  and  simple. 
Irishmen  raise  their  own  taxes 
it  on,  and  not  come  on  the  poor 
of  England  to  pay  the  cost.  Ti 
of  London  were  now  struggling 
sorts  of  difficulties,  aud  he  co 
understand  how  any  Goverumeat 
the  audacity  to  call  itself  a 
Goverumeut  i^ould  come  to  that 
aud  say  that  they  were  going  to 
poor  districts  of  England,  Scotli 
Wales  in  order  to  start  the  Irish 
Home  Rule.  If  that  was  the  [ 
of  the  Bill,  they  must  preach  ag 
on  the  housetops,  and  he  had 
least  doubt  whatever  that  whei 
known  the  country  would  gi 
decided  answer,  aud  send  this  Govi 
aud  all  its  belongings  into  thai 
from  which  they  would  never  ret 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayi 
Noes  205.— (Division  List,  No.  S 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge 
sity)  rose  to  move  the  following 
ment  : — 

•  Line  17,  after  "  Britain,"  insert— " 
also  that  titere  bIibII  be  liedacied  froia 
Revenue  coUected  in  Irclanil  within  tt 
Ingnf  tbie  Act  such  eum  as  ie,Irom  tim 
directed  by  the  Treasury  to  be  so  liei 
respect  of  the  coets,  chargea,  uid  ex 
nnd  incident  to  the  collectiun  ftnd  mm 
of  the  laid  dotiea  in  Ireliod  not  e 
4  per  cent,  of  the  amount  oo  collected. 
He  said,  the  Amendment  of  wl 
had  given  notice  vrae  practict 
same  as  that  given  notice  of  by  1 
Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Division  (Mr.  Parker  Smith),  w 
absent.  This  Amendment  wat 
moved  in  the  interests  of  finant 
priety,  because,  in  the  case  of  I 
of  this  kind,  Bnbject  afterwards  f 
bution,  it  was  clearly  the  most  b 
like  and  at  the  same  time  the  hi 


Government  of 
DKke  llie  Revenue  bo  coUeet€ii 
ited  net,  not  gros*  Revenue, 
le  cost  of  the  coUectiou  of 
hould  be  deducted  from  the 
efore  it  was  distriUiited.  If 
passed,  the  Revenue  would 
ted  partly  by  Ireland  and  partly 
BritAin.     Tlien  tbe  Revenue 

distributed,  first  of  all  in 
Stic  expeudilure,  tbeu  iuto  the 
rial  Expenditure  or  contribu- 
j ;  then  there  would  be  the 
>mestic  expenditure  and  tbe 
tribntion  to  Imperial  Expendi- 
Te  would  thuB  be  fourdifforent 
r  course,  if  tbe  Irish  domestic 
e  bore  exactly  the  same  rela- 
le  Irish  contribution  to  the 
^xpeuiliture  that  tbe  British 
xpeuditure  did  to  tbe  British 
>n   to  Imperial  Expeudii 

matter  at  all,  as  far  as  the 
reels  of  all  the  parties 
(^med,    whetlier    the  cost    of 

were  made  an  Imperial 
■  not,  or  whether  tbe  sum 
1    were  gross  Revenue  or  net 

But  inasmuch  as  this  Revenue 
ually  distributed,  and  not  dis- 
[1  the  same  proportion,  the 
taking  the  gross  Revenue 
i  tbe  net  Revenue,  and  of 
the  whole  of  the  cost  of  coUec- 
ti  Imperial  cliarge  against  the 
eniie,  was  to  give  a  small  but 
led  advantage  in  tbe  matter  to 
nd  to  inflict  upon  Great  Britain 
ut  still  an  appreciable  injustice. 
1  to  him  to  be  in  tbe  interest  of 

Members  and  of  Ireland  that 
ler  should  be   dealt  with    in 
businesslike  manner,  almost  __ 

it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
ixpayer.  He  did  not  suppose 
wanted  to  gain  n  small  trifli 
e  out  of  the  British  taxpayc- 
fair  and  unbusinesslike  arrange- 
tbis  character.  Of  the  Imperial 
iou  to  tbe  Imperial  Expenditure 
ould  be  raised  in  Great  Britain 
and,  Ireland  would  contribute 
But,  inasmuch  as  tbe    taxes 

Ireland  were  not  l-28th,  it  was 
that  Ireland,  according  to  the 
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only  of  the  cost  of  collection,  whereas 
the  amount  of  Revenue  collected  in  Ir^ 
land    was    much    more— about     l-lJtn. 
So  that  while  Ireland,  if  she  were  put 
on     an    equality,    ought    to   contribute 
l-12thtotbecoBt  of  collection  she  would, 
under     this     scheme,     only     contribute 
1.28th.  An  arrangement  of  that  kind  was 
not  reasonable  and  fair  to  the  taxpayers 
of  the  two  countries,  but  would  giye  _«n 
undue  advantage  to  Ireland  and  inflict 
undue  disadvantage   on    Great   Bntaiu. 
He  did  not  kuow  whether  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  meant  lo  give  up  this 
.lause    or   not.       [Mr.  H    H    FowleR 
indicated  the  negative.]     In    that   ca  e 
be    supposed    the     Government    would 
refuBe  to  agree  to  the  Amendment.  Such 
a  refusal,  however,  would  not  be  one  ot 
the    greatest     injustices     done     m    tbe 
course    of    tbe    progress    of    this    Bill. 
Compared  with  many  other  refusals  the 
Government  had  made  to  proposals  put 
forward  by  the  Opposition  it  would  be 
a  very  small  matter.      His  Amendment 
was  made  for  tbe  purpose  of  improving 
tbe  Bill  in  the  particular   he  Lad  indi- 
cated ;  but  having  made  his  suggestion 
he  should  not  be  sorry  if,  in  their  obstt- 
nacy,tbe  Government  refused  the  proHer 
of       BSBistance       and       persisted       in 
carrying     out     tbe     scheme     lu     what 
be  could  not  help  regarding  as  its  pre- 
sent unfair  aud  unbusinesslike  condition. 
He   would,    before  sitting  down,  direct 
the  attention   of  the   Committee  to  the 
Bill  of  1886,  where  a  provision  was  to 
be  found  of  a  like  character  lo  that  con - 
toiued  in    the  Amendment.     Indeed,  be 
liad  copied  the  words.     There  was  nouse 
in    hammering   awav     at    the   question. 
The  better  way    was  to  do  as  he  sug- 
gested.    Tbe  clause  in  the  Bill  of  1886 
wastheHtb.     There  was  no  object  at 
that  time  of  going  any  other  way  than 
in  that  of  perfect  busiuess  propriety.     It 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  opposite  would 
refer  to  the  terms  of  the  clause  he  would 
see  that  this  was  so,  and  that  those  terms 
were  absolutely  consistent  with  the  terms 
which  he  (Sir  J.  Gorst)   had  put  down 
on     the     Paper.      Another    iUustration 
might  be  found  in  the  Papers  which  had 
been  issued  by  the  late  Government  and 
by  the  present    Government   as  to   the 
financial      relatious     between    the     two 
countries.     Those  Returns  showed  tl«t 


ar  that  Ireland,  according  to  the    countries.      iuoo«  "■^"V'.."/     „"  .  „ 
rf  the  Bill,  would  pay  l-28th    the  charges  should  be  laid  down,  not  as 
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Imperial  Espeuditure,  but  as  items  of 
oG»l  expenditure,  aad  so  divided  betweea 
;he  three  couutries.  He  thought  he  had 
made  hie  point  clear  to  the  Committee, 
lod  he  (lid  not  think  it  was  ueceasary  to 
:rDuble  the  Committee  further ;  but  be 
loped  it  would  be  possible  to  hear  a  few 
words  from  the  Goverameut  on  these 
joints. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Line  17,  after  "Britain,"  insert-"  Provided 
ilsottaat  there  shall  be  deducted  from  the^rosB 
FtevetiQe  collected  in  Ireland  within  the  mean- 
ng  of  thU  Act  BQch  sum  sh  ii,  from  time  to 
^ine,directed  by  the  Treasury  lo  be sii deducted  in 
respect  of  the  cuetg,  chaises,  and  eipenses  of  and 
inoident  to  the  collection  and  manasement  of 
the  laid  duties  Id  Ireland  not  exceeding  4  [ler 
Mnt.  of  the  amount  so  collected,"— (AVr  J. 
Gam.) 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  under- 
itand  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  to  raise 
th«  question  as  to  the  charges  iipou  coo. 
tribution.  Well,  I  think  our  main  con- 
[!em  is  with  the  Amendment  before  lis, 
tnd  I  may  saj'  it  is  impossible  for  the 
G-ovemment  to  agree  to  tbe  Amendment, 
because  it  would  be  unworkable.  There 
is  LO  statutory  distinction  between 
"gross  "  and  "net "  Revenue,  as  involring 
that  "  gross  "  Revenue  indicates  Revenue 
without  any  deduction  on  account  of  the 
cost  of  collection,  and  that  "  net " 
Revenue  means  Revenue  after  the  cost 
of  collection  lias  been  deducted.  There 
are,  however,  other  difficulties  in  the 
modus  operandi  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  impossible  to 
reckon  tbe  cost  of  collection  npon  each 
branch  of  Revenue  separately.  We  may 
take  the  entire  cost  of  collection  and 
distribute  it ;  but  that  will  lead  to  a 
proceeding  entirely  different  from  the 
one  proposed.  A  further  reason  why 
the  Government  canuot  accept  the 
Amendment  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  no  distinction  between 
the  large  Revenue  collected  in  Ireland 
for  the  t>cnefit  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
rest  of  the  Irish  Revenue — tbe  former 
sum  amounting  to  about  £1,800,000, 
which  is  really  not  Irish  Reve 
According  to  tbe  Amendment,  Ireland 
alone  would  be  charged  for  the  collection 
'>f  that  sum,  and,  of  course,  to  agree  to 
Sir  J.  Gortt 


such  a  proceeding  would  be  unjust.  If 
we  agreed  to  this  proposal,  it  would 
entirely  change  tbe  form  of  the  Bill,  and 
1  think  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  must 
see  the  injustice  whioh  it  would  work  to 
the  people  of  Ireland, 

■Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
GentlemAn  has  dwelt  upon  the  difficulties 
in  this  case  ;  but,  Mr.  Mellor,  if  tliere  is 
any  desire  to  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  it  should  be  perfectly  eaay 
to  devise  a  method  by  which  it  could  be 
carried  out.  The  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  puts  £2,600,000, 
tbe  cost  of  collection  of  the 
whole  Revenue,  as  an  Imperial 
charge.  Of  this  Ireland  is  to  pay 
l-28th.  I  would  say  1<26tb  rather  than 
I •28th,  because  it  gives  us  even  figures; 
thus  Ireland  will  pay  £100,000.  But  the 
cost  of  collecting  the  Irish  Revenue  is 
between  £200,000  and  £250,000;  so 
the  taxpayers  of  Great  Britain  lose 
more  than  £100,000  by  the  proposal. 
In  1886  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
made  a  similar  proposal  to  the  one 
now  before  the  Honse,  but  he  now 
objects  to  tbe  substitution  of  the 
word  "  not  "  for  **  gross."  Perhaps  it  is 
not  necessary  to  make  that  substitution, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  might  with- 
draw the  Amendment ;  but,  clearly,  it  is 
possible  to  make  a  proviso  to  the  effect 
that  there  should  be  a  calculation  made, 
and  that  Ireland  should  pay  upon  the 
proportion  of  the  Revenue  appertaining 
to  her,  as  it  should  be  directed  by  tbe 
Treasury,  in  concerl,  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  prefers  it,  with  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. If  my  right  hon.  Friend  would 
admit  the  force  of  the  principle  which 
he  himself  laid  down  in  1886,  we  might 
easily  arrive  at  some  conclusion ;  but  I 
do  not  think  the  British  taxpayer 
ought  to  be  mulcted  to  tbe  extent 
of  £150,000,  or  even  £100,000,  on 
account  of  any  difficulty  in  machinerv. 
I  trust  the  Prime  Minister  will  be  able 
to  meet  ns  to  some  extent,  or  otherwise 
that  he  will  state  on  what  principla 
Ireland  is  to  be  exonerated  from  paying 
what  is  paid  by  tbe  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdont — its  fair  proportion.  I  would 
sooner,  for  administrative  reasons,  give 
Ireland  a  snm  to  work  upon  than 
diminish  the  amount  which,  as  a  con- 
tribution, she  ought  to  pay. 
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EXTON  (Keny,  N.l :  I  do  not 
1  be  able  to  estimate  the  exact 

the  proposal  that  thie  word 
le  struck  out ;  but  I  can  very 
BTceive  the  object  of  tbe  right 
iDtletnan  (Mr.  Goschen.)  I 
tlie  Amendment  and  the 
which  have  been  de- 
n  support  of  it  betray  an  ei- 
peddliog  and  huckstering  spirit, 
itable  to  the  Tory  Party  or  to 
le  of  Commone,  and  unworthy  of 
people  like  the  English.  Uy 
that  if  the  people  of  England  of 
Jty  could  clearly  understand  the 
which  the  right  bon.  Grentlemau 
f  directed  bis  undoubted  in- 
tbey  would  resent  bis  object 
lan  Improve  of  it.  Under  the 
if  the  Bill  the  whole  cost  of  col- 
be  Imperial  ReveDue  of  England, 
,  and  Ireland,  is  charged  in  one 
2,600,000.  Tbe  Pnme  Minister 
at  sum,  and  puts  it  doit 

charge.     ["  No  1 "]     What  else 

la  it  not  an  Imperial  charge  ? 
rernment  propose — for  six  years, 
tte— to  collect  the  whole  of  the 

of  Ireland  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
Q    of    the    Revenue   of   Ireland 

of  the  Imperial  operation.  The 
tlinister  proposes  that  Ireland 
lay  her  share  of  that  £2,600.000 
the  same  proportion  as  she  eon- 
to  every  other  Imperial  charge, 
hat  is  an  unassailable  proposal. 
It  Ireland  will  pay  £95,000  or 
D  a  year  as  her  proportion  of  the 
nt  of  the  collection.    Now  comes 

ingenious  and  publio-epiritcd 
in    on     tbe     Front    Opposition 

speaking    for     tbe     wealthiest 
n   the  world,   and   in    this 
with  the  poorest 

JOSCHEN  said,  he  hoped  if  tbe 
ieotleman  made  that  charg* 
the  Opposition  be  would  include 
18  Minister,  because  the  proposal 
r  made  was  taken  verbatim  and 
r  from  tbe  Bill  of  1886,  which 
ipted  by  tbe  Irish.  If  the  pra- 
wai  unjust  in  tbe  view  of  the 


hon.  Gentleman  he  ought  to  extend  his 
ure  to  tbe  original  author,  whom  tbe 
Opposition  bad  only  copied. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
ich)  rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  They 
'ere  now  discussing  the  second  Amend- 
lent.  Wonld  it  not  be  better  to  dispose 
of  the  first  P 

Sir  J.  GORST  said,  that  if  it  would 
be  convenient  he  would  withdraw  tbe 
first  Amendment  and  move  the  second. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  must  decline  to  be 
interrupted.  I  have  to  say,  in  the  first 
place,  that  we  never  assented  to  the 
financial  details  of  the  Bill  of  1886,  and 
especially  not  to  so  minute  a  detail  as 
that  relating  to  the  cost  of  collection.  In 
the  second  place,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
Bill  of  1886  was  not  regarded  at  the 
time  by  tbe  right  lion.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  as  a  fair  authority  on  any 
subject,  and,  therefore,  be  was  not 
entitled  to  quote  it  now  ;  and,  iu  the 
next  place,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Prima 
Minister  evidently  considers  that  second 
tbougbte  are  the  best,  and  that  the 
present  proposal  is  better  than  that  of 
I8»6.  The  ex -Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  says  chat  £9,000,000  sterling 
are  collected  in  Ireland. 

Mk.  goschen  said,  the  figure  he 
hod  given,  or  meant  to  give,  was 
£7,000,000. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Very  well.  I  accept 
the  correction,  and  am  glad  to  find  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  intend 
that  Ireland  should  be  charged  with  the 
cost  of  the  collection  of  the  £2,000,000 
of  Customs  Revenue,  which  is  collected 
in  Ireland,  but  consumed  in  Great 
Britain.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  proposes  to  charge  Ireland  with 
the  cost  of  the  collection  of  the  whole  of 
the  £7,000,000,  although  one-third  of 
that  amount  ia  to  be  paid  to  Great 
Britain.  I  cannot  see  the  fairness  of 
charging  Ireland  with  the  cost  of  the 
collection  of  the  amount  paid  to  Great 
Britain.  In  conclusion,  I  express 
sorrow,  for  tbe  sake  of  the  name  of 
Great  Britain,  that  tbe  discussion  on  this 
financial  question  has  been  allowed   to 
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Bink  to  eiich  a  plaae.  I  think  tbe  Prime 
MiDister  iliaposed  of  tbe  question,  and  I 
'#iH  not  eay  anything  more  about  it. 

QueBtioD  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "Tbat 
tbe  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
Mk  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladttone,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To- 


BDBOHS  GAS  SUPPLY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 

(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  402.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 
•Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  wished  to  have  some  explanation 
of  the  Bill  and  the  Amendments  on  tbe 
Paper. 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
BALFOtiR,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  the 
Bill  was  not  his,  but  was  in  charge  of 
his  bon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  R«nsbt>w). 
It  was  a  very  proper  Bill  to  give  addi- 
tional facilities  for  the  erection  of  gas 
works  by  somewhat  altering  the  condi- 
tions at  present  in  force.  The  Amend- 
ments be  had  put  on  the  Paper,  after 
GOmmunicalion  with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
were  chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
away  with  tbe  necessity  of  sending  a 
notice  to  the  Board  of  Trade  npon  which 
nothing  followed,  and  which  was,  there- 
fore, useless. 

Clause  agreed  Xo. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

MABBIED     WOMEN'S     PEOPERTY    ACT 
(1SS2)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  260.) 
As   amended.   Considered  ;    read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
Mr.  Stxton 


BUDLDINQ    LEASES    (HIGHLANDS 
SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  195.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PltBLIC  WORKS   LOANS  (N'O.   2)  BIL 

On  Motion  of  Sir  J.  T.  Htbbert,  Bili  to  i 

provimon  for  certain  pnrpoees  relating  to  I 

Loans,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  b;  Sir 

Elbbert  and  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheq 

Bill  pKsented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill 

PUBL'IC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE 
Twentieth    Report    brought    up, 
read  ;    to  lie  upon  tbe  Table,  Kud  U 
printed. 

AGRARIAN  OUTRAGES  (IRELAND 
Copy  presented, — of  Return  of 
number  of  Agrarian  Outrages  repa 
dnring  the  quarter  ended  30th  J 
1899  ;  [by  Command]  ;  to  He  npon 
Table. 

TRADE  RBPORTS  (ANNUAL  SKRIK. 

Copy  presented, — of  Diplomatic 

Cousular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Fina 

No.   1267   (Siam)    [by  Command]  ; 

lie  upon  the  Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propc 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," 
Matabeleland. 

Bakox  H.  de  worms  (Liveri 
East  Toxtetb)  asked  the  Under  Se 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if 
news  hail  tieen  received  in  regard 
Matabeleland  ? 

The  under  SECRETARV 
STATE  FOR  THE  colonies  (Mi 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
have  received  a  telegram  from  Sir  H( 
Loch,  in  which  he  says — 


If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re] 
his  question  I  shall  probkbly  be  abb 
give  him  some  further  information. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


IttduHrial  and  Provident       {LORDS) 
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this  queetioQ.  From  the  very  first  it  lias 
refused  iu  any  way  to  iDtervene  iu  the 
dispute  between  Frauce  and  Si'am.  On 
the  merits  of  that  quarrel  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  uot  feel  called  upon 
to  pro  noil  uce  au  opiuiou.  Tliey 
have,  therefore,  limitetl  themsclveH  to 
providing  for  the  safety  of  the  British 
lives  and  interests  at  Bangkok,  and  it  is 
to  be  regretted  that  some  should  appear 
to  suspect  in  that  provieiou — none  too 
large  for  tlie  security  of  life  and  property 
in  an  Orieutal  popidation  of  350,000  souls 
— an  eneouragemeiitto  the  Siamese  to  per- 
severe tn  a  liopelesH  resistance.  In  this 
connection  it  is,  I  tliink,  utiiiecessarj  to 
state  in  this  House  that  from  the  com- 
meucement  of  this  Siamese  difGculty  we 
have  scrupulously  avoided  giving  any 
advice  to  the  Siamese  Government,  he 
yond,  when  they  have  asked  for  it,  urgiuj 
them    to   come   to    terms    as  quickly  a 

eissibie  with  their  powerful  neighbour. 
ut  the  events  now  passing  iu  Siam  ar 
by  no  meaus  indifferent  to  Her  Majesty' 
Government.  Wo  have,  in  the  first 
place,  great  commercial  iuteresta  in  tliat 
country,  and  British  shipping  constitutes 
87  per  cent,  of  the  whole  shipping  in 
Bangkok  in  point  of  tonnage,  and  93  iu 
poiflt  of  value.  For  this  reason  we 
regret  that  a  blockade  siionld  be  deemed 
to  be  necessary  by  the  French  authorities, 
and  it  might  raise  some  difBcuIt  questions 
of  International  Law  ;  but  it  is  not  yet 
formally  notifie<i,  and  perhaps  it  is  not 
too  much  to  hope  that  tlie  necessity  for 
it  may  yet  be  averte<l.  Moreover,  the 
territorial  arrangements  consequent  on 
this  dispute  involve  matters  of  British 
concern.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  glad  to  believe  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment are  not  less  alive  than  them- 
selves to  the  value  of  Siamese  inde- 
pendence, and  that  they  regard  it  as  a 
matter  of  moment,  both  to  France  and  to 
ourselves,  that  we  should  nowhere  have 
conterminous  frontiers  in  the  Indo- 
Chinese  Peninsula,  for  such  a  frontier 
would  involve  both  States  in  great  mili- 
tary expenditure  and  cause  constant 
liabihty  to  panic.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment can  well  understand  the  anxiety 
of  the  House  for  Papers  on  this  subject, 
and  they  will  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
gratifying  that  wish  by  laying  Papers  on 
the  Table  which  will  embrace  the  course 
of  negotiation  on  this  subject  for  the 
htet  three  years. 

The  Earl  of  Rotebery  ' 


COMPANIES  (CERTIFICATE  OF  11 
CORPORATION)    BILL    rBi.].-<Ko. 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  U 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  i 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon 
said  Bill." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (I 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  before 
House  goes  into  Committee  on  this 
I  desire  to  say  thai,  as  some  misap 
hens  ion  has  been  expressed  by 
Board  of  Trade  with  regard  to  the  f ran 
of  this  measure,  I  consequently  sb( 
wish  to  postpone  it  with  the  view 
consulting  with  tiicm.  I  think  we  s 
arrive  at  a  couclusiou  which  will  n 
their  views.  I  intend,  with  that  obj 
to  propose  one  or  two  Amendmenti 
Standing  Committee  upon  matters 
detail,  not  of  principle,  which  no  da 
will  meet  tiie  objection  entertained. 

Motiou  agreed  to ;  House  in  Commi 
accoi'dingly. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendme 
and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  C< 
mittec. 

INDUSTRIAL    AND    PROVIDEKT 

SOCIETIES  BILL.— (So.  225.) 

SECOND    READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  R< 
ing,  read. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  i 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marquess 
Rii'os)  :  My  Lords,  this  is  not  a  Govt 
ment  Bill,  neither  is  it  connected  « 
the  Department  over  which  I  have 
honour  to  preside ;  but  aa  I  have  fel 
very  keen  interest  for  40  or  50  years 
what  is  known  as  the  co-operative  mo 
ment,  and  as  there  has  beeu  no  net 
opposition  to  this  Bill  iu  the  01 
House  of  Parliament,  and  as  it  raises 
opposition  of  a  Party  character,  I  fel 
should  not  be  going  beyond  my  pro 
position  if,  at  the  reqncst  of  those 
tercstcd  iu  this  subject,  I  took  charge 
the  Bil]  in  your  Lordships'  House. 
will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to  detain 
House  for  more  than  a  few  minnt^c 
moving  the  Second  Reading,  because 
is,  in  the  main,  a  consolidating 
re-enacting  the  provisioaaof  tba  exisi 
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t  is  not  uecessarv  that  I  slioiild 
ly  length  into  the  mtignitntle  anil 
uce  of  Co-operative  Societies  iu 
intry  at  the  preseut  day.  The 
dustrifti  and  Provident  Societies 
^  pa»Hed  iu  l8o2.  Societies  of  that 
ere  for  a  considerahle  time  after 
it  passed  but  fen-  in  number  and 
itively  iusigniticaut  iu  importance; 
iwing  the  magnilitde  of  the  move- 
preeeul,  there  afo  now  registered 
iiene  Acts  1,613  Societies,  with  a 
ade  of  nearly  £32,oOO,DOO  at  Co- 
-e  Stores.  Iu  productive  Societies 
le  comes  to  £2,625,lX)a,  and  for  tlie 
lie  Societies  the  tigiire  is  nearly 
),(}00.  The  nnmher  of  members 
;  Societies  in  1892  was  1,179,600, 
e  Union  promotiug  the  Bill 
Its  1,020,291  of  thow  members, 
IS  the  authority  of  successive 
-a tire  Congresses  held  at  Rochdale 
Bristol  for  their  action.  In  lb76 
lidnting  Bilt  was  passed  relating 
!  Bodies;  but  various  changes  in 
r  have  since  taken  place,  and  a 
consolidation  in  one  Act  of 
lent  is  now  desired.  The  Bill 
isscd  through  the  House  of 
<ns  without  anv  opposition, 
ivas  no  Division  on  it,  and  1  do 
ik  tliere  wore  any  Ameudmcnts 
It  was  referred  to  n  Select  Corn- 
presided  over  by  Sir  Ilprherl 
ill,  whose  interest  in  IViondly 
3s  is  well  known  to  your  Lonl- 
There    the    Bill   was    cai-efully 
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il  when  the 
s  returned  to  the  House  no  further 
s  were  made.  It  is,  therefore, 
le  authority  of  the  other  House  of 
nent  and  a  specialty  competent 
Committee  that  this  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships,  I  may 
nbmit  the  Bill  to  your  Lordships 
esenting  the  wishes  and  desire: 
erested  in  this  question.  Tli 
ic  miuornltenitionsof  the  existing 
jposed  which  will  be  matters  for 
(lee.  They  are  mainly  of  a  con' 
ing  character,  introducing  provi- 
nffeeting  Societies  of  this  kind 
ftre  to  be  found  in  other  Acts  of 
nent  passed  since  1876.  Though 
,  as  I  have  sRid.  a  eousoJi- 
Bill  it  docs  make  some  changes  ir 
istiug  law  which  I  shall  be  liappy 
lain  it  necessary  in  the  Committee 


stage  of  the  Bill,  but  I  do  not  think  I 
ueeii  trouble  your  Lordships  with  them  on 
this  occasion.  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved, "That the  Bill  be  now  read2V 
— (  The  Marquess  of  Ripan.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heusciiell)  :  My  Lords,  in  consequence 
of  a  communication  I  have  received  I  will 
say  a  few  words.  I  am  not  making  any 
objection  to  this  Bill  at  all.  It  is,  as  my 
noble  Friend  said,  really  a  consolidatioo 
Bill.  Bills  of  this  kind  are  carefully 
studied  by  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Committee,  and  a  suggestion  has  been 
mode  to  me  by  the  draftsman  that  a 
variety  of  alterations  are  expedient, 
haviug  regard  to  the  mode  in  which 
consolidations  have  been  already  carried 
out.  The  Amendments  suggested  are 
purely  drafting,  and  the  Bill  will  be  dealt 
with  on  that  footing  to  make  it  a  more 
satisfactory  measure. 

•The  Makquess  of  RIPON  :  I  am 
quitesure  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
matter  will  assent  to  my  uoble  and  learned 
Friend's  suggestion.  I  shall  be  only  too 
glad  to  have  the  assistance  of  the  drafts- 
man, and,  therefore,  agree  at  once  to  what 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  proposes. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2' accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  'Whole  House  To- 


I..AW  OF  COMMONS  AMENDMENT   BILL 

[H.L.].-(No.  200.) 
SECOND   HEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Rcad- 

•Lotti>  TURING  sni.l,  this  was  a  very 
short  Bill,  and  would  rofiuire  but  little 
explanation.  Its  object  was  to  extend 
to  wastes  belonging  to  freehold  manors 
the  same  provisions  as  appertained  to 
copyhold  manors  ;  iu  short,  to  make  in 
both  cases  the  assent  of  the  Boaiil  of 
Agriculture  a  condition  precedent  to  en- 
The    Bill    was    in   amendment 


of   ( 


J  of  ( 


Statute  of  Mcrtnn,  passed  in  123oin  the 
20lh  year  of  Henry  III.  at  Merton  in 
Surrey.  The  Slatuio  dealt  with  the 
most  ancient  tenure  known  to  ns,  called 
the  mark  in  Germany,  which  became  the 
manor  iu  England,  and  which  was  pre- 
valent throughout  Europe  in  feudal 
2  E  2 
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times.  The  manor  or  mark  might 
shortly  be  dcscril>etl  as  the  property 
of  a.  lanilol  commuuity  coDaistiug  of 
the  lord's  domains,  of  arable  laud, 
and  of  common  waste.  Tlio  arable  land 
was  cultivated  by  the  free  tcnaut^,  and  as 
a  compensation  for  holding  tliut  laud  they 
reudered  services  to  the  lord.  The 
eommuu  land  was  shared  betweeu  the 
lord  and  the  tenanti<,  and  was  intended  to 
provide  pastnro  foi'  the  cattle  employed 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  arable  laud. 
Even  at  that  very  early  period,  as  laud 
became  vuluaMc,  disputes  arose  with 
regard  to  the  eomuiou  land,  the  lords 
wishing  to  appropriate  it,  and  the 
tenants  strcnnonsly  cesisting.  Accord- 
ingly the  Statute  of  Mertou  was  passed, 
decUriug  that  if  the  lord  could  prove  he 
had  left  siifliuient  of  the  common  laud  for 
his  teuanta  he  might  enclose  a  portion  of 
it.  That  Statute  remaiued  dormant  for 
centuries.  It  became  a  fad  of  political 
economists  to  enclose  these  lands,  and 
Bome  thousands  of  Acts  were  put  npou 
the  Statute  Book  for  that  purpose. 
Latterly  the  fashion  had  changed ; 
enclosure  became  more  diftienlt.  The 
Statute  of  Mcrton  was  revived,  and 
attempts  had  been  made  to  enclose  land 
under  it.  Those  attempts  were  resisted, 
and  euormously  expensive  litigation 
followed,  which  had  been  generally 
successful  in  favour  of  the  com- 
moners. He  would  quote  the  case  of 
Banstcnd  Downs,  wbieh  now  remained 
open  owing  t«  a  resistance  longer  iu 
duration  than  the  Siege  of  Troy,  for  it 
lasteil  13  years,  and  cost  nu  enormous 
sum  of  muuey.  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  interpose  tlie  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  l>efore  enclosures 
could  be  allowed.  It  was,  in  fact,  to 
substitute  that  consent  for  what  under 
the  old  Statute  of  Mcrton  was  called  a 
writ  of  novel  de  seisin,  long  siuce  dis- 
iiscil,  to  tc^t  ilic  sufficiency  of  the  land 
left  lo  the  teunnta,  that  sufficiency 
having  to  be  determined  by  a  Judge  and 
jurv.  An  exact  preeedeut  existed  for 
the  Bill  in  the  case  of  the  Copyhold  Act 
of  1((8T,  which  iui|X)sed  a  similar  restric- 
tion on  the  enclosure  of  wastes  in  copy- 
hold manors,  For  the  measure  he  claimeil 
the  symimthy  of  tiie  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Lord  Cross),  who,  in  1876, 
pa8so<l  a  Bill  for  the  regulation  of  com- 
mons, a  measure  which,  in  Ids  opinion, 
had  done  more  In  prevent  the  nudne  and 
Lard  Thring 


unfair  enclosure  of  waste  lands  t 
almost  any  measure  on  tliB  Statute  Bi 
He  hoped,  therefore,  for  the  noble  Lo 
assistance,  and  truste<l  their  Lordsl 
would  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the  I 
which  he  believed  to  l)e  a  just  meas' 
He  liad  brought  it  iu  at  the  iuetanci 
the  Cummous  Preservation  Society, . 
it  would,  without  interfering  with 
just  rights  of  property,  protect  tb 
open  spaces  which  formed  the  breath 
places  of  the  {people,  and  which  con 
tutetl  the  heritage  of  the  stranger  : 
ihe  poor. 

Moved.  "That  tiie  Bill  be  now  read '. 
— (  The  Lord  Thring.') 

The  Makql-ess  or  SALISBUR 
My  Lords,  I  confess  I  wocxlereil  v 
much  what  arguments  the  noble  L 
would  adduce  in  favour  of  this  rema 
able  and  far-reaching  Bill.  He 
brought  iu  many  matters  which  seen 
me  irrelevaut.  I  shall  not  follow  I 
in  a  discussiou  ils  to  the  identity  of 
manor  aud  the  mark,  or  of  the  bat 
ground  which  has  been  fought  over 
Sir  Henry  Mayue  and  Mr.  Scag 
Those  are  iuloi'esting  autiquariau  qi 
tious  ;  but  they  belong  to  »  period 
anterior  to  the  passing  of  the  Slatnii 
Mertou.  Nor  is  it  necessary  tlia 
should  go  iuto  the  Copyhold  Bill  o 
few  years  ago.  There  were  some  d 
cullies  in  copyhold  tenures  which 
Parliament,  after  careful  examination 
think  it  necessary  lo  enact  tliat 
further  copyhold  tenures  should 
created  ;  and  I  think  that  was  geuen 
received  as  the  solution  of  a  conlrove 
which  was  difficult  of  solution  in  i 
other  way.  But  this  is  a  Bill  simpli 
lake  away  from  landowners  or  lords 
mauors  a  right  which  Ibey  have  1 
under  Statute  for  six  centuries,  and  to  t 
it  away  without  a  whisper  or  a  shac 
of  eompeusariou,  I  cannot  underst 
on  what  grounds  such  a  proposal  can 
rceoroinendod  to  the  House.  No  do 
there  is  the  reservatiou  that  if  the  Bo 
of  Agriculture  choose  to  permit  a  loiv 
the  manor  he  may  exercise  his  rig 
without  any  such  cheek  or  supcrvisii 
but  there  is  no  word  to  indicate  to 
Board  of  Agriculture  ou  what  priuci] 

noble  Lord  said  it  was  practically 
same  ihiug  as  the  ancient  writ  of  u* 
de  «ei>iH,  which  would  have  aacerUii 
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conditions  under  which  they  lived  and  the  [ 
great  density  of  population,  the  Board 
thought  no  further  enclosures  of  any  sort 
should  he  allowed  unless  some  Central 
Authority  was  of  opinion  that  the  pro- 
posed enclosure  would  not  militate 
against  the  interests  of  the  district. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  that  under  the  Statute  of  Mertou  a 
lord  of  the  manor  desiring  to  make  en- 
closures was  obliged  to  prove  before  a 
jury  that  he  had  left  sufficient  pasture 
for  the  commoners ;  but  that  process 
seemed  to  have  been  abolished.  What 
was  to  take  the  place  of  that  jury  in 
future  ?  The  noble  Marquess  had  said 
that  the  commoners  under  the  Statute  of 
Merton  were  a  different  body  from  those 
under  the  Enclosure  Act.  Would  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  admit 
that  that  was  the  case  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  noble  Marquess  that  this  Bill 
introduces  any  new  principle,  and  if  it 
interferes  with  the  rights  of  property  the 
Copyhold  Act  interferes  with  those 
rights  in  exactly  the  same  way  ;  because 
this  Bill  only  imposes  upon  the  lord  of 
the  manor  who  might  have  the  right  to 
enclose  under  the  Statute  of  Merton  the 
same  restriction  as  the  Legislature  has 
already  put  upon  him  in  connection  with 
copyhold,  where  there  existed  a  custom  to 
enclose  with  the  consent  of  the  homage. 
It  is  quite  true,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
has  said,  that  the  Statute  of  Merton  has 
existed  for  centuries  ;  but  I  believe  it 
has  been  practically  obsolete  for  centuries, 
and  it  is  only  in  comparatively  recent 
times  that  it  has  been  revived  and  again 
put  in  use.  Where  a  Statute  has 
been  so  long  obsolete  it  is  evident 
that  the  exercise  of  rights  under  it 
cannot  be  regarded  as  of  a  valuable 
character.  The  means  of  trying  the 
right  of  the  lord  to  enclose  by  a 
writ  of  navel  de  seisin  is  a  process 
which  is  not  only  obsolete,  but  which 
has  ceased  to  exist.  That  was  a  question 
as  between  the  lord  and  the  commoners 
whether  the  lord  was  leaving  sufficient 
common.  Under  the  Statute  of  Mertou 
attempts  have  been  made  to  enclose  por- 
tions of  common  laud.  Tbese  attempts  have 
been  successfully  resisted,  and  the  only 
result  of  reviving  the  Statute  of  Merton 
has  been  to  encourage  certain  individuals 
to  waste  a  vast  amount  of  money  in  what 

Lord  Ribhlesdale 


has  proved  to  be  profitless  litigation, 
imposing,  at  the  same  time,  a  great  deal 
of  expense  upon  other  people,  without 
getting  any  benefit  themselves.  Surely 
it  would  be  better  to  have  a  measure  by 
which  tbe  enclosure  of  common  land 
under  the  Statute  of  Merton  should  be 
restricted  in  the  same  way,  and  subjected 
to  the  same  approval,  as  enclosure  under 
the  Copyhold  Act.  It  seems  to  me  it 
would  not  interfere  with  any  substantial 
rigbt  of  property,  and  that  it  would  be 
advantageous  as  putting  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  enclosure  of  commons  on  the 
same  footing. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord,  in  introducing  the  BilU 
quoted  as  an  example  and  precedent  for 
it  that  of  1876,  for  which  I  was  respon- 
sible ;  but  that  Act  was  on  a  totally 
different  footing.  At  the  time  of  the 
war  it  was  thought  that,  as  there  were 
a  large  number  of  commons  lying  idle, 
an  Act  should  be  passed  to  enable  those 
commons  to  be  enclosed  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  food  for  the  people.  A 
number  of  commons  were  enclosetl  under 
those  Acts ;  but  they  were  dealt  with 
under  Statute,  and  there  were  no  rights 
involved  otherwise  than  those  conferred 
by  Statute.  Then,  at  a  later  date,  it 
was  found  that  the  commons  were  being 
enclosed  at  a  greater  speed  than  was 
wise  or  necessary  for  the  people,  and 
that  it  was  wise  to  maintain  some  of  the 
waste  lands,  if  possible,  as  open  spaces. 
But  the  rights  were  not  interfered  with 
at  all.  That  being  so,  the  object  of  my 
Act  of  1876  was  simply  to  make  it  more 
difficult  to  make  enclosures  than  it  was 
before  ;  and  Parliament,  which  gave  the 
Enclosure  Commissioners  the  right  to 
enclose,  had  an  equal  right  to  impose 
restrictions  upon  those  enclosures,  and  to 
take  care  there  should  be  some  svstem  of 
regulation  in  enclosing  commons.  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  this  ex- 
planation, because  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Thring)  stated  that  I  had 
made  a  precedent  for  this  Bill,  and  I  only 
wanted  to  show  that  that  was  carrying 
out  an  entirely  different  policy,  and  that 
that  Act  stands  upon  an  entirely  difiereot 
footing  to  those  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Ix)rd. 
•The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said, 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  tbe 
Woolsack  ha<l  stated  as  to  the  analogy 
between    this    Extension  Bill    and    the 
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ilAct-nf  1887  was  quite  true; 
tther  demurred  to  the  idea  of  tbe 
OQ  of  the  won!  "euclosure"  to 
A  of  lords  of  the  manor  under 
Lite  of  MertoD,  or  to  the  right  to 
ew  copyholds  which  had  been 
inUer  re^trictiou  by  the  former 
rhere  was  a  great  difiereuce  be- 
e  general  enclosure  of  a  whole 

and  the  right  which  n  lord  of 
or  exercised  iu  euclosiug  some 
I.  L'uder  the  Statute  of  Uerton 
;  was  ouly  to  take  such  portious 
iommoii  as  was  reasonable  with- 
rfering  with  the  rFghts  of  the 
era.  Tlie  tendency  of  the 
hail  latterly  been  to  construe 
ts  of  the  lords  very  strictly  iu 
(f  the  commoners.  The  result 
I  expensive  litigation,  in  which 
I  had  usually  failed,  and  he  was 
from  tliinking  this  Bill  would  be 
:»ble  to  lords  of  the  manor, 
ftse  in  which  there  was  reasonable 
a  fair  arbitrator  would  allow 
lake  his  approvement.  He  could 
ire  that  this  would  not  be  favour- 
the  lord,   assuming   always   that 

of  arbitrating  was  properly  per- 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
t  save  him  from  much  expense, 
a  uncertainty  us  to  the  result, 
1^  Marqueiis  had  pointed  out  tliat 
ts  of  lords  of  manors  had  uot  yet 
:ea  away  without  compennatioD. 
ire  thoroughly  conviuced  that  the 
I  it   now    stood    was  practically 

and  would  be  taken  away, 
d  certainly  agree  in  the  uoble 
:ouclnsiou  ;     but     that     was    a 

of  fact,  and  the  result  had  been 
ecent  decisions  practically  to 
die  value  of  the  right,  and  no  lord 
nor  in  future  would  be  likely  to 
it  unless  iu  cases  where  it  was 
was  Dot  injuring  the  rights  of 
imoner».       It,    therefore,    tbeii 


,  Divi 


mid 


against  the  Bill. 
HOBHOUSE    said,   ho   must 

voice  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     He 

to  study  the  history  of  enclosures 
«ality — Eppiug  Forest — and  he 
n   strongly    impressed   that    the 

leaving  the  lords  to  cuclose  at 
I  and  of  leaving  the  commoners 

by  whatever  means  they  could 
al  means  l>eing  extinct)  were 
y  lamentable,  and  that  it  would 


be  of  great  advantage  if  some  impartial 
authority  could  be  brought  iu  l>efore  the 
quarrel  arose  to  say  whether  an 
enclosure  should  l>e  made  or  not.  In  tbe 
case  of  Epping  Forest  the  lords  of  manors 
could  uot  get  Enclosure  Bills,  because 
they  were  always  opposed  and  defeated. 
They,  therefore,  had  recourse  toenclosing 
partly  under  the  Statute  of  Merton 
(whether  called  enclosures  or  approve- 
ments did  uot  matter  in  the  least,  the 
land  being  turned  from  open  into  enclosed 
land),  and  partly  under  the  custom  which 
had  l>eeu  referred  to  of  enclosing  the 
waste  with  the  consent  of  the  homage, 
be  granting  plots  in  copyhold.  It  was 
a  very  curious  result  tliat  in  that  way 
a  customary  estnte  might  be  created  de 
novo — a  rare  and  exceptional  instance, 
but  there  it  was.  Tiie  noble  Marquess 
was  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  Act 
of  ISm  was  directed  to  limit  the  crea- 
tion of  copyholds,  and  in  pointing  out 
that  distinction  between  it  and  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Gradually  large  tracts  of  land 
became  affected,  with  the  result  that  tbe 
number  of  enclosures  was  so  great  that 
people  resorted  to  every  kind  of  contro- 
versy for  settling  their  differences.  But 
in  Epping  Forest  the  enclo.suree  went  on 
under  both  methods  ;  and  they  were  ao 
numerous  and  esten»ive,  and  their  legality 
so  disputable,  and  the  feeling  of  resent- 
ment lit  the  disappearance  of  open  spaces 
BO  widespread  aud  deep,  that  every  con- 
ceivable mode  of  resistance  was  resorted 
to.  There  were  public  speeches,  and 
newspaper  writings,  and  overthrowing  of 
fences,  and  lawsuits,  and  Chancery  suits, 
and  <-rimiual  prosecutions,  and  riotous 
nieetings,withthecommou  accompaniment 
of  Rsticuffs  and  broken  heads,and  Debates 
in  Parliament ;  in  short,  whatever  method 
there  was  for  people  to  settle,  or  to 
embitter,  their  dissensions,  that  method 
was  followed.  And  that  went  on 
for  40  years,  with  an  expenditure 
of  time,  temper,  aud  money  which 
no  man  could  calculate.  However,  the 
(.Tordian  knot  was  not  loosened,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  was  rather  lightened,  by 
all  this  tugging  and  pulling.  And  at 
last  Parliament  had  recourse  to  the  rather 
rude  device  of  appointing  an  arbitrator, 
giving  him  broad  outlines  of  directions, 
and  arming  him  with  the  power  of 
Queen,  Lords,  and  Commons,  to  settle 
all  differences  which  could  arise  between 
the    Crown,  the    lords,    the  commouers. 
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and  the  public.  He  happened  to  be  that 
unfortunate  arbitrator,  and  it  was  iu  the 
course  of  four  years'  hard  labour  in  that 
capacity  that  he  formed  the  conclusion 
which  he  had  ventured  to  express  to  the 
House.  The  Copyhold  Act  of  1 887  was 
referred  to  a  very  strong  Committee,  of 
which  he  was  Chairman.  The  effect  of 
granting  copyholds  out  of  the  waste  was 
that  in  a  year's  time  the  copyholder  ap- 
plied to  be  enfranchised,  and  the  property 
was  lost  to  the  waste  for  ever  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  lord.  To  control  that  custom 
certainly  was  an  interference  with  the 
rights  of  property.  But  that  right  of 
property  was  so  hard  to  exercise  ;  it  was 
exercised  under  such  limitations  of 
quarrels,  litigation,  and  expense,  that  the 
Committee  found  that  very  little  indeed 
was  taken  away  from  the  lord.  As  the 
Earl  of  Selbome  had  said,  the  lord  would 
have  his  chance  of  obtaining  an  opinion 
in  his  favour  from  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, and  then  the  enclosure  would  take 
place  without  any  dispute  at  all.  He 
understood  that  a  few  cases  had  come 
before  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (they 
could  only  be  few,  because  the  custom 
which  the  Act  restrained  was  a  com- 
paratively rare  one),  and  that  sometimes 
the  Boai^  gave  the  leave  and  somethnes 
refused  it,  the  Act  working  with  great 
smoothness  and  satisfaction.  He  thought 
a  good  case  had  been  shown  for  reading 
this  Bill  a  second  time. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : — 
Contents  32  :  Not-Contents  23. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tuesday  next. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 

(No.  213.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

Amendments  moved, 

In  page  3,  line  15,  to  leave  out  ("  All  proceed- 
ingfl  relating  to  '*)  and  insert  ("  Notwithstand- 
ing anything  in  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,  1888'*).  Line  17,  after  C*  Act")  insert 
(**  may  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commission  be 
hcanl  and  determined  by  the  two  appointed 
Commissioners,  whose  order  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  the  order  of  the  Commission,  and  subject  to 
this  provision  all  proceedings  relating  to  any 
such  matter  of  difference  ).  —  (TJte  Lord 
Playfair.) 

Lord  Hobhouse 


Amendments  agreed  to* 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Loud  PLAY  FAIR  proposed  to  leave 
out  this  clause,  as  it  related  to  Jersey, 
which  it  was  desirable  not  to  include  at 
present,  as  there  were  questions  in  nego- 
tiation between  that  place  and  the  Home 
Government. 

Moved,  "  To  leave  out  the  Clause." — 
(  The  Lord  Playfair,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  223.) 

HOUSING    OF  THE  WORKING   CLASSES 
ACT    (1890)    AMENDMENT   BILL. 
(No.  208.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord    KENSINGTON,    in    moving 
the  Second  Reading,  said,  the  Bill  waa 
very  humhle  and  unpretending,  seeking 
only  to  reme<ly  a  defect  in  the  existing 
law    which    he   would   shortly   explain. 
When  the  Act  of  1890  was  pas^ted,  the 
powers    conferred     by    the     Labouring 
Classes  Lodging  Houses  and  Dwellings 
Act  (Ireland),  1866,  were  then  consoli- 
dated  and    incorporated    in    the  Act  of 
189C,  and  the  Act   of    1866  repealed  ; 
but    although    the    power    of    adoption 
was  complete  in  that  Act  its  application 
was  not.       It   consequently  failed,  and 
there  were   certain   districts    in   Ireland 
having  Town  Commissioners  which,  in 
consequence  of  that  defect,  were  left  oat 
in  the  cold,  and  were  unable  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Act  of  1890.     This   Bill 
sought  to  give  no  fresh  powers  of  any 
sort  or  shape,  but  simply  to  place  thoee 
districts   in  the   same   position   ae    ther 
were  in  under  -the  Act  of  1866,  but  which 
they  had  lost  by  the  repeal  of  that  Act 
and  by  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  I890« 
As  an  example,  he  might  state  that  he 
received  a  letter  showing  the  position  of 
one  of  those  districts.     Previously  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1890,  the  Town 
Commissioners   of  Mullingar  applied  to 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  for  the  loan  of 
£600  for  the  cost  of  four  houses  to  bo 
built  in  that  town  under  the  Lahoann|r 
Classes  Dwellings  Act.     That  loan  wm» 
actually  sanctioned  before  the  pasain|f  of 
the  Act  of  1890  ;  but  in  eonseqaence  ciC 
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er  informing  the  Town  Commis- 
f  thesanction  not  having  been  Reut 
nptly,  Ihe  Act  of  1870  haviug 
in  the  meantime,  it  was  found 
I  power  niuier  which  the  mouey 
e  lent  had  been  accidentally  takeu 

That,  of  course,  was  a  great 
>  on  the  Mtillingar  Town  Coin- 
in',  who,  tbrongh  no  fault  of  their 
uDil  that  their  scheme  was  ren- 
igaiory  by  the  pasfing  of  that 
rhat  letter  had  been  conlimied 
ram.  This  Act  was  merely  to 
lefects  which  had  been  discovered, 
ts    almost    retrogressive,  for    it 

to  pln(!e  districts  uuder  Town 
siouerri  in  the  position  they  were 
e  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1890. 
;ed  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  rcail 

d,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-." 

Lord  KentingUtn.) 
(a  KQ  u  ESS  OK  LONDON  DEKRY, 
ig  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
A  day  six  months,  said  he  did  so 

to  obtain  some  discussion  upon 
t  bad  been  passed  through  the 
if  Commons  after  12  o'clock  at 
Imot't    witliont   discussion.      He 

that  the  measure  had  been  in- 
I  with  the  sole  object  of  white- 
;  the  Corporation  of  Mullingar, 
d  exceede<l   their  powers. 

KENSINGTON  explained  that 
they  had  applied  for  the  money 
A  not  received  it. 
liAHQCEssoFLONDONDERRY 
I  Bill  proposed  to  place  nil  Town 
sioners  on  the  same  footing,  and 
enever  the  places  were  large  or 
ley  were  equally  to  have  the 
jf  throwing  on  the  ratepayers 
r  charge  they  pleased  for  the 
of  houses  for  the  artisan  <;la«s, 
IS  uoi  a  fair  proposal.  In  the 
^,itwas  unfair  to  the  ratepayers; 
on<lly,  it  was  hard  ou  the  Town 
sioners  themselves  in  subjeefing 

pressure  from  their  constituents, 
light  that  (he  powers  proposcit 
I'en  should  not  be  conferred  upon 
raratious  of  towns  having  under 
habitants.  He  objected  to  the 
n  question  lieing  conferred  upon 
Authorities  as  defined  by  the 
Health  Act,  1878.     He  would  be 

if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
iisert    an    Amendment    carrying 


out  the  provisions  of  that  Act.  What  he 
objected  lo  was  the  vagiio  phrase  "  iny 
Local  Authority."  He  would  be  guided 
by  their  answer  as  to  whether  he  would 
divide  the  House  or  not. 

Amendment  movetl,  lo  leave  out 
("  now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  mouths.")— ( TAe 
Marquess  of  T.-ondouderry,') 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  nothing 
could  be  clearer,  fairer,  or  more  reason- 
able than  the  explanation  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  Their 
Lordships  quite  realise<l  how  the  Bill 
came  to  be  presented  to  the  House,  and 
also  the  grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  expected  that  the  substance 
of  the  proposal  would  receive  considera- 
tion at  their  hands.  This  was  the  first  syl- 
lable of  explanation  which  had  lieen  made 
on  the  subject,  for  the  Bill  went  through 
the  other  House  without  any  discussion 
afler  12  o'clock  at  night.  He  bad  some 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  l>cca use  he  was 
in  charge  of  the  Public  Health  (Ireland) 
Act,  1878,  when  be  considered  the  whole 
question.  Until  he  heard  his  noble 
Friend's  lucid  explanation  he  was  at  b 
loss  to  know  what  he  was  at  in  the 
Bill  ;  but  It  was  now  plain  that  the  in- 
tention was  to  cure  an  unfortunate 
disaster  which  had  occurred  without  any 
shortcoming  ou  their  own  part  to  the 
Town  Commissioners  of  Mullingar.  He 
was  sure  their  Lordships  wonid  say  at 
once  that  every  fair  consideration  should 
be  given  to  remedy  a  state  of  facts  which 
appeanhl  to  press  very  hardly  ou  Irish 
Town  Commissioners  without  any  blame 
on  their  part  ;  but,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
had  pointc<l  out,  the  House  should  pro- 
ceeil  with  caution  in  the  matter.  Such  a 
har<lship  as  the  Bill  nought  to  remedy 
could  not  have  l>ecn  contemplated  under ' 
the  Act  of  1890,  but  it  certainly  was 
framed  rather  curiously.  It  was  certainly 
not  what  it  purport e<l  to  lie,  a  declaratory 
measure,  for  that  was  the  case  only  where 
there  were  difTcrcnces  of  opinion,  and 
the  state  of  the  law  was  declared.  The 
Government  could  not  have  been  advised 
in  this  case  that  this  ha<l  always  been 
the  law.  There  could  not  he  a  shadow 
of  doubt  with  reganl  to  the  application 
of  these  jmrticular  sections  that  they  had 
not  always  applied.  He  would  not 
oppose  the  Second  Reading  ;  lint  when 
the    Bill    arrived    at    another  stage  its 
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phraseology,  drift,  and  intention  wonld 
have  to  be  stated  with  greater  clearness. 
He  quite  concurred  as  to  the  danger  of 
leaving  in  the  general  expression  "  any 
Local  Authority  in  Ireland."  That  was 
dangerously  general.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  question  the  reasonableness  of 
attempting  to  amend  legislation  per  in- 
curiam.  The  whole  purport  of  the 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,  was 
that  the  powers  of  L^rban  Sanitary 
Authorities  should  be  limited,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  had  stated,  to  towns  of 
6,000  inhabitants,  and  if  the  status  of  an 
Urban  Sanitary  Authority  was  given  to 
other  towns  they  should  be  specially 
dealt  with.  This  Bill  would /?er  saltutn 
give  those  powers  to  any  Local  Authority 
of  any  kind  in  Ireland  the  moment  after 
it  was  passed.  He  thought  it  right  to 
make  tbose  observations,  as  it  seemed 
obvious  that  at  another  stage  of  the  Bill 
considerable  attention  would  have  to  be 
paid  to  its  framing. 

•Lord  KENSINGTON  wished  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  not  be  limited 
to  Mullingar,  the  case  he  quoted  as  an 
example,  but  tbat  its  object  was  to  place 
all  Town  Commissioners,  whether  of 
towns  below  or  above  6,000  population, 
on  the  same  footing  as  they  were  prior 
to  the  Act  of  1890. 

The  Earl  of  RANFURLY  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  in  its  present  form.  Apparently 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  understand  that 
in  Ireland  there  were  Town  Commis- 
sioners who  were  not  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  and  that  the  sanitary  powers 
were  exercised  by  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  He  believed  the  Town 
Commissioners  objected  to  having  those 
powers  handed  over  to  them. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  think  some  of  the 
objections  raised  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Ashbourne)  are 
really  met  by  the  fact  that  the  "  Local 
Authority "  is  defined  by  the  Act  of 
1890,  and  that  this  Bill  is  to  be  read  as 
one  with  it,  so  that  it  would  be  controlled 
by  the  definition  in  that  Act. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  did  not 
come  under  Part  III.  of  the  Act  of  1890. 
The  chief  powers  contained  in  the  Bill 
were  those  in  the  Act  of  1866,  and  these 
were   simply   revived    without    change. 

Lord  Ashbourne 


The  Act  of  1890  gave  the  Town  Com- 
missioners and  Sanitary  Authorities  the 
power  of  borrowing.  The  definition  of 
Sanitarv  Authorities  was  not  the  same 
in  Ireland  as  in  England,  and,  therefore, 
the  Town  Commissioners,  who  were  not 
always  Sanitary  Authorities  in  Ireland, 
became  excluded.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  Bill  had  a  technical 
clause,  to  bring  them  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1890.  As  his  noble 
Friend  had  said,  the  Bill  was  simply  to 
give  them  the  power  which  they  had 
under  the  Act  of  1866,  which  was  re- 
pealed by  the  Act  of  1890. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  nothing 
could  be  clearer  than  the  noble  Lord's 
explanation  ;  but  he  must  reserve  the  op- 
portunity of  referring  him  to  the  detaib 
of  the  Act  at  a  later  stage. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

THE  IRISH  CHURCH  SURPLUS. 
MOTION    FOR    A    RETURN. 

The    Archbishop     of    YORK,    in 

moving  for  a  Return  of  the  expenditure 

of  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  said,  he  would 

explain  in  a  few  words  the  reason  why 

he  asked  for  it.     Their  Lordships  would 

remember  that  after  the  Disestablishment 

of  the  Irish  Church  a  large  surplus 
fund  was  left  after  the  claims  were 
satisfied.  The  destination  of  that  fund, 
as  provided  for  by  the  68th  clause,  was 
that  it  was  to  be  appropriated  mainly  in 
the  relief  of  suffering.  The  promoters 
of  the  Bill  further  explained  that  the 
surplus  should  go  to  Charitable  Institu- 
tions, and  special  reference  was  made  to 
the  care  and  maintenance  of  lunatics. 
At  a  time  like  the  present,  when  similar 
measures  were  being  prepared  for  l^x^- 
land,  it  was  important  to  consider  whst 
was  likely  to  be  the  result  of  the  creation 
of  similar  funds.  A  Return  had  been 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
the  spring  of  this  year ;  but  it  did  not 
contain  the  slightest  reference  to  any  ex- 
penditure in  the  direction  indicated  by 
the  Bill,  or  as  explained  by  it^  promoterR^ 
and  he  therefore  desired  that  their  Lord* 
ships  should  have  further  iuformatiou  on 
the  subject. 


etc  Return  of  the  ex|>eiiilUare  to 
ime  of  the  Surulua  (.'hureh  Funi) 
e  Act  for  the  illsentablishment  ot 
irch." — (The  Lord  ArehbinhAip  af 


OUNTY  COUNCIL  (GESKRAL 
POWERS)  BILL, 
from  the  Coininoufl  with 
he  Ameuilmeutd  made  by  the 
m1  to  ;  several  diengreed  to  ; 
1  disagreed  to,  with  Atnend- 
)r  which  dJsagreemeQt  the 
seeign  Retisone :  The  said 
d  Ameudmeuts  to  be  printed. 


.AW  RBViatOX  (No.  2)  BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  203.) 
from  the  Joint  Committee  on 
V  Revision  Billa  with  Amend- 
committed  to  a  Commlttoe  of 
HoiiHe  To-morrow  ;  and  to  be 
imeiided.     (No.  222.). 

>VKRKMENT   PROVrsrONAL 
*  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 
[according  to  Order),  with  the 
ta,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 


FISHERY    PROVISIONAL 
DBK  BILI^— (No.  189.) 
(according  to  Order),  with  the 
ts,  and  passed,  and  relumed  to 


E  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL 

[H.L.].-(No.205.) 

'    (according  to  Order),   and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

.D  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.206.) 
'   (ftcconliug   to    Order),   and 

sent  to  the  Commons. 

1YRULB9  PROCEDURE  BILL. 

(No.  187.) 
,  Committee  (on  Be-coromit- 
:onIiug    to    Order) :    Bill  re- 
Lout  further  Amendment ;  and 
id  to  the  Standing  Committee. 
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CONGESTED     DISTRICTS    BOARD    (IRE- 
■      LAND)  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  202.) 
Read  3'  (according   to    Order),    and 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
Third  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee considered  (according  to  Order), 
and  agreed  to. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  ACT 
(1882)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Comraous  ;  Bead  !•  ; 
nd  to  l>e  printed.     (No.  224.) 

House  adjourned  «t  five  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock,  (ill  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  [utst  Ten  o'elock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  21tk  July  1893. 


MESSAGE   FROM   THE   LORDS. 
That  they  Lave  agreed  to, — 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  Bill,  wiih- 
<ut  Amendment. 

ROYAL   ASSENT. 
McBHage   to   attend    the   LonU    Com- 


Thc    House    went  ; — and,    being    re- 
turned ; — 

Mu.  SPEAKEB  reported  the  Boyal 
Assent  to, — 

Act, 


1.  Consolidated    Fund    (No. 
1893. 

2.  Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1893. 

3.  Land  Tax  Commissiouers'  Names 
Act,  1893. 

4.  Prison  (Otficera'  Superauuuatiou) 
Act,  1893. 

5.  Friendly  Societies'  Act,  1893. 

6.  Kivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act, 
1893. 

7.  Railway  Regulation  Act,  1893. 
B.  Barbed  Wire  Act,  1893. 

9.  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provinioual  Order  CouHrmation  (No.  4) 
Act,  1893. 

10.  Water  Orders  Confirmation  (No. 
2)  Act,  1893. 
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11.  Education  Department  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Cbiswick,  &c.)  Act, 
1893. 

12.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  6) 
Act,  1893. 

13.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  7) 
Act,  1893. 

14.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  8) 
Act,  1893. 

15.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  12) 
Act,  1893. 

16.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  14) 
Act,  1893. 

17.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (No.  16) 
Act,  1893. 

18.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  (No.  17) 
Act,  1893. 

19.  Local  Government  Board's  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  (Housing  of 
Working  Classes)  (No.  2)  Act,  1893. 

20.  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  6) 
Act,  1893. 

21 .  Local  Government  Board  (L*eland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  7) 
Act,  1893. 

22.  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  8) 
Act,  1893. 

23.  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (No.  9) 
Act,  1893. 

24.  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  3)  Act,  1893. 

25.  Water  Order  Confirmation  (No.  3) 
Act,  1»93. 

26.  Electric  Lighting  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  5)  Act,  1893. 

27.  Electric  Lighting  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  6)  Act,  1893. 

28.  Electric  Lighting  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  7)  Act,  1893. 

29.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  Act, 
1893. 

30.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
Act,  1893. 

31.  Metropolitan  Police  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  Act,  1893. 


Austria  Hungary. 
Q  U  E  S  T  I  0  N  S. 
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HALF-PAY    ALLOWANCES    FOR    UNEM- 
PLOYED   COLONELS. 

Majok  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

when    will    the    increase    of     half -pay 

allowances  for  unemployed  Colonels, 
whose  promotion  has  been  stopped  by 
the  recent  Warrant,  and  for  which  in- 
crease was  provided  for  on  the  Estimates, 
be  granted  ;  and  whether  officers  whose 
services  are  required  as  umpires  at  the 
forthcoming  manoeuvres  will  receive 
tentage  but  no  pay  or  allowances, 
although  such  duties  involve  consider- 
able expense,  especially  if  such  officers 
are  not  on  active  employment  at  the 
time  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR     (Mr.     Campbell-Bansermax, 

Stirling,    &c.)  :    The     Royal     Warrant 

granting  an  increased  rate  of  half-pay 
to  officers  who  have  completed  a  period 
of  service  as  Lieutenant-Colonels  will  be 
issued  immediately,  with  effect  from 
April  1  last.  The  officers  employed  as 
umpires  at  manoeuvres  accept  the  duty 
without  extra  pay  or  allowances. 


HAY  CONTRACTS  IN  AUSTRIA-HUNCJARV. 

The  Marquess  op  CARMARTHEN 

(Lambeth,  Brixton)  :  I   beg  to  ask  the 

Under   Secretary   of   State   for  Foreign 

Affairs  whether  the  export  of  hay  from 
Austria-Hungary  has  been  stopped  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  make  re- 
presentations, so  that  exceptions  may  be 
made  in  favour  of  those  who  have  inade 
contracts  before  the  date  of  the  for- 
bidding of  the  exportation,  which  eon- 
tracts  are  as  yet  unfulfilled  ? 

•The   under     SECRETARY     of 
STATE   FOR   FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 
(Sir   E.    Grey,    Northumberland,    Ber- 
wick) :    The   exportation   of   hay    from 
Austria-Hungary  has  l)een  stopped,  aimI 
Her   Majesty^s  Government  have  made 
urgent    representations     that    eontnict« 
entered  into  previously  to  this  prohibition 
should  be  excepted  from  its  provisiou«^ 
It  is  understood  that  this  matter  is  9till 
under  consideration  at  Vienna  and  Bmi»- 
)  Pesth. 


thool  Accommodation       {27  Jdli  1893} 


SBE8  IN  THB  CIVIL  SBBVICE. 
.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
ter)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
Preasurj-  whether  be  ia  aware 
'e  have  been  very  few  Tacancies 
;lerks  of  late  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
I  maoy  have  in  sousequeuce  been 
to  seek  other  era  ploy  men  t, 
L  the  record  of  their  work  for 
ira  has  been  satisfactory  ;  whc- 
las  noticed  that  the  Koyul  Com- 
m  Civil  Establishnienta,  in  their 

Report,  thought  it  might  be 
I  to  reserve  nu  increaeed  proper- 
men  clerkships   for  them  ;    and 

auythieg  has  been  or  will  be 
jarry  out  this  reeommendation  ? 

SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
(Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
I  the  Second  Division  is  obtained 
I  competition,  aud  it  is  not  de- 
0  lower  the  qualifjcations  of  that 
the  Public  Service  by  the  ap- 
Qt  of  persons  who  cannot  obtain 
58  in  the  ordioary  method.  An 
n  is  already  made  in  favour  of 
is.  They  are  allowed  to  compete 
lemselves  for  the  Second  Division 
iccasiou  of  open  competition  for 
le,  and  one-fourth  of  those  so 
ig  are  admitted.  '  I  do  not  tliink 
exccptiou  should  be  furlher  ex- 


«  Houniloa. 


ARMY  PAY   DEPARTMENT. 
It      DARWIN       (Staffordshire, 
1)  :    I   beg  10  ask  the  Secretary 

for  War  wjiether  he  will  cou- 
th reference  tothc  new  Warrant, 
is  understood  is  about  to  be 
ith  regard  to  the  Army  Pay  De- 
r,  the  adviHability  of  making 
neiils  under  this  Warrant  for  ap- 

a  Chief  Paymaster  to  a  suitable 
at  the  War  Office  in  order  to 
t  the  Army  Pay  Department  aud 

it  into  closer  relationship  with 

Office  ? 

CAMPBELL-BANXERMAX  : 
tended  to  employ  at  the  War 
member  of  the  Army  Pay  De- 
t  on  the  staff  of  the  Quarter- 
jeneral  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
the  business  of  the  perMonnel  of 
larlment  and  of  the  corps  of 
bnt  it  is  not  proposed  to  c 
jhiet  Paymaster  on  this  duty. 


OIBRALTAR. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
X.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  made  by  the 
Gibraltar  Ratepayers'  Defeuce  Associa- 
tion in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  and  contained  in  the 
Blue  Book  for  May,  1892,  page  1 1,  that 
the  present  colonial  engineer,  when 
formerly  acting  as  engineer  to  the 
Sanitary  Commissioners,  ivas  removed 
from  the  latter  office  on  the  ground  that 
he  couid  not  aud  did  not  satisfactorily 
perform  the  multifarious  duties  which  he 
had  undertaken  ;  that  on  two  separate 
occasions  this  same  official  hod  been 
reprimanded  by  Secretaries  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  under  circurastauces  which 
nlonc  justify  the  want  of  confidence  ex- 
pressed at  the  public  meeting  in  regard 
to  his  having  the  control  of  any  works 
wherein  the  ratepnyers  are  concerned  ; 
and  whether  the  scheme  proposed  by  the 
said  engineer  for  boring  a  tunnel,  six 
feet  by  live  feet,  through  the  Kock  of 
Gibraltar  in  search  of  water,  has  now 
been  finally  abandoned  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLOMES  (Mr 
S.  BiXTox,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
As  regards  the  qiiestiou  referring  to  the 
colonial  engineer,  similar  questions  were 
asked  and  answered  iu  the  House  on  the 
dth  of  May  last  year.  There  is  nothing 
to  add  to  the  answers  then  given.  As 
regards  the  last  question,  I  am  not  yet 
iu  a  position  to  extend  the  answer  I  gave 
my  lion.  Friend  the  other  day. 

SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION  IN 
HOUNSLOW. 
LoKi>  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Kducntion  if  the  following  statements 
nic  correct :  that  a  notice  was  received  on 
1  lie  I  oth  May  by  the  Local  School 
Authorities  of  the  large  and  populous 
s<:hDol  district  of  Hounslow,  requiring 
them  to  provide  additional  school  accom- 
modation for  300  children  within  one 
mouth  1  that  proposals  were  thereupon 
made  to  the  Education  Department  by 
the  said  School  Authorities  to  supply 
the  necessary  school  accommodation, 
but  on  the  6th  June,  nine  days  before 
the  expiration    of  the  month,  the  Vice 
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President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
ordered  a  School  Board  to  be  set  up ; 
and,  if  so,  under  what  clause  of  the 
Education  A.ct  of  1870  was  this  summary 
action  taken  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  A  final  notice  was  issued 
by  the  Department  on  the  15th  May, 
requiring  provision  to  be  made  for 
295  children,  under  Sections  9  and  10  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  On  the  18th  May  the 
ratepayei*s  of  the  school  district  passed  a 
resolution  for  a  School  Board  in  due 
form,  and  an  order  for  a  Board  was  issued 
accordingly  under  Section  12  (1)  of  the  Act 
of  1870.  The  action  was  in  no  sense 
summary,  but  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  Department. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Is  it  not 
necessary,  according  to  the  section  under 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he 
acted,  to  have  in  writing  the  signatures  of 
50  ratepayers,  or  one- third  of  the  number 
in  the  district  ?  And  was  not  the  meet- 
ing on  which  the  Education  Department 
took  action  merely  attended  by  40  per- 
sons and  the  resolution  carried  by  a  bare 
majority  ?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  he  is  acting  rightly  in  forcing  a 
School  Board  on  a  district  with  a  popu- 
lation of  19,000  people  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  A  great  many 
School  Boards  have  been  formed  under 
the  sections,  and  as  long  as  the  Depart- 
ment is  satisfied  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Guardians  has  duly  summoned  the  meet- 
ing, all  Vice  Presidents  proceed  to  act. 
It  appears  that  this  meeting  was  attended 
by  67  ratepayers,  any  10  of  whom  could 
claim  a  poll,  but  that  was  not  done.  If 
the  clerk  certifies  that  the  meeting  has 
been  duly  summoned  and  held,  it  is  quite 
impossible  for  the  Department  to  go  into 
the  size  of  the  meeting. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  shall  call 
attention  to  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
illegal  action  of  the  Department  in  the 
matter. 

DEATH  IN  A  CORK  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Irish  Prisons  Board  has 
been  called  to  the  facts  connected  with 
the  death  of  Henry  Pedley,  in  the  Cork 
District  Lunatic  Asylum  in  February 
last,  as  proved  at  the  trial  which  has  just 

Lord  G:  Handlton 


taken  place  at  the  Cork  Assizes,  where 
Daniel  Murphy,  an  attendant  in  the 
asylum,  was  tried  for  the  manslaughter 
of  Pedley,  and  acquitted  ;  is  he  aware 
that  it  was  established  in  evidence  at  the 
said  trial  that  Pedley  died  from  blood 
poisoning  arising  out  of  the  fracture  of 
four  of  his  ribs  from  violent  treatment 
received  in  the  asylum  ;  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  institute  any  inquiry  as  to  how 
Pedley's  ribs  were  fractured  ;  and  whe- 
ther any  person  is  responsible  for  his 
death  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in 
the  question,  and  one  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Luuatic  Asylums  has  been  instructed 
to  hold  an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
connected  with  Pedley's  death.    - 

THE  IRISH  SOCIETY'S  ESTATES. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  of  the  late  Government  insti- 
tuted a  suit  before  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  in  Ireland,  against  the  Irish 
Society,  with  reference  to  their  Irish 
estates,  in  consequence  of  a  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  investigated  this  matter 
in  the  year  1891;  and  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  exact  object  of  the  suit  is, 
what  stage  it  at  present  has  reached, 
and  when  it  is  expected  to  come  to  a 
hearing  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  action  re- 
ferred to  was  not,  I  am  informed,  insti- 
tuted by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land of  the  late  Government.  It  wa^ 
instituted  in  January,  1892,  in  the 
Chancery  Division,  before  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  by  the  Rev.  Hugh  Johnson,  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church,  against  the 
Irish  Society  and  others,  and  the  At- 
torney GeneraPs  connection  with  tbe 
case  was  limited  to  his  having  granted 
the  usual  fiat  for  the  proceedings  a«K 
required  when  proceedings  are  taken  by- 
information.  The  object  of  the  suit 
was  for  a  declaration  that  the  defendant 
companies  were  the  trustees  of  lands  in 
Londonderry  for  the  objects  of  the  plan- 
tation of  Ulster,  and  that  they  should 
apply  the  purchase-money  of  the  lauds 
and  profits  thereof  for  those  objects. 
I   believe  the  plaintiff  has   not  yet  de- 
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bis  statement  of  claim,  aud  the 
□not  come  to  &  lieariug  uatil  he 
d  tbe  defendants  file  expenses, 
r.    LEA  (Londonderry,   S.)  :  Is 
lit    bon.  Gentleman    uw&re    thnl 

actions  in  this  case  have  l>een 
fore  the  Master  of  tlie  Holls,  and 
11  resulted  in  verdicts'  for  the 
int^? 

J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  ac- 
d  with  the  facts,  but  I  know  the 
eotleraan  has  taken  great  interei^l 
case,  HO  it  is  no  doubt  as  be  has 


FNKES  E0CK8  OFF  KERRY. 

T.  ESMONDE   (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is 
that  a  fishenoaD  named  Patrick 
r    was    drowned  recently     while 

near  Ballydavid,  Connty  Kerry, 
I  the  striking  of  his  canoe  on  some 

rocks  ;  also  that  six  perMins 
een  drowned  at  the   same  place 

the  past  few  yesrs ;  whether 
1  representations  have  been  made 
[Congested  Districts  Board  to  have 
ocka  removed  ;  and  whether,  if 
igested  Districts  Board  are  unable 
)ve  them,  the  local  coastguards 
instructed  to  blow  tbem  up  ? 
J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact,  I  am 
d,  that  Murphy  was  drowned  as 
but  the  local  police  are  not 
that  any  other  person  has  l>eeD 
d  at  these  rocks  within  tbe  last 
rs.  The  Congested  Districts 
lave  received  a  Memorial  for  the 
I  of  the  rocks,  and  the  matter  is 
der  [consideration. 
r.  ESMONDE:  Is  tbe  right  bon. 
nan  aware  that  the  Fishery 
ors  have  recommended  the  re- 
if  these  rocka  ? 
J.  MORLEY  :   1  have  not  heaitl 


roLE  FISHERMBN-8  HOUSES, 
r.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  if  tbe  Local  Government 
tvill  Bend  an  Inspector  to  inspect 
Lses  of  the  Dingle  fishermen,  who 
rwarded  them  a  requisition  to  that 
Ls  those  fishermen  state  that  many 
ir    houses    are   unfit   for   human 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Tbe  Dingle 
Board  of  Giurdiaus  met  last  Thursday, 
and,  having  considered  the  representation 
under  the  Labourers'  Act  made  to  them 
ou  behalf  of  the  fishermen,  passed  a 
resolution,  in  which  they  state  that  they 
are  satlsfie<l  that  tbe  applicants  are 
bona  fide  Hsbermen,  and  not  labourers, 
within  the  meaning  of  Sectiou  4  of  the 
Act  of  18H6.  The  medical  officer's 
certificate  allows  that  in  only  two  cases 
are  the  houses  of  the  applicants  unfit  for 
habitation.  The  Local  Government 
Board  are  of  opinion,  under  the  circum- 
stances, tiiat  the  provision  of  the  Act 
referred  to,  empowering  thorn  to  order 
an  independent  inquiry,  does  not  apply 
to  a  case  sucb  as  the  present  one. 

THE  ISLAND  OF  CANNA. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
if  he  has  received  a  Petition  from 
upwards  of  400  persons,  praying  for  the 
extension  of  the  telegraph  to  tbe  Island 
of  Cauna  for  the  accommodation  of  a 
large  fishing  population  frequenting  tbe 
harbour  in  that  Island  ;  and  if  he  is 
prepared  to  grant  the  extension  asked 
for? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Moblev,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
have  received  tbe  Petition  to  which  the 
bon.  Member  refers.  An  extension  of 
the  telegraphs  to  Canna  would  be  very 
costly;  and  us  tbe  receipts  would  not  be 
sufficient  to  cover  tlic  expenses,  estimated 
at  a  «nm  equivalent  lo  £260  a  year,  it  is 
not  in  my  power  to  carry  out  the  exten- 
sion unless  a  guarantee  can  be  given. 

SCHOOL    ACCOMMODATION 
CULLll'OOL. 

Mn.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tlie  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  intends  to  grant 
the  school  accommodatiou  petitioned  for 
by  the  inhabitants  of  Cullipool,  Luiug, 
and  Easdale  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkevelvan-,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  Department  has  been 
in  communication  with  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  ou  the  subject  of  the  Petition 
referred  to.  He  finds  it  necessary  lo 
visit  the  places  named  before  making  bis 
Report,  aud  he  hopes  to  do  so  early  next 
mouth. 
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ABBTfi&CTER     CLERKS. 

Mb.  mac  DONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  there  are  still 
upwards  of  400  writers  uupromoted  to 
the  class  of  aHBistaut  cierk  or  abstracter, 
created  by  the  Treasury  Miuute  of  10th 
August,  1889 ;  whether  there  is  any 
practical  difTerence  between  the  work 
performed  by  those  yet  unpromoted 
and  those  who  have  been  promoted  to 
this  class  ;  8ud  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  ull  the  eligible 
writers  Te ma iaing  uupromot«d  shall  be 
promoted  without  auy  further  delay  ? 

Sin  J.  T.  HIBBERT  r  The  statement 
iu  paragraph  I  is  correct,  but  uomina- 
tions  to  abstracterships  already  made  will 
bring  the  number  down  to  about  386. 
Appointments  to  abstracterships  are  not 
made  uule!«B  a  Department  satisfies  the 
Treasury  that  there  is  work  to  be  pro- 
vided for,  which  is  superior  to  copyists' 
work.  As  difference  of  duties  is  theouly 
justification  for  appointing  abstracters 
and  increasing  the  public  charge,  it  ts 
impossible  for  me  to  give  the  pledge 
asked  for. 

SAMOA. 

Mr.  HOGAX  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stale 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  has 
noticed,  iu  the  Official  Report  of  the 
British  Consul  just  issued,  that  trade  in 
Samoa  is  paralysed  iu  conscqncuce  of  llie 
politically  disturbed  condition  of  the 
country,  that  all  progress  has  liecn 
checked,  that  no  public  works  have  been 
attempted  during  the  past  year,  and  that, 
under  existing  circumstances,  it  is  almost 
hopeless  to  expect  the  carrying  out  of 
any  public  works  ;  and  whether,  iu  view 
of  these  facts,  he  will  confer  with  the 
other  Treaty  Powers  with  respect  to 
giving  early  consideration  to  the  serious 
situation  that  has  arisen  in  Samoa,  and 
taking  the  requisite  stL'ps  to  establish 
some  stable  form  of  Governmciit  In  a 
group  that  now  numbers  300  British- 
born  subjects  amongst  its  population  'f 
•Sib  E.  grey  r  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  a  reply  given  on  the  17lh, 
from  which  he  will  see  that  we  are  iu 
communication  with  Gercnany  and  the 
United  Stales,  and  that  the  three  Treaty 
Powers  have  sent  ships  of  war  to  Samoa 
with  the  object  of  putting  an  end  to 
political  disturbance. 


"  SPOILISQ  THE  PEOPLE." 
Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  i 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wheth 
attention  has  been  directed  to  an  i 
in  jTAeStarof  Saturday  by  Mr.Tln 
Dodd,  entitled  "  Spoiling  the  Peo 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  C 
Commissioner  of  Woods  and  F 
stated  in  1889  that  there  was  an  im 
acreage  of  quit  rents,  extending  c 
large  part  of  Ireland,  which  belo 
the  Crown  ;  what  is  the  amount  o 
rents  in  Ireland  uow  in  uirear  i 
the  Crown,  and  would  those  quit 
if  recovered,  he  appropriated  tn  aid 
Public  Revenue  ;  whether  it  is  tl 
that  there  are  large  tracts  of  land  i 
land  iu  which  the  Crown  has  a  rev 
on  lease  fee  ;  and  whether,  in  vi 
certain  recent  proceedings,  the  G' 
ment  will  oppose  any  attempt  U 
away  to  the  landlords  auy  quit  rt 
CrowQ  rents,  or  remissioDs  of  land  1 
lease  fee  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Mr.  ( 
stated  in  1889  that  the  quit  rents  b 
ing  to  the  Crown  in  Ireland  issued 
properties  containing  an  immense  a 
extending  over  a  large  part  of  Ii 
Of  course,  Mr.  Culley  referred  to  tl 
rents  as  originally  imposed.  A 
number  have  since  lieen  sold,  ai 
properties  for  which  these  quit 
were  payable  arc  uow  free  of  such 
The  amount  of  the  arrears  of  qu 
Crown  reuts  in  Ireland  on  tb* 
March  lust,  cousidere<l  to  he  recnv< 
as  shown  iu  the  Accounts  of  the 
missionersof  Woods,  was£15,883  II 
and  this  amount  would,  if  recovei 
appropriated  in  aid  of  the 
Revenue.  It  is  not  known  that  tl 
any  reversion  in  the  Crown  to  laud 
ject  to  quit  rents  proper  excepting 
ordinary  way  of  escheat.  In  the  ( 
Crown  rents,  the  Letters  Pate 
Crown  Grants  reserving  them  som 
contain  a  limitation,  and  no  such 
are  uow  sold  uutil  inquiry  lias  been 
an  to  whether  there  is  a  reversiou 

BUBUL    GRIEVASCKS   AND  CLE 
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Mn-CARVELL  WILLIAMS  ( 

Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec 
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bond.  As  regards  the  cottage  in  the 
other  Division  mentioned,  the  occupying 
tenant  has  refnsed  to  accept  the  compen- 
sation awarded  to  him,  and  the  Guardians 
have  taken  steps  to  obtain  possession  of 
the  site.  (2)  A  number  of  applications 
were  rejected  by  the  Guardians  in  Sep- 
tember last  because  the  applicants  were 
not  labourers  and  on  various  other  grounds, 
but  not  for  the  reason  assigned  in  the 
second  paragraph.  (3  and  4)  The  state- 
ments in  the  third  paragraph  are  sub- 
stantially  correct ;    but   I  am    informed 

by  the  Local  Government  Board  that  the 
proposal  that  the  case  be  dealt  with  at 
the  inquiry  to  be  held  on  the  28th  in- 
jstant  (not  18th  August,  as  stated)  is  one 
that  cannot  legally  be  adopted.  The 
case  can  only  he  disposed  of  in  a  new 
scheme. 

OVERCROWDED  RAILWAY  TRAINS. 

Mb.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  on  Saturday  the 
22nd  of  July,  at  Clapbam  Junction, 
about  20  passengers  with  tickets  were 
thrust  into  a  luggage  van  of  the  2.58 
train  for  Woking  and  Aldershot,  there 
being  just  room  for  them  to  stand  up  in, 
and  no  more  ;  that  many  of  them  were 
women  and  children  ;  that,  though  they 
were  told  they  would  be  released  at 
Surbiton,  the  van  did  not  come  near  the 
platform  at  that  statiou,  and  they  were 
forced  to  remain  in  this  position  as  far  as 
Woking  ;  whether  such  conduct  on  the 
part  of  the  London  and  South  Western 
Railway  Company  is  in  accordance  with 
the  law  ;  and  whether  any  steps  can  be 
taken  to  protect  the  public  from  such 
danger  to  their  safety  abd  destruction  of 
their  comfort  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  have  communicated  with 
the  Company,  and  learn  that  in  conse- 
quence of  several  attractive  events,  in- 
cluding regattas  and  the  Bisley  meeting, 
on  the  afternoon  of  Saturday  the  22nd 
instant,  the  suburban  traffic  was  very 
great,  and  the  resources  of  the  line 
severely  taxed.  The  Company  do  not 
admit  that  passengers  were  thrust  into  a 
luggage  van,  and  inform  me  that  their 
officials,  anxious  to  accommodate  every- 
body, suggested  to  some  15  or  20  pas- 
sengers that  they    should  get  into  the 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


guards'  vans  rather  than  be  compelled  to 
wait  for  the  following  train.  Over- 
crowding is  the  subject  of  bye-law,  and 
it  is  difficult  to  prevent  it ;  but  I  have 
asked  the  London  and  South  Western 
Railway  Company  to  give  careful  atten- 
tion to  the  matter. 

THE  KILLOUGH  SCHOOL  TEACHER. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  L^land  can  be  state  the 
reason  why  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  refused  to 
grant  the  teacher  of  Killougb,  County 
Westmeath,  boys*  school,  his  full  class 
salary  for  quarter  ended  SOth  June,  1893, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  daily 
attendance  during  that  period  was  np  to 
the  required  average  ;  and  why  the  Com- 
missioners refused  to  give  the  said 
teacher  the  benefit  of  Rule  164  (a)  in 
granting  his  salary  for  quarter  ended  31  st 
March,  1893,  the  diminished  attendance 
during  that  quarter  having  been  caused 
by  a  serious  outbreak  of  scarlatina  and 
measles  in  the  locality  of  the  school  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
that  salary  at  the  highest  rate  was  not  re- 
fused for  the  June,  1893,  quarter,  but  tliat 
second-class  salary  only  was  paid  aa  m 
provisional  arrangement  pending  further 
consideration  of  the  case  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. For  a  similar  reason  salary  at 
the  second-class  rate  was  paid  provision- 
ally for  the  March  quarter  of  1893.  If 
it  can  be  clearly  established  that  the 
cause  of  the  decline  in  the  average 
attendance  was  of  a  temporar}'  character 
full-class  salary  will  l>e  paid. 

Mr.  TUITE  :  Is  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  teacher  sent  a 
medical  certificate  to  the  National  Ed uea* 
tion  Commissioners  proving  that  the 
faUing-ofif  in  the  daily  attendance  ^ra^ 
due  to  the  facts  stated  in  the  qnestiou  r 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  can  add  nothing 
to  my  answer. 

ARMS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  Univereitj^  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seeretar)*  to  th«» 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  i> 
intended  to  re-enact  during  the  pre<9enr 
Session  of  Parliament  the  Act  of  l^hl 
regulating  the  earr}Mng  and  possession  of 
arms  in  Ireland  and  the  preservation  i\f 
the  public  peace  in  Ireland,  and  "wiiiels 


^oliee  Retifriu 

year  ;  and,  if  so,  wLeu  a 
purpose  will  t>e  introduced  ? 
:ORLEY  :  This  subject  has 
tbe  attentioB  of  the  Govern- 
hope  the  Iioo.  Member  will 
:  qiiestioti  to  a  later  day. 

RETURNS  IN  IRELAND. 
JSON  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieuteuaut 
whether,  uuder  the  Poliue 
rce  in  Iretaud,  the  Police 
of  each  couDty  are  bound  to 
;he  Judge  of  Assiie  at  each 
«turD  of  the  crimes  and  out- 
ted  to   tbe    police   since  the 

;  for  what  purpose  is  this 
d  before  the  Judges  of 
iw  long  has  the  practice 
ich  Reports  before  the  Irish 
tinned ;  whether  any  such 
I  laid  before  the  Judges  of 
i^ogland  ;  whether  tbe  Irish 
ueea  its  own  discretion 
-inciplee  on  which  these 
re  framed  ;  whether  the 
d  before  the  Chief  Jnstics 
Lssizes     in     Clonmel      were 

far  as  injuries  to  property 
rued,  an  the  same  principles 
id  before  bim  at  Kilkeuny  ; 
it  he  will  state  to  the  House 

the  terms  of  the  strongly- 
nplalnt  and  criticism  of  the 
by  tbe  Chief  Justice  at  the 

IDKIN  (Roscommon,  N.)  : 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  answers, 

if  it  was  suggested  by  the 
Jgd  in  the  speed)  referred  to 
;e9  believed  by  the  police  to 
should    l>e    included    iu    tbe 
id  whether  the  result  of  such 
tiou  would  be  to  enable  evil- 
irsons  to  pretend    that  crime 
iucreaae  in  Ireland  since  tbe 
of  the  Coercion  Act,  whereas 
le  contrary  is  the  esse  ? 
MOULEY  :  I  an 
led  Judge's  objecl 
aendatiou.     I  do  not  suppi 
e  otherwise  than  with  a  vl 
blic  Service.     The  answer 

tbe  hon.  and  learned  GenI 
tions  is  iu  the  altirmntive:  but 
luslly  directed  that  care  is  to 
lat  none  bu[  outrages,  recorded 
I  headquarters,  are  included 
leturn.      In     answer     to    tbe 
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second  question,  there  is  no  record  of 
any  reason  for  laying  these  Returoa 
before  the  Judges  ;  but  I  should  suppose 
that  the  principal  purpose  was  to  give 
the  Judges  assistance  in  determioing 
sentences,  iu  case  any  particular  form  of 
crime  should  be  especially  prevalent 
The  Chief  Jiistice  at  Kilkenny  observed 
that  the  Code  said  that  the  object  is  that 
the  Judge  may  address  the  Grand  Jury 
with  reference  to  the  state  of  the  county. 
The  Code  does  not  appear  to  contain  any 
statement  of  tbe  kind.  The  practice  has 
existed  since  lt)62.  I  understand  that  no 
such  Returns  are  laid  before  Judges  of 
AssiKC  in  England  ;  but,  as  the  Chief 
CousUble  is  a  local  and  not  a  central 
officer,  I  am  unable  to  say  what  actually 
takes  place.  The  Irish  Executive  does  and 
must  use  its  own  esclusive  discretion  in 
framing  these  Returns,  for  it  is  the  Iriah 
Executive  aud  not  the  Judges  who  are 
responsible  to  Parliament.  But  I  may 
-epeat  that  no  change  whatever,  great  or 
tmall,  in  the  principles,  in  tbe  practioe, 
:ir  in  tbe  olficials  coucerned  has  taken 
place  since  the  present  Government  came 
into  Office  nor  for  many  years  past. 
The  County  Inspector  at  Clonmel  in- 
cluded certain  cases  which,  according 
to  tbe  instructions  iu  the  Code,  should 
not  have  appeared  in  the  Return.  The 
County  Inspector  in  that  made,  by  in- 
advertence, a  mistake.  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  described  tbe  system  of  preparing 
the  Returns  as  unsatisfactory,  as  mis- 
tnken,  and  as  confused,  and  in  much 
need  of  amendment.  I  regard  this  as 
strongly  worded.  I  bad  in  view,  not 
merelv'his  language  at  Kilkenny,  but  tbe 
proceedings  at  Clonmel  on  July  12, 
when  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  cross- 
examined  the  County  Inspector  at  much 
length  iu  open  Court  as  to  the  system  on 
which  these  RetnrnB  are  prepared  by  the 
Executive  Government — a  performance 
entirely  unusual,  and  open  to  grave 
objections. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Code  does  not  provide  that  the 
County  Inspector  is  to  attoud  and  to 
afford  any  information  or  explanation 
that  may  be  required:  aud  whether  the 
matter  on  which  the  Chief  Justice  ques- 
tioned the  County  Inspector  was  that  it 
was  stated  in  tbe  Return  that  there  were 
no  cases  of  intimidation,  whereas  amongst 
the  Reports  there  were  actually  two 
2  F  2 
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cases  of  mutilatiDg  cattle  because  evicted 
fanns  had  been  taken  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  Code  has  any  sta- 
tutory authority,  or  whether  it  is  a  local 
regulation  of  the  Police,  and  whether  it 
is  a  private  or  a  public  document ;  and 
also  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  can 
suggest  how  the  Members  for  the  Uni- 
versity or  the  Chief  Justice  got  a  copy, 
because  we  have  pressed  several  times  to 
have  a  copy  laid  on  the  Table,  and  were 
always  refused  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  Is  the  designation 
**  outrage "  not  given  in  the  Return  to 
ordinary  police  offences,  thereby  mislead- 
ing everyone  interested  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  equally 
shocked  at  the  designation  ^^ outrage" 
being  given  to  what  are  offences  against 
the  law,  and  which  I  am  perfectly  sure 
those  who  read  these  Returns  do  not  think 
of  in  that  connection.  The  Code  is  not 
exactly  a  private  document,  because  I 
believe  there  is  a  copy  in  the  Library  of 
this  House.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
is  perfectly  right.  There  is  no  statutory 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Executive 
Grovemment  to  furnish  these  Returns, 
and  there  is  no  right  on  the  part  of  the 
Judges  to  call  for  such  a  Return  except 
so  far  as  the  Code  directs  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  is  quite  right  in  saying 
that  the  Code  directs  the  County  Inspec- 
tor to  afford  any  information  or  explana- 
tion that  may  be  required ;  but  what  was 
peculiar  in  these  proceedings  at  Clonmel 
was  that,  I  think  for  the  first  time,  these 
communications  between  the  County 
Inspector  and  the  learned  Judge  took 
place  in  open  Court,  and  not,  as  hitherto, 
privately,  and  that  the  proceedings  in 
open  Court  were  made  the  opportunity 
for  criticising  the  system  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  :  Had  not  the  learned  Judge's 
remarks  to  the  County  Inspector  in 
Court  reference  to  the  entry  in  the 
Return  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
stated  was  mistaken  and  contrary  to  the 
rules  of  the  Code  ;  and  I  mav  further 
ask  whether,  if  the  learned  Judge  had 
not  called  attention  to  the  matter,  the 
mistake  would  have  passed  unnoticed  ; 
is  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Judge  to  refer 

Mr.  Carson 


to  any  defects  or  irregularities  in  the 
Returns,  whether  they  affect  the  Execu- 
tive favourably  or  unfavourably  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  may  I  ask 

whether  the  police  are  directed,  in  cases 
where  no  prosecution  is  pending  at  the 
suit  of  the  Crown,  to  submit  themselves 
to  the  cross-examination  of  Judges ; 
whether  this  has  occurred  before  ;  and 
whether  the  Judges  receive  salaries  for 
cross-examining  the  police  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  thi£  is  a 
practice  more  honoured  in  the  breach 
than  in  the  observance.  It  puts  the 
officers  of  the  Executive  Government  in 
a  false  position,  and  I  think  it  puis  the 
learned  Judge  himself  in  a  false  position. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mid  Ar* 
magh  cannot  have  read  very  carefully 
the  cross-examination  by  the  learned 
Judge  of  the  County  Inspector,  or  he 
would  see  that  the  question  is  much 
wider  than  he  supposes. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  there 
is  a  copy  of  the  Code  in  the  Library  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  there  ia. 
It  is  not  for  sale,  and  consequently,  in 
that  sense,  the  Code  is  a  private  docu- 
ment. 

THE   NEWFOUNDLAND    LOB8TEB 
FISHERIES. 

Sir  C.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest  of 
Dean)  :  I  heg  to   ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tarv  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
an  English  steamer,  subsidised  as  a  mail 
steamer  both  by  the  Canadian  and  by  the 
Newfoundland  Governments,  and  runaing 
from   Nova    Scotia    to    Newfound UtxMl, 
lately  brought  down  400  boxes  contain- 
ing cans  for  packing  lobsters  consi|n>^ 
to   a   firm  nominally    French ;   whether 
these  were  landed  on  the  Newfoundlaiid 
Government  public  wharf  at  8t.  Geor|pe*v 
Bay  ;  whether  the  consignees  refnsed  to 
pay  duty  or  to  acknowledge  the  Colonial 
Custom  House ;  whether,  after  due  notice, 
the  Customs  seieed  and  condemned  the 
shipment    for     non-payment    of    duty  ; 
whether  the  French  Admiral  protested* 
and,  sailing  for  St.  John^s,  addressed  the 
Governor  in  a  Despatch  asking  for  par- 
ment  for  the  lobster  cans  seized  aod  re- 
fund of  duties  paid  by  French  reeideitty 
on   other  goods  importeil  by  the    Mraie 
steamer ;    and   whether    Her    Majeatj> 
Government  are  in  correspondence    -with 
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THE  STIRLING  TAILORS^  STRIKE. 

MR.KEIRHARDIE(We8tHam,S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  tailor 
named  M*Kinley,  in  Stirling,  whose 
workmen  are  on  strike,  is  having  work 
done  for  him  by  soldiers  in  Stirling 
Castle  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  will  be 
taken  in  the  matter  to  put  a  stop  to  such 
proceedings  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  was  informed  of  this  case  some  time 
ago,  and  at  once  inquired  into  it.  It 
appears  that  the  civilian  master  tailor  at 
Stirling  Castle  did  as  a  favour  to  Mr. 
M*Kinley,  who  had  on  a  former  occasion 
given  some  help  to  him  when  he  was 
short-handed,  make  two  kilts ;  but  he 
states  that  when  he  did  it  no  thought  of 
the  strike  was  in  his  mind.  When  the 
fact  was  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Military  Authorities  of  the  district  the 
necessary  orders  were  at  once  given  to 
prevent  any  such  occurrence  in  the 
future. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General,  with  re- 
gard to  the  clerks  employed  at  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office,  who  are 
divided  into  three  classes  —  namely, 
second,  first,  and  senior,  whether  all  of 
these  are  instrument  clerks  ;  whether, 
under  the  present  system,  clerks  on 
reaching  the  top  of  one  class  may  have 
to  wait  for  years  before  promotion  to  the 
next  class,  notwithstanding  that  their 
duties  and  qualifications  are  similar  to 
those  alVeady  in  the  upper  class  ; 
whether  be  is  aware  that  this  system  has 
been  for  years  the  cause  of  great  dissatis- 
faction among  the  clerks  who  have  fre- 
quently petitioned  against  it ;  whether 
this  Department  is  the  only  one  in  which 
such  a  system  of  classification  is  adopted  ; 
and  whether  he  will  now  make  inquiry 
to  see  if  anything  can  be  done  to  remove 
the  grievance  complained  of  ?  I  will 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  aware  that  during  the 
period  of  the  administration  of  the 
Fawcett  Scheme  (1881-91)  no  second 
class  clerk  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Ofilce  of  good  character  reached  the 
maximum  salary  of  bis  class  before  his 
promotion  to  the  first  class  ;  whether  the 
early  promotion  in  these  cases  was  due  to 


the  increase  of  traffic ;  and  whether,  Id 
view  of  the  large  increase  of  work,  now 
proved  by  the  employment  of  a  large 
body  of  permanent  temporary  hands  and 
much  overtime,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  reverting  to  this  method  of 
promotion  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 
The  answer  to  the  second  paragraph  is 
in  the  affirmative  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  are  only  about  20  out  of  600 
telegraphists  in  the  first  class  who  have 
reached  the  maximum,  and  there  are 
none  in  the  second  class.  Petitions  have^ 
no  doubt,  been  received  in  favour  of  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  places  on  the 
higher  classes,  and  such  additions  to  tbo»e 
classes  have  from  time  to  time  been  made 
as  the  circumstances  have  appeared  to 
justify,  but  not,  I  can  well  believe,  so  a» 
to  fulfil  all  expectations.  The  system  of 
division  into  classes  in  operation  in  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office  is,  so  far  a8  I 
am  aware,  common  to  the  whole  of  the 
Civil  Service.  In  connection  with  the 
foregoing  matters  I  cannot  atlmit  the 
existence  of  a  well-founded  grievance. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg'  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  a 
request  has  been  made  by  the  Colon j  of 
South  Australia  to  appoint  the  Chief 
Justice,  the  Hon.  SamuelJames  Way,  to 
the  office  of  Governor  of  the  CoIodj  ; 
and  what  reply  has  been  given  to  thmx 
request  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  No  such  request 
as  that  stated  in  the  question  has  been 
made.     Chief  Justice  Way  already  holds 
a  commission  as  Lieutenant   Governor^ 
empowering  him  to  administer  the   Go- 
vernment  in    the    event  of  the  <le»cb^ 
absence,  or  incapacity  of  the  Governor. 
The  Agent  General  has  oommnnieated  a 
copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Prime  Miuirt^r 
requesting  that,  as  Government  Uouae  mx 
Adelaide  is  not  ready,  and  as  economT  u> 
desirable,    the     administration    of        tbe 
Lieutenant     Governor,    after     the      de- 
parture of  the  Governor,  should  be 
porarily  prolonged.     This  request  vr  ill 
ceive  consideration  at  the  proper  tiuie. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  I 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  8tAt«  fw 
the  Colonies  whether  he  is  awaro  tfaat 
the  Australasian}  Colonies  coDtrifattte  a 


Quit  RenU 


(27  July  1893} 


I  Ireland. 


642 


il  to  £40,000  per  annum  (to- 
ilh  residences,  &c.)  for  the 
)f  Governors  ap[k>int«(l  and 
by  the  Britiflh  Government ; 
her  a  recommendation  will  be 
:be  Colonial  Governments  that, 
I  the  severe  depression  in,  the 

one  Goveroor  General  of 
ia  or  Viceroy  be  appointed  at  a 
£10,000  a  year? 

BUXTON  :  The  answer  to 
question  is  "  Yea,"  and  to  the 
B  "  No."  Such  a  recommeuda- 
d  imply  a  want  of  knowledge 
Uajeety's  Government  of  the 
id  working  of    the  Australian 


SGSTOWN     MAIN    DRAINAGE 

BILL. 
ELD  (Dnhlin,  St,  Patrick's)  : 
sk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
tenant  of  Ireland  will  be  explain 
^rounds  the  Local  Goveruineot 
irelaud  have  refused  to  saucliou 
greed  upon  by  both  sides  iu  the 
:  and  Kingstown  Main  Drainage 
ng  powers  to  consolidate  the 
lie  respective  townships,  and  lo 
r  repayments  spread  over  a 
60  years ;  and  whether  the 
!nt  will  facilitate  this  arrange- 
le  interests  of  the  ratepayers  ? 
.  MOULEY  :  I  am  informed 
Local  Government  Board  for 
ave,  in  pursuance  of  the  52ud 
the  Public  Health  Act,  1»90, 
ilations  with  reference  to  the 
dealings  with  stock  by  Urban 
Authorities.  These  regulations 
r  to  the  regulations  on  the  same 
ade  by  the  English  Local  Go- 
Board,  and  provide,  among  other 
At  iu  fixing  the  period  within 
aos  shall  be  discharged,  the 
ill  have  regard  to  the  amount 
lUS  and  the  period  allowed  for 
em  off  by  the  statutory  borrow- 
s.  The  clause  in  question  cou- 
,b  these  regulations  on  points 
mportance,  and  the  Local  Go- 
Board  could  uot,  therefore, 
)  its  insertion  in  the  Bill. 
lELD  :  Am  I  to  understand 
3  prospect  of  the  Board  agreeing 
Qse  under  any  circumstances  ? 
MOBLEY  :  It  would  he  uiira 


COMMUNICATION  WITH  LIGHTSHIPS. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  steps  h»»e 
been  taken,  up  to  this  date,  to  connect 
by  telegraphic  or  telephonic  communica- 
tion with  the  shore  any  of  the  Ughtshipt 
as  recommended  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  6th  December,  1892  ? 

Mh.  MUNDELLA:  Orderg  have 
been  given  to  prepare  the  Kentish  Knock 
Lightship  for  the  reception  of  the  cable 
without  delay  ;  and  communication  with 
the  lighthoUBe  of  Lundy  Island  is  being 
rapidly  advanced. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEU  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  specifio 
recommendatlous  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission are  to  be  disregarded  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  No  ;  the  work  ia 
being  done.  We  must  proceed  gradually, 
so  as  to  find  out  what  is  the  best  thing 
to  do. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  understandsmy 
question.  The  Royal  Commission  speci- 
fically recommended  that  certain  light- 
ships should  be  immediately  connected. 
With  the  exception  of  the  case  men- 
tionetl  by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  is 
that  recommendation  to  be  disregarded  P 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  No.  But  we 
can  only  proceed  with  one  at  a  time.  The 
work  could  not  be  done  like  a  private 
underUking.  We  propose  to  try  first 
the  result  on  tbe  Kentish  Knock. 

Mr-  J.  LOWTHER:  I  shall  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  tbe  Esti- 
mates. 

Mr.  PENROSE  EITZGERALD:  It 
is  uow^the  end  of  July,  and  the  Report 
was  issued  at  the  beginning  of  the  year, 
and  we  were  promised  tliat  the  vessels 
should  be  at  once  connected. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  ;  Can  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
give  HB  any  idea  when  tbe  work  will  be 
completed  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

QUIT  RENTS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  will  cause  investigation  to 
be  made  as  to  the  estates  from  which 
quit  rents  are  payable  to  the  Crown  in 
Ireland,  and  which  are  liable  under  the 
219  section  of  tbe  Act  of  Settlement  for 
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the  xnaintenaDce  of  a  second  College  in 
the  University  of  Dublin  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  cannot 
answer  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
without  further  inquiry  than  I  have  yet 
had  time  to  make.  Perhaps  he  will 
communicate  with  me  again  in  a  few 
days. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how 
the  negotiations  are  going  on  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Catholic  College  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  know  of  no 
negotiations. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Have  not  many 
landlords  in  Ireland  refused  to  fulfil  their 
obligations  to  the  Crown  in  respect  of 
these  quit  rents  ?  Is  not  the  owner  of 
the  Ponsonby  Estate  40  years  in  arrear  ? 
Are  the  Government  taking  any  steps  to 
prevent  the  Reveuue  of  Ireland  being 
peddled  away  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  cannot 
admit  that  the  landlords  have  refused  to 
pay. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  many 
Irish  landlords  are  in  arrear  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  cannot  add 
anything  to  my  answer. 

COAL  MINE   INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  SIDEBOTHAM  ( Cheshire, 
Hyde) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  there  being  only 
one  class  of  Inspectors  provided  for 
under  '^  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act, 
1872,"  there  was  any  statutory  office  of 
Assistant  Inspector  ;  under  what  autho- 
rity the  Treasury  claims  to  have  had 
power  to  create  the  office  of  Assistant 
luBpeetor  of  Mines,  and  to  invest  the 
holders  of  such  office  with  the  statutory 
powers  conferred  on  the  office  of  In- 
spector under  ^^  The  Coal  Mines  Regula- 
tion Act,  1872  ;  "  whether  if,  as  alleged, 
an  Assistant  Inspector  only  became  an 
Inspector  by  promotion,  the  43rd  section 
of  ^^The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act, 
1872,  was  complied  with,  inasmuch  as 
such  promotions  or  appointments  of  In- 
spectors were  not  published  in  The 
London  Gazette  ;  whether  the  intention 
of  the  Treasury  Order  of  14th  June, 
1859,  was  to  meet  cases  in  which  the 
knowledge  and  ability  deemed  requisite 
for  certain  offices  are  professional  and 
peculiar,  and  such  as  are  not  ordinarily 
to  be  acquired  m  the  Civil  Service  ;  and 
on   what  grounds  the   Treasury   refuses 

Mr,  A,  0^ Connor 


to  fulfil  the  terms  of  the  Order  of  Uth 
June,  1859,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thoinaa 
Cadman,  late  one  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors of  Coal  Mines  in  Monmouth- 
shire and-  South  Wales,  and  other  gen- 
tlemen appointed  under  the  Act  of 
1872  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  An  Assistant 
Inspectorship  of  Mines  is  not  a 
statutory  office.  It  was  created  by  the 
Treasury  in  the  exercise  of  their  general 
powers,  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  Assistant  Inspectors 
were  to  be  young  men  attached  to,  and 
subordinate  to.  Inspectors.  They  were 
to  have  no  claim  to  promotion  to  that 
office,  but  might  be  selected  for  appoint- 
ment on  a  vacancy.  They  were  to 
receive  lawer  salaries  and  to  be  appointed 
at  an  earlier  age.  It  does  not  rest  with 
the  Treasury  to  define  the  duties  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  assign  to  an 
Assistant  Inspector.  All  awards  under 
the  Superannuation  Acts  are  subject  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Treasury  Order  of  June  14,  1859,  does 
not,  in  their  opinion,  apply  to  the  officers 
referred  to  in  the  question. 

Mr.  SIDEBOTHAM:  I  shall  caU 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

GENERAL  FISCHER'S  PBTITIQN. 
Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Cen- 
tral) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
reference  to  the  Petition  of  General  M.  F. 
Fischer,  Royal  Engineers,  presented  to 
this  House  and  printed  in  the  Appendix 
to  the  Twelfth  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Petitions  (16th— 29th  May, 
1893),  page  89,  in  which  the  Petitioner 
appeals  to  this  House  on  the  ground  that, 
as  he  alleges,  he  has  been  illegally  de* 
prived  of  certain  rights  guaranteed  to 
him  by  the  Government  of  India  Aet 
through  the  operation  of  a  Royal 
Warrant,  and,  being  desirous  of  raiding 
the  question  of  the  legality  of  the  said  de- 
prival,  has,  during  the  past  three  years 
endeavoured  to  have  a  Memorial  sob- 
mitted  to  Her  Majesty  throogh  the  Home 
Secretary,  in  accordance  with  **  The 
Petition  of  Right  Act,  1860/*  but  ^bas 
been  denied  all  access  to  Her  Majesty  a« 
a  British  subject,**  under  a  letter,  dated 
27th  May,  1890,  written  by  directioa  of 
the  late  Home  Secretary,  declining  to 
recommend  that  the  Petition  should  be 
endorsed  with  Her  Majesty *8  Jtai  in  the 
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er  unless  CUuse  10  of  the 
>ii  WAS  withdrawn  b^  the 
whether  the  ground  on  which 
>ry  of  State  Tefused  such 
itiouB  i§  that  the  War  De- 
the  proper  authority  to  deal 
1 10  of  the  Petition  ;  whetlier 
f  this  deciaion  was  to  deprive 
mer  of  the  opportunity  of 
I  Petition  of  Right  the  quea- 

competeDcy  of  the  Crowu  to 
Act  of  Parliament  by  aRoyal 
and  whether  he  claims  the 
jrevent,  by  withholding  the 
etitioner  from  raising  that  or 
I^onstitutional    question   by  a 

Right  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
tate  the  statutory  authority 
h  he  has  acted  in  this  case  ? 
CKETARY  OF  STATE  fob 
IE  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Pife,  £.)  :  I  am  informed  that 
iacher's  Petition  was  referred 
le  War  Office  and  the  India 
the  Attorney  General.  The 
e  correspondence  was  that  on 
Hay,  1890,  General  Fischer's 
ere  informed  that  the  Secre- 
Lte  understood  that  the  War 
t  was  the  proper  authority  to 
:)lauae  10  of  the  Petition,  but 
tneral  Fischer  would  submit 
titiou  omitting  Clause  10,  oi 
lie  withdrawal  of  it,  the  Secre- 
te would  recommend  that  the 
lould  be  at  once  endorsed  by 
ity.     On  the  30tb  May,  1890, 

the  Petition  was  handed  to 
tscher'a  solicitors  to  enable 
Iraw  the  Petition  afresh 
t  decided  that  this  should  be 
e  Secretary  of  State  does  not 
ww'er,  by  withholding  the^af, 
;  any  Petitioner  from  raising 
tutioual  question  by  Petition  of 
I  as  it  appears  that  the  ques' 

in  Clause  10  impeaches  tht 

the    Army    Purch&e    Com' 

it  did  not  seem  to  be  one  fii 
bmitted  to  Her  Majesty  oi 
if  Right.  I  was  not  aware, 
question  was  asked,  that  the 

had    raised  any  objectio 
awal  of  Clause  10. 

R    CADASTRAl,   SURVEY. 
:YM0UR    king  :  I  beg  to 

Jnder  Secretary  of  State  for 
ther  the  Government  of  Bengal 


are  proceeding  with  the  Cadastral  Survey 
in  Behar  notwithstanding  the  protest  of 
the  British  India  Association,  the  Behar 
Landholders'  Asaochition,  the  Bhangul- 
pore  Landholders'  Association,  the  Zemin- 
dars Punchayet,  and  the  Indian  Property 
Association,  representing  a  large  majority 
of  the  zemindars  of  Bengal  :  whether  it 
has  been  strongly  represented  to  Goveru- 
t  that  such  surveys' will,  instead  of 
being  a  relief  to  the  ryots  and  a  measure 
of  utility  to  them  and  to  the  zemindars, 
be  felt  by  all  classes  interested  in  land 
in  India  as  a  wholly  unnecessary  penal 
exaction  resulting  in  no  advantage  to 
them  or  ti>  the  State  ;  what,  if  any,  pro- 
gress has  been  made  with  the  Surveys 
which  have  been  sanctioned  by  Executive 
Older  ;  what  the  total  estimated  expend  i- 
on  such  Surveys,  which  has  been 
ordered  to  be  home  by  the  zemindars 
and  subordinate  holders  in  equal  moieties, 
is ;  and  whether,  in  previous  Cadastral 
Surveys  of  a  Province  in  India,  the  cost 
of  such  Surveys  has  been  made  a  charge 
upon  the  General  Revenues  of  the 
country  ? 

•Mr.  G.  RUSSELL:  (1)  Yes,  Sir; 
the  Cadastral  Survey  of  North  Behar  is 
being  prosecuted  after  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  arguments  for  and  against  the 
measure.  (2)  The  view  summarised  in 
Clause  2  of  the  hon.  Member's  question 
has  been  nrged  ou  the  Government  in 
India  by  some  of  the  opponents  of  the 
Survey.  (3)  Precise  Returns  of  the 
amount  of  survey  already  done  are  not 
available  ;  but  it  is  believed  that  the 
survey  of  1,000  to  1,200  square  miles  has 
been  accomplished.  (4)  The  estimat«d 
cost  of  the  Cadastral  Survey  is  8  annas 
(about  8d.)  an  acre ;  of  this,  according 
to  present  arrangements,  the  General 
Treasury  is  to  bear  l-8th  of  the  cost, 
while  7-16ths  will  be  paid  by  the  land- 
holders, and  the  same  proportion  will  be 
borne  by  the  occupiers  or  ryots.  (5)  In 
temporarily-Bettled  tracts  the  General 
Treasury  usually  bears  nearly  the  whole 
cost  of  a  Cadastral  Survey,  because  the 
charge  is  recouped  in  a  few  years  by  the 
increase  of  Land  Revenue  secured.  In 
permanently-settled  tracts  such  as  Behar 
no  increase  of  Revenue  will  result  from 
the  Survey,  and  the  Government  only 
hears  a  portion  of  the  cost. 
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LADY  WALLACE  AND  HER  TENANTS. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaiit  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  copy  of  a  circular  sent  out  by 
Mr.  Fred  L.  Capron,  agent  to  Lady 
Wallace,  to  the  tenants  on  her  Antrim 
and  Down  estates,  in  which  they  are 
threatened  with'  the  enforcement  of  pay- 
ment of  all  arrears  of  rent  if  they  do  not 
purchase  at  the  price  offered  to  be  taken 
by  Lady  Wallace,  and  in  which  it  is 
intimated  that  the  tenants  so  purchasing 
will  be  forgiven  one  year's  rent ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  this  year's  rent,  which 
is  threatened  to  be  enforced  or  offered  to 
be  forgiven,  is  rent  that  lay  over  as  not 
collectable  considerably  upwards  of  40 
years  ago,  and  that  was  never  attempted 
to  be  collected  in  the  lifetime  of  the  late 
Sir  Richard  Wallace  ;  and  whether  he 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Land 
Commission  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  seen  a 
copy  of  the  Circular  referred  to,  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  good  enough 
to  send  me.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  matter, 
however,  has  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Land  Commission,  though 
I  rather  think  their  jurisdiction  only 
extends  to  the  cases  which  actually  come 
before  them. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  th« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Justice  Bewley,  in  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court,  as  reported  in  The  Free- 
man^s  Journal  of  25th  instant,  with 
reference  to  the  treatment  of  the  pur- 
chasing tenants  on  the  County  Down 
estate  of  Lady  Wallace  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  in  a  number  of  cases  on  this 
estate,  the  late  Mr.  Commissioner 
McCarthy  refused  to  sanction  as  being 
excessive  the  amount  of  purchase  money 
mentioned  in  the  agreements,  but  lesser 
amounts  were  named ;  also  that  new 
agreements  were  made  out  in  which  the 
lesser  amounts  were  stated  as  the  pur- 
chase money,  but  no  reference  was  made 
to  any  moneys  having  been  paid  by  the 
tenants  in  excess  of  the  amounts  stated 
in  the  agreements ;  is  he  furtlier  aware 
that  it  afterwards  appeared,  though  it 
had   been  concealed   from  the  Court  at 


the  time,  that  the  tenant  in  each  case 
had  paid  into  the  landlord's  ofiRce  addi- 
tional purchase  money  to  bring  it  up  to  the 
amount  which  the  Court  had  refused  to 
sanction  ;  that,  in  the  case  of  John 
Keman,  who  applied  for  £92,  only  £50 
was  sanctioned,  and  in  the  new  agree- 
ment it  was  stated  the  landlord  was 
selling  for  £50,  notwithstanding  that  the 
tenant  had  to  pay  the  additional  £42  to 
the  landlord,  and  that  Mr.  Justice 
Bewley  declared  the  dealings  to  be  cases 
of  the  greatest  injustice ;  and  what 
steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  these  and 
other  tenants  purchasing  through  the 
Court  from  the  payment  of  prices  which 
the  Land  Commission  had  refused  to 
sanction  ^ 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  subject  of 
the  first  question  has  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Land  Commission, 
though  I  rather  think  their  jurisdiction 
only  extends  to  the  cases  which  actually 
come  before  them.  With  reference  to 
the  second  matter,  I  understand  that  the 
facts  are  generally  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  published  report  of 
Mr.  Justice  Be w  ley's  observations  is  also 
substantially  correct.  The  Land  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  the  prices 
named  in  purchase  agreements  are  for 
the  parties  and  not  for  the  Commissioners 
to  settle,  their  duty  being  to  consider  the 
adequacy  of  the  security  for  the  advance 
applied  for.  The  Commissioners  have 
communicated  with  the  Inland  Revenue 
in  reference  to  the  case,  and  are  also  at 
present  considering  what  steps  should  be 
taken  by  them  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Seeing  that  the 
tenants  have  been  charged  an  annuity  on 
the  basis  that  the  whole  of  the  money  is 
being  advanced  by  the  State,  and  bearing 
in  mind  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners 
were  not  aware  it  was  otherwise,  whmt 
steps  will  be  taken  to  reduce  the  annuity, 
and  thua  do  justice  to  the  Comiai^- 
sioners  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Is  it  the 
fact  that  the  tenants  paid  money  behind 
the  backs  of  the  Conmiissioners  ?  Have 
they  not  themselves  lessened  the  value  of 
the  security  to  the  Land  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  com- 
municate  with  the  Land  Co0unis»ioner# 
on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Did  tbe 
tenants  have  to  give  promissory  not«»  ? 
Does  not  the  Act  provide  for  wiping  <«xt 
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<  of  rent,  atid  will  the  Attentiou 
D(l  CommiMi oners  be  called  to 


MORLEY*  :   I  <lo  uot  suppose 
>  escftped    tlie    uotice    oF    the 


CTION  OF  DANIEL  NOONAN. 
INUCANE  (Limerick,  E.)  :  I 
ik  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
iiteuant  of  Ireland  whether  hu 
that  Daniel  Noonan,  Tomaiiue 
UDty  Limerick,  who  was  evicted 
February,  1893,  a  short  time 
'ictioii,  served  au  origi Dating 
get  a  fair  rent  fixed,  which 
s  dismissed  on  purely  techuical 
-na.raely,  that  the  father  0[i  the 
of  hitt  sou,  which  took  place 
ears  ago,  reserved  to  himself  a 
of  the  farm  without  the  written 
f  the  landlord,  though  with  hix 
e  ;  also  that  the  tenant  beforo 
)D  offered  to  pay  a  rent  as  well 
iars  fixed  by  arbitratiou,  aud  if 
B  were  rejected  by  his  landlady ; 
le  is  aware  that  the  rent  of  the 

I  £66,  and  the  valuation  £34 
d  (hat  twoexperieuced  valuators 
ore  the  Land  Court  that  a  fair 
d  be  about  £2tt  yearly;  alM>, 
tenant,'  iu  the  presence  of  his 
ah  priest,  the  Rev.  Canon 
I,  offered  one  year's  rent,  there 

II  only  one  and  a  half  year's  rent 
a  future  rout  of  £40  yearly  : 
ic  is  also  aware  that  the  tenant 

leave  the  fixing  of  the  rent  to 
ion,  Sub-Sheriff,  County  Lime- 
is  n  relative  to  the  landlady, 
)n  the  day  of  the  eviction  the 
'ather,{  who  is  over  90  years 
ras  evicted  in  a  snowstorm  ; 
e  landlady  should  still  refuse 
ras,  will  police  protection,  at 
)le  expense  to  the  Slate,  be 
to  the  emergency  man  in  charge 
cted  farm  ? 

.  MORLEY  :  In  September, 
niel  and  Jeremiah  Noouan 
originating  notice  as  lessees  to 
r  rent.  In  March,  1889,  the 
before  a  Sub-Commission,  and, 
;onBent  of  the  solicitor  for  the 
e  Dame  of  Daniel  Noonan  was 
It  aud  the  uanie  of  Jeremiah 
itained  as  tenant,  it  appearing 
holding  was  held  under  a 
a    (erm  of    31   years   and    a 


life,  made  to  the  said  Jeremiah  NoonaD, 
Od  the  further  hearing  of  the  case  the 
application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  was  dis- 
missed by  the  Sub-Commission  on  the 
ground  that*  Jeremiah  Noouau  was  uot  in 
bona  fide  occupatJoD  of  the  entire 
holding.  1  understand  that  he  had, 
some  years  previously,  assigned  his  farm, 
except  a  few  acres  which  he  reserved  for 
himself,  to  his  son  Dauiel,  and  that  it  is 
alleged  this  was  done  with  the  knowledge 
and  consent  of  the  then  agent  of  the  land- 
lady, Mrs,  Gladstone.  Whether  the  allega- 
tion is  based  on  fact  1  cauuot  say.  None  of 
the  members  of  the  Sub-Corn  mission  are 
now,  I  am  told,  in  the  employment  of 
the  Laud  Commission,  and  no  appeal 
appears  to  have  been  taken  against  this 
order  of  the  Sub-Commission.  The 
various  other  ijlatcmenis  in  the  question 
arc,  I  understand,  on  the  whole  correct ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  concluding  .para 
graph,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  police, 
which  they  cauuot  avoid,  to  afford  pro- 
tection to  the  caretakers  so  loug  as  may 
lie  deemed  necessary  irrespective  of  any 
action  on  the  part  of  the  landlady. 

EDDCATIONAL    AUTHOBITV. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,Hey- 
wood)  :  I  beg  to  aek  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa 
tion  what  are  the  main  objects  of  the 
inijnirieN  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  to  represent  the  Education 
Department,  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment, and  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ;  whether  they  include  an 
investigation  into  the  relative  spheres  of 
action  of  the  Local  and  Central  Authori- 
ties ;  if  uot,  whether  the  powers  of  the 
Committee  can  lie  extended  to  such  an 
investigation  ;  whether  the  membership 
of  the  Committee  can  l>e  increased  in 
numbers  so  that  it  may  comprise  other 
than  official  members  ;  aud  how  soon  will 
some  account  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  he  presented  to 
the  House  ?  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  introduce  legislation  next  year 
with  a  view  of  establishing  a  properly 
organised  system  of  secondary  education 
in  England  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  primary  object 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  is  to 
bring  about  more  co-operation  Itetween 
the  Departments  concerned  in  matters  in 
which  they  are  jointly   interested.     The 
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LADY  WALLACE  AND  HEl 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  be 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ireland  whether  his  attent 
called  to  H  copv  of  n  ciniuli 
Mr.  Fred  L.  Capron,  ag< 
Wallace,  to  the  tenants  on 
and  Down  estates,  iu  wh 
threatened  with  tlie  enforce 
meut  of  all  arrcarH  of  rent  t: 
purchase  at  the  price  oflTere 
by  Lady  Wallace,  and  in 
intimated  that  the  tenaurs  t 
will  be  forgiven  one  year's  r 
lie  is  aware  that  this  year 
is  threatened  to  be  eiiforcei 
be  forgiveD,  is  rent  that  Ic 
uollectable  considerably  uj: 
years  ago,  and  that  was  nc 
to  be  collected  in  the  lifetir 
Sir  Richard  Wallace  ;  anc 
will  direct  the  atleutiou 
0  the  matter  ? 


Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I 
copy  of  the  Circular  refer 
the  hou.  Member  has  been 
to  Hend  me.  I  am  not  ai 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
graph  of  the  question, 
however,  lias  been  hroiig 
notice  of  the  Laud  Comm 
I  rather  think  their  juri 
extends  to  the  cases  which 
before  them. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  b( 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lo 
of  Ireland  whether  his 
been  called  to  the  statem 
Mr.  Justice  Bewley,  in  th 
mission  Court,  att  reported 
man's  Journal  of  25th 
reference  to  the  treatraen 
chasing  tenants  ou  the  ( 
estate  of  Lady  Wallace  ; 
aware  that,  in  a  numlver  of 
estate,  the  late  Mr. 
M'Carthy  refused  to  sane 
excessive  the  amount  of  pi 
mentioned  in  the  agreem« 
amounts  were  named ;  a 
agreements  were  made  out 
leaser  amounts  were  state 
chase  money,  but  no  refert 
ia  any  moneys  having  bee 

in  the  agreements  ;  is  be 
that  it  afterwards  appeal 
had    been  concealed   from 
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value  of  such  a  Committee  to  the  De- 
partments is  so  great  that  it  will  very 
probably  become  a  permanent  arrange- 
ment. The  question  of  the  organisation 
of  secondary  education  has  been  before 
this  Committee,  which  will  gladly  receive 
information  from  the  Local  Authorities 
as  to  the  subject  mentioned  in  the  hon. 
Member^s  question.  If  each  Local 
Authority  were  willing  to  forward  to  the 
Committee  an  account  of  the  present 
position  of  secondary  education  in  its 
district,  and  to  give  evidence  if  necessary, 
much  very  valuable  information  could  be 
acquired.  I  do  not  propose  to  lay  any 
formal  Report  on  the  Table  from  the 
Committee  ;  but  I  hope  to  publish  at  a 
later  stage  some  of  the  information 
received,  whether  from  the  Departments 
or  from  outside,  which  may  seem  likely 
to  be  of  general  interest.  Considering 
the  special  character  of  this  Committee, 
as  I  have  described  it,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  feasible  to  add  further  Mem- 
bers to  it.  It  is  impossible  to  give  any 
promise  as  to  legislation  next  year  ;  but 
it  is  very  desirable  that  some  further 
powers  should  be  given  to  Local  Autho- 
rities with  a  view  to  the  establishment  of 
a  well-organised  system  of*  secondary 
education. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Why  should  any  selection  be  made  ? 
Would  it  not  be  more  satisfactory  to 
place  the  whole  particulars  before  the 
House,  and  not  make  any  selection  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  A  great  deal  of  it 
is  purely  Departmental  matter,  and  refers 
to  discussions  between  various  officers 
of  the  Department. 

ANTI-VACCTNATION  AT  FULHAM. 

Mr.  C.  ALLEN  (Pembroke,  &c.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Middleton  Division  of  Lancashire,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  now 
come  to  any  decision  in  respect  of  direct- 
ing the  issue  of  distress  warrants  at 
Fulham  to  enforce  Vaccination  Orders ; 
and  whether  the  police  are  authorised 
to  call  at  the  houses  of  defaulters  and 
threaten  the  wives  with  consequences 
for  default  in  obeying  the  Orders  for 
vaccination,  using  the  name  and  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  With  regard  to  the 
first  paragraph,  it  was  through  an  omis- 

Mr.  Acland 


sion  on  the  part  of  the  police  to  observe 
the  instructions,  which  in  all  such  cases 
require  a  previous  reference  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  that  the  Inspector  took  the 
action  which  he  did.  No  further  pro- 
ceedings have  been  taken  for  the  execu- 
tion of  the  warrant,  and  the  instructions 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  will  be  brought 
again  to  the  notice  of  all  the  Metropoli- 
tan Police,  and  their  observance  strictly 
enforced.  The  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

PRACTICAL  INSTRUCTION  IN  AGRI- 

CULTURE. 

Major  JONES  (Carmarthen,  &c.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  his  Department  is 
prepared  to  assist  Agricultural  Colleges, 
and  Colleges  where  a  leading  position  is 
given  to  agricultural  teaching,  to  acquire 
model  farms  for  the  better  instruction  of 
students  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  ,am 
afraid  that  the  limited  means  at  our  dis- 
posal would  preclude  us  from  entertaining 
any  application  for  assistance  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  my  hon.  Friend ; 
but  I  should  be  glad  to  receive  informa- 
tion as  to  any  particular  proposals  which 
he  may  have  in  view. 

Mr.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhoudda)  :  Would  not  technical  educa- 
tion, by  the  aid  of  model  farms,  prove 
more  beneficial  than  vexatious  restric- 
tions against  the  importation  of  food 
supplies  ? 

Major  JONES  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as 
to  the  cost  of  a  few  acres  of  laud  to  be 
used  for  this  work  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  I  am  afraid 
that  with  the  small  sum  at  my  disposal 
that  would  be  of  no  use.  I  should  be 
glad,  however,  to  receive  any  sugges- 
tions. 

THE  "VICTORIA "COURT  MARTIAL. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty if,  after  the  Court  Martial  upon 
the  Victoria  and  Camperdown  disaster, 
the  full  technical  evidence  as  to  the 
closing  or  otherwise  of  bulkhead  doors, 
scuttles,  &c.,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  or  be  accessible  to  Mem- 
bers,  in  view   of  the  extremely  meagre 
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reports  in   the  newspapere   upon   these 
points  ? 

Sib  U.  iKAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Information  on  these  points  will  be  given 
to  the  House.  The  time  to  decide 
whether  the  Minutes  of  the  Court 
Martial  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  will  be 
when  the  proceedings  are  complete  and 
the  Minutes  are  before  the  Board  of 
Admiraltj. 


Foreign  Governments,  in  respect  to  the 
occupation  of  Egypt,  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  French  Chamber  of 
Deputies  by  the  French  Minister  of 
Foreign  Af^irs  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  We  do  not  propose  to 
lay  any  further  Egyptian  Papers  at 
present,  but  a  copy  of  the  French  Yellow 
Book  will  be  placed  in  the  Library  for 
the  use  of  Members. 


THB  WEXFORD  MAOISTRACV. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that,  at 
the  recent  Petty  Sessions  at  Newtown - 
berry  and  Oulart,  in  the  County  of  Wex- 
ford, a  number  of  cases  had  to  be 
adjoomed  owing  to  the  absence  of  a 
second  Magistrate ;  how  often  cases  in 
those  districts  had  to  be  adjourned  this 
vear  through  the  same  cause  ;  whether 
there  are  a  number  of  gentlemen  resident 
in  those  Petty  Sessions  districts  fully 
qualified  to  act  as  Magistrates ;  and 
whether  any  appointment  to  the  Bench 
has  been  made  in  those  districts  since 
the  present  Government  came  into 
Office? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  informed 
that  in  no  instance  within  the  past  six 
months  did  a  Petty  Sessions  lapse  at 
either  of  the  places  mentioned  in  conse- 
qoence  of  the  non-attendance  of  a  Magis* 
trate,  although  it  appears  that  on  two 
occasions  at  Newtownbarry  the  Petty 
Sessions  had  to  be  adjourned  owing  to 
the  absence  of  a  second  Magistrate.  At 
OuUrt  Petty  Sessions  I  understand  that 
eight  cases  were  adjourned  in  February 
last,  and  six  during  the  present  month, 
for  a  similar  reason.  With  regard  to  the 
third  and  fourth  paragraphs,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  no  information  as  to  the 
eligibility  for  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  of  gentlemen  resident  in  the 
districts  referred  to,  and  no  recent 
appointments  have  been  made  to  the 
Oulart  Bench.  Two  appointments,  how- 
ever, have  been  recently  made  to  the 
Newtownbarry  Bench. 

THB  OCCUPATION  OF  EGYPT. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will 
hij  upon  the  Table  the  communications 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  FOR  THB 

ARMY. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  preliminary 
examination  for  the  Army  is  to  be  dis- 
continued in  future ;  whether,  in  con- 
sequence of  this,  certain  subjects  which 
were  only  taken  up  at  that  examination, 
and  not  required  at  the  further  examina- 
tion, will  henceforth  be  added  to  that 
examination  ;  and,  in  that  case,  whether 
candidates  who  have  already  passed  the 
preliminary  examination  will  be  excused 
from  taking  up  again  those  subjects  in 
the  further  examination  which  were 
included  in  the  examination  they  have 
already  passed  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  contemplated  to  do  away  with  the 
preliminary  examination,  which  has  not 
effected  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
instituted,  and  an  announcement  to  that 
effect  has  been  made.  The  subjects  of 
the  preliminary  examination  will  sub- 
stantially be  incorporated  in  what  will 
be  the  competitive  examination.  Candi- 
dates who  shall  have  passed  the  pre- 
liminary examination  will  go  up  for  the 
further  examination  in  November  next 
under  existing  Rules  ;  but  when  only  the 
competitive  examination  is  in  force« 
which  will  include  most  of  the  subjects 
of  the  present  preliminary  examination, 
it  would  be  a  loss  to  the  candidates  com- 
peting if  they  were  not  examined  in  those 
subjects,  which  will  carry  marks  counting 
in  the  competition.  It  is  to  be  remem- 
bered that  the  preliminary  has  only  been 
a  pass  examination.  On  the  general 
question  I  may  say  that  I  have  decided 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  whole  system 
of  entrance  examinations  on  non-military 
subjects  should  be  inquired  into,  and  I 
have  appointed  a  strong  Committee  to 
consider  the  question.  Lord  Sandhurst 
will  act  as  Chairman,  and  I  am  glad  to 

say  that  several  Members  of  the  House 
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have  beeD  good  enough  to  agree  to  serve 
on  the  Committee. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  : 
Will  the  candidates  who  have  passed  a 
portion  of  the  prelimlnarj  examina- 
tion be  credited  with  it,  or  will  thej 
have  to  go  through  examination  on  the 
same  subjects  again? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  Will  not  the  abolition  of  this 
preliminary  examination  increase  very 
greatly  the  already  large  number  of 
unsuccessful  candidates  at  the  other 
examinations  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  preliminary  examination  was  ex- 
pected to  have  the  effect  of  weeding  out 
unsuitable  candidates,  but  it  has  failed 
in  its  object  to  a  great  extent. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  many  candidates, 
after  passing  the  preliminary  examination, 
do  not  present  themselves  for  the  other 
examinations  until  two  or  three  years 
have  elapsed  ?  Will  he  make  the  order 
retrospective,  so  that  those  who  have 
passed  the  preliminary  examination  shall 
have  the  benefit  of  it  when  they  come  up 
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•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  believe  this  preliminary  examination 
only  answers  to  what  is  known  as  the 
Fourth  Standard  in  elementary  education, 
and,  with  the  exception  of  geography 
and  arithmetic,  all  the  subjects  are 
included  in  the  competitive  examination. 

CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUIIARSON  (Dor- 
set, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merionethshire  whether  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  yet  come  to  a 
decision  as  to  the  feasibility  of  providing 
places  on  the  foundation  of  Christ's 
Hospital  for  the  sons  of  naval  officers  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire) :  The 
Charity  Commissioners  have  long  since 
expressed  their  opinion  that  if  certain 
endowments  which  were  excepted  from 
the  Scheme  of  1890  now  governing 
Christ's  Hospital,  and  which  are  still 
held  by  the  old  Governing  Body,  were 
restored  to  the  hospital,  it  would  be 
practicable  to  make  some  special  pro- 
vision in  favour  of  sons  of  naval  officers. 
The  question  which  has  arisen  as  to  the 
destination  of  the  endowments  now  with- 

Mr.  Campbell-Bonne rman 


held  from  the  Hospital  has  been  certified 
by  the  Commissioners  to  the  Attorney 
Genera],  and  the  Commissioners  now 
await  the  issue. 

THE  SIAMESE  BLOCKADE  AND  RICE. 
Sir  W.  PEARCE  (Plymouth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  »Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
he  has  any  information  to  the  effect 
that  rice  will  be  considered'  a  con- 
traband of  war  by  France  during  the 
Siamese  blockade  r 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  views  of  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  as  to  contraband 
of  war  will  be  found  stated  in  Blue 
Book,  France,  No.  1,  1885  ;  but  I  may 
add  that  the  question  of  what  is  or  is 
not  contraband  of  war  does  not  arise  in 
connection  with  a  blockade. 

A  DISTURBANCE  AT  BUNDORAN. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  as  stated  in  The  Daily  Express  of 
the  25th  instant,  on  Sunday  evening  last 
an  attack  was  made  upon  a  Protestant 
congregation      at     Bundoran,     County 
Donegal  ;  that  a  mob  of  over  1,000  men 
gathered    from    Leitrim,    and    attacked 
every  person  suspected  of  going  to  the 
evangelistic  meeting  ;  and  that  the  con- 
gregation    were     struck      down     with 
bludgeons    and    stones,     and     seriously 
maltreated  ;  whether  the  police  are  able 
to  identify  the  nngleaders  ;  and  if  steps 
will  be  taken  to  bring  them  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received  a 
Report  of  this  occurrence,  and  am  awaiting 
further  information  from  the  Police 
Authorities  as  to  whether  any  persons 
can  be  identified  as  having  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  assaults  committed.  I 
understand  that  the  affair  was  of  very 
short  duration,  and  that  no  one  has  been 
identified  as  a  party  to  the  actual  com- 
mission of  assaults  ;  but,  as  I  have  already 
said,  if  any  persons  can  be  identified  as 
having  taken  an  active  part  in  the  dis- 
turbance proceedings  will  be  instituted 
against  them.  The  police  report  there 
has  been  no  repetition  of  disturbance 
since  Sunday  last. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Are  steps 
heing  taken  to  prevent  these  religious 
services  being  interfered  with  ? 
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Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Would  these 
attacks  be  alloved  uodftr  a  Home  Rule 
Parliament  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice    of    further     questions    on     this 

ALLEGED    ODTKAQE    AT    KILFBNOBA. 

Colonel  WARING  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretarj  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that  on 
Sunday  night,  the  16th  July,  the  house 
of  a  farmer  -named  Gildea,  near  Kilfenora, 
Connty  Clare,  was  fired  iuto,  the  sup- 
posed motive  beiug  that  he  is  a  friend  of 
a  man  who  took  au  evicted  farm  ;  and,  if 
so,  has  the  case  been  recorded  as  one  of 
intimidation  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  alleged  by 
the  individual  named  in  the  question  that 
two  shots  were  fired  at  his  bouse  on  the 
night  mentioued.  The  police  are  not 
satisfied  as  to  the  geuuiaeness  of  the 
alleged  outrage,  and,  pending  the  result 
of  further  inquiries  in  the  matter,  the 
Inspector  Greneral  will  not,  he  tells  me, 
record  the  case  under  any  beading  iu  the 
Returns. 

THE  EDUCATION  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
before  the  Education  Estimates  are 
taken? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  may  remind  my 
hoQ.  Friend  that  the  statistics  for  the 
year  have  been  published  some  weeks, 
and  the  Report  is  only  a  running  comment 
ou  tbem.  It  is  now  in  the  hands  of  Ibe 
priuters,  and  will  be  circulated  to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  present 
the  Report  to  the  House  tn  dummy,  and 
does  not  Sir  Erskine  May  lay  it  down 
that  this  practice  is  irregular  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  1  have  simply 
followed  the  usual  practice  in  these 
matters. 

THE  FKENCH  BLOCKADE  OF  SIAU. 
Mr.CL'RZON  (Lancashire,  Southport); 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  foreign  Affairs  whether  the  blockade 
instituted  by  the  French  on  the  coast  of 
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Siam  is  a  pacific  blockade,  < 
of  war  and  carries  the  con 
such  ;  whether  it  applies  to 
all  neutral  States,  inclu 
Britain  ;  whether  in  thi 
arrangement  can  be  made  f 
port  of  mails  to  Bangkok  ; 
he  is  now  in  a  position  to  ms 
ment  concerning  the  progrei 
tious  at  Paris  ? 

Sir  W.  PEARCE  :  Is  it 
that  the  phrase  '*  pacific  bit 
contradiction  in  terms  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  thi 
Member  will  fiud  that  the  p 
cussed  by  various  writers  on 
Law,  though  it  is  one  wl: 
much  consideration.  Tn  ai 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
Government  have  been  info 
British  Ambassador  at  P 
information  is  ns  yet  availal 
precise  date  ou  which  the  I 
be  enforced,  or  as  to  its 
extension.  Assurances  hat 
by  the  French  Government 
time  will,  according  to  custoi 
for  the  departure  of  such  sli 
have  loaded  their  cargoes  pr 
date  of  the  enforcement  of  t 
and  that  the  earliest  possibl 
on  all  these  points  will 
to  Her  Majesty's  Govei 
tmswering  the  last  paragra^ 
ask  for  the  indulgence  of 
while  I  make  a  rather  lengtj 
Her  Majesty's  Government 
portion  to  make  «  full  stai 
Siamese  affairs  to-day. 
nwiug  to  any  reluctance  to  ts 
into  its  confidence,  but  from 
M.  Develle  has  been  unable 
causes  to  see  Lord  Dufferii 
first  interview  on  Saturday  ur 
and  we  await  a  fuller  Rt 
interview.  It  may  l>e  wi 
once  more  to  define  the  att 
Majesty's  Government  in  t 
From  the  very  first  it  has  r 
way  to  intervene  in  the  disj 
France  and  Siam.  On  the 
quarrel  Her  Majesty's  Gc 
not  feel  called  upon  to  [ 
opinion.  They  have,  thew 
themselves  lo  providing  for 
the  British  lives  and  iuteresti 
and  it  is  to  be  regretted  tha 
appear  to  suspect  in  that 
none  too  large  for  the  secur 
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S}  Court  Martial. 

oo  the  part  of  the  police  to  o\» 
tbe  ioatructions,  which  io  all  such  v 
require  a  previouB  reference  to  tbe  Sc 
tarjr  of  State,  that  the  Inspector  took 
actioD  which  he  did.  No  further 
ceedingg  have  been  taken  for  the  ex 
tion  of  the  warrant,  and  tlie  instruct 
of  tbe  Secretary  of  State  will  be  broi 
again  to  the  notice  of  all  the  Metro] 
tan  Police,  and  tbetr  observance  etri 
enforced.  The  answer  to  the  Be< 
paragraph  is  iu  tbe  negative. 

PRACTICAL  INSTRUCTION  IN  AGl 
CCLTDRE. 

Majok  jokes  (Carmartben,  &c.] 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tbe  Boat 
Agriculture  whether  bis  Departmei 
prepared  to  assist  Agricultural  Colb 
and  Colleges  where  a  leading  positii 
given  to  agricultural  teaching,  to  act 
model  farme  for  the  better  iostructia 
students  ? 

The  president  o?  the  BOJ 
OK  AGEICULTUEE  (Mr.  H.  Gj 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden) :  I 
afraid  that  the  limited  means  at  our 
posal  would  preclude  us  from  entertai: 
any  application  for  ossistance  in 
direction  indicated  bj  mj  boo.  Fri< 
but  I  should  be  glad  to  receive  infoi 
tion  as  to  anj  particular  proposals  w 
he  may  have  in  view, 

Mk.  ABRAHAM  (Glamor 
Rhoudda)  :  Would  not  technical  ed 
tion,  by  tbe  aid  of  model  farms,  p. 
more  beneficial  than  vexatious  res 
tious  against  tbe  importation  of 
supplies  P 

Major  JONES  :  Will  tbe  right 
Gentleman  cause  inquiries  to  be  nwd 
to  tbe  cost  of  a  few  acres  of  laud  t 
used  for  this  work  ? 

Mr.  U.  GARDNER ;  I  >m  al 
that  with  the  small  sum  at  my  disp 
that  would  be  of  no  use.  I  shonli 
glad,  however,    to   receive   any  sag 


THE  "VICTORIA "COURT  HARTIA 
Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N/ 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ai 
ralty  if,  after  tbe  Court  Martial  i 
the  VtctOTta  and  Campeniow»  dtsa 
tbe  full  technical  evidence  as  to 
closing  or  otherwise  of  bulkhead  d( 
scuttles,  &c.,  will  be  laid  upou  the  T 
of  tbe  House,  or  be  accessible  to  U 
bers,   in  view  of  the  extremely  me 
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have  been  good  eDougli  to  agree  to  serve 
OD  the  Committee. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  : 
Will  the  candidates  who  have  passed  a 
portion  of  the  preliminary  examina- 
tion be  credited  with  it,  or  will  thej 
have  to  go  through  examination  on  the 
same  subjects  again? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  Will  not  the  abolition  of  this 
preliminary  examination  increase  very 
greatly  the  already  large  number  of 
unsuccessful  candidates  at  the  other 
examinations  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  preliminary  examination  was  ex- 
pected to  have  the  effect  of  weeding  out 
unsuitable  candidates,  but  it  has  failed 
in  its  object  to  a  great  extent. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  many  candidates, 
after  passing  the  preliminary  examination, 
do  not  present  themselves  for  the  other 
examinations  until  two  or  three  years 
have  elapsed  ?  Will  he  make  the  order 
retrospective,  so  that  those  who  have 
passed  the  preliminary  examination  shall 
have  the  benefit  of  it  when  they  come  up 
again  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  believe  this  preliminary  examination 
only  answers  to  what  is  known  as  the 
Fourth  Standard  in  elementary  education, 
and,  with  the  exception  of  geography 
and  arithmetic,  all  the  subjects  are 
included  in  the  competitive  examination. 

CHRISrS  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  (Dor- 
set,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merionethshire  whether  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  yet  come  to  a 
decision  as  to  the  feasibility  of  providing 
places  on  the  foundation  of  Christ's 
Hospital  for  the  sous  of  naval  officers  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire) :  The 
Charity  Commissioners  have  long  since 
expressed  their  opinion  that  if  certain 
endowments  which  were  excepted  from 
the  Scheme  of  1890  now  governing 
Christ's  Hospital,  and  which  are  still 
held  by  the  old  Governing  Body,  were 
restored  to  the  hospital,  it  would  be 
practicable  to  make  some  special  pro- 
vision in  favour  of  sons  of  naval  officers. 
The  question  which  has  arisen  as  to  the 
destination  of  the  endowments  now  with- 

Mr.  CampheU'Bannerman 


held  from  the  Hospital  has  been  certified 
by  the  Commissioners  to  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  Commissioners  now 
await  the  issue. 

THE  SIAMESE  BLOCKADE  AND  RIGB. 
Sir  W.  PEARCE  (Plymouth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
he  has  any  information  to  the  effect 
that  rice  will  be  considered'  a  con* 
traband  of  war  bv  France  during  the 
Siamese  blockade  r 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  views  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  as  to  contraband 
of  war  will  be  found  stated  in  Blue 
Book,  France,  No.  1,  1885  ;  but  I  may 
add  that  the  question  of  what  is  or  is 
not  contraband  of  war  does  not  arise  in 
connection  with  a  blockade. 

A  DISTURBANCE  AT  BUNDORAK. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  I  beg  to  a«k 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 

tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 

that,  as  stated  in  The  Daily  Express  of 
the  25th  instant,  on  Sunday  evening  last 
an  attack  was  made  upon  a  Protestant 
congregation  at  Bundoran,  County 
Donegal ;  that  a  mob  of  over  1,000  men 
gathered  from  Leitrim,  and  attacked 
every  person  suspected  of  going  to  the 
evangelistic  meeting  ;  and  that  the  con> 
gregation  were  struck  down  with 
bludgeons  and  stones,  and  seriously 
maltreated  ;  whether  the  police  are  able 
to  identify  the  i4ngleaders  ;  and  if  steps 
will  be  taken  to  bring  them  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received  a 
Report  of  this  occurrence,  and  am  awaiting 
further  information  from  the  Police 
Authorities  as  to  whether  any  persons 
can  be  identified  as  having  taken  aa 
active  part  in  the  assaults  committed.  I 
understand  that  the  affair  was  of  very 
short  duration,  and  that  no  one  has  been 
identified  as  a  party  to  the  actual  com- 
mission of  assaults  ;  but,  as  I  have  already 
said,  if  any  persons  can  be  identified  a» 
having  taken  an  active  part  in  the  dis* 
turbance  proceedings  will  be  instituted 
against  them.  The  police  report  there 
has  been  no  repetition  of  disturhaoee 
since  Sunday  last. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Are  »tep* 
being  taken  to  prevent  these  religiot» 
services  being  interfered  with  ? 
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UORLEY  :  I  muBt  aatc  for 
further     queatioas    on     tfaia 

OUTRAGE  AT  KILFENORA. 
L  WARING  :  I  beg  to  ask 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
Ireland  is  he  aware  that  on 
jht,  the  16th  July,  the  house 

■named  GUdea,  near  Eilfeoora, 
are,  was  fired  into,  the  sup- 
ve  beiug  that  he  is  a  friend  of 
I  took  an  evicted  farm  ;  and,  if 
case  been  recorded  as  one  of 

MORLEY :  It  is  alleged  bj 
lual  named  in  the  question  that 
were  fired  at  his  house  on  the 
itioned.  The  police  are  not 
a  to  the  genuineness  of  tlie 
Lrage,  and,  pending  the  rerfult 
inquiries  in  the  matter,  the 
General  will  not,  be  tells  me, 
case  under  any  heading  in  the 


KDUCATIOS  ESTIMATES. 
TANLEY  LEIGHTON 
■e,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
President  of  the  Committee  of 
I  Education  whether  the  Report 
nmittee  of  Couucit  on  Ediica- 
be  in  the  bauds  of  Members 
B     Education    EstiDutt«s     are 

CLAND  :  I  may  remind  my 
id  that  the  statistics  for  the 
been   published    some  weeka. 

It  is  now  ill   the  bands  of   the 
ad  will  be  ciri;ul&ted  to-moi 

TANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  present 
i  to  the  House  in  dummy,  and 
Sir  Erakine  May  lay  it  down 
intctice  is  irregular  ? 
tCLAND :  1  have  simply 
the    usual    practice   in    these 

ENCH  BLOCKADE  OF  SIAM. 
IZON  (Lancashire,  South  port) : 
ik  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
u  Affairs  whether  the  blockade 
by  the  French  on  the  coast  of 


Slam  is  a  pacific  blockade,  or  is  it  an  act 
rar  and  carries  the  consequences  of 
such  ;  whether  it  applies  to  the  ships  of 
all     neutral     States,    including     Great 
Britain  ;     whether    in    that    case    any 
arrangement  can  be  made  for  the  trans- 
port of  mails  to  Bangkok  ;  and  whether 
■■  is  now  in  a  position  to  make  any  state- 
ant  concerning  the  progress  of  negotia- 
)ns  at  Paris  ? 

Sir  W.  PEARCE  :  la  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  phrase  "  pacific  blockade  "  is  a 
contradiction  in  terms  ? 

■Sir  £.  GREY  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will  find  that  the  phrase  is  dis- 
cussed by  various  writers  on  International 
Law,  though  it  is  one  which  requires 
much  consideration.  In  answer  to  the 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  informed  by  the 
British  Ambassador  at  Paris  that  no 
information  is  as  yet  available  as  to  the 
precise  date  on  which  the  blockade  will 
be  enforced,  or  as  to  its  geographical 
extension.  Assurances  have  been  given 
by  the  French  Government  that  sufficient 
time  will,  according  to  custom,  be  afforded 
for  the  departure  of  such  ships  as  might 
have  loaded  their  cargoes  previous  to  the 
date  of  the  enforcement  of  the  blockade, 
and  that  the  earliest  possible  information 
on  all  those  points  will  be  conveyed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  In 
answering  the  last  paragraph,  I  have  to 
ask  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  1  make  a  rather  lengthy  statement. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  in  a 
pooition  to  make  a  full  statement  about 
Siamese  affairs  to-day.  This  is  not 
owing  to  any  reluctance  to  take  the  House 
into  its  conhdence,  but  from  the  fact  that 
M.  Develle  has  been  unable  from  various 
causes  to  see  Lord  Duflerin  since  their 
firstinterview  on  Saturday  uutilyeaterday, 
and  we  await  a  fuller  Report  of  that 
interview.  It  may  l>e  well,  however, 
once  more  to  define  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  question. 
From  the  very  first  it  has  refused  in  any 
way  to  intervene  in  the  dispute  between 
France  and  Siam.  On  the  merits  of  that 
quarrel  Her  Majesty's  Goverumeut  do 
not  feel  called  upon  to  pronounce  an 
opinion.  They  have,  therefore,  limited 
themselves  to  providing  for  the  safety  of 
the  British  lives  and  interests  at  Bangkok, 
and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  some  should 
appear  to  suspect  in  that  provision — 
none  too  large  for  the  security  of  life  and 
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liOD,  Bnrouet  imdBrstauds  it  (o  be  a 
ihat,  although  it  is,  I  believe,  a  n 
nised  priuciple  of  Interualioual  Law 
a  pacific  blockade  does  not  apply  to  t 
flyiug  the  flag  of  another  Power,  Fr 
is,  in  spite  of  that,  on  the  verg 
establishing  a  blockatle  which  n 
have  that  effect,  and  which  would 
so  much  injure  Siam  as  British  t 
and  Bhipping.  I  have  just  come  fron 
City,  and  T"  find  great  anxiety  e 
there  in  commercial  circles  about 
queHtiou,  Our  commercial  interests 
Siam  are  at  a  standstill. 

•SiK  E.  GREY  :  The  infomuitit 
have  given  in  answer  to  the  qiiestio 
the  latest  informatiou  received  by 
Foreign  Office  by  telegraph  and  io  am 
lo  intjuiries  made  of  the  French  Got 
meut  as  to  the  particular  character 
intended  to  attach  to  the  blockade, 
far  we  have  received  no  formal  uotic 
the  blockade,  and  the  French  Aulhoi 
have  not  defiaed  what  the  ch&n 
of  that  blockade  will  be. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Maochc 
E.)  :  We  are  anxious  not  to  embai 
Her  Majesty's  Government  while  det 
with  a  matter  of  so  much  difficulty 
delicacy  ;  but  I  hope  the  hon.  Bar 
will  take  the  first  opportunity  of  gi 
US  information  on  the  points  raised 
my  hon.  Friend  as  soon  as  the  For 
Office  is  acquainted  from  Paris  with 
intentions  of  the  French  Gorernmer 
respect  of  this  blockade,  and  also  of  o 
matters  in  Siam. 

■Sir  E.  grey  :  The  importanccc 
this  has  been  brought  before  the  Fn 
Government,  and  Her  Majesty's  Gov 
ment  have  been  assnred  that  the  Fn 
Government  will  give  ns  the  earliee 
formation  in  their  power. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  As  to 
pOBKibility  of  a  paciHc  blockade,  1  ^ 
to  know  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  I 
although  certain  unautharised  pervoo 
an  unauthorised  conference  have  : 
gested  its  possibility,  every  one  of 
text  writers  on  the  Law  of  Nations  i 
not  lay  it  down  that  a  blockade 
procedure  which  can  only  be  based 
and  arise  from  a  slate  of  war,  and  whe 
it  is  not  so  laid  down  by,  among  oil 
Grotins,  Vattel,  FufTendorff,  Chann 
Kent,  Wheaton,  Story,  Ortolao,  and  c 
Hautefeuillc  ? 

-Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  cannot  say  thai 
researches   in    the    test-books  of  In 


Book»  : 


«w  have  l)een  bo  esteuaive 
the  boD.  Member  ;  but,  as  far 
'e  goue,  I  observe  that  tbere  is 
eucB  in  tLe  various  text-books 
rticiilar  questiou,  and  where 
itional  text-books  differ  I  do 
uthoriBed    to    pronoiiace    any 

BSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
net  nnine  one  text  writer 
;s  tbe  possibility  of  a  pacific 

iver  was  given.] 
ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 

Ecclesall)  :    I  beg  to  ask   the 

0  the  Admiralty  what  Britisb 
■  are  at  preseut  iu,  or  are  on 

to,  Siamese  waters — iiamaly, 
igkok  and  the  mouth  of  the 

KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTH : 
and  the  LinnH  are  at  Bang- 
Pallai  is  oS  the  bar  of  the 
rhe  Admiralty  have  no  infor- 
tbe  movcmcutd  of  any  other 
to  Siamese  waters. 

ILIAN  AGENTS  QEXERAL. 
NNIKER  HEATOX;  I  beg 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
13  whether,  in  the  interests  of 
nd  having  regard  to  the  prc- 
pressioii  in  the  Australajiiuu 
e  will  suggest  to  the  Goveru- 
:erned  the  propriety  of  their 
the  present  system  of  separate 
jeuts  General,  with  a  view  to 
being  placed  in  the  same 
Canada,  and  be  represented 

by  one  Higli  Commissioner  ? 
BaXTOX:  I  should  have 
)t  the  hou.  Gentleman  would 
J  that  the  matter  is  essentially 
le  Colonial  Governments  to 
d  decide,  and  not  a  matter  in 
Majesty's  Government  oonld 

interfere. 

■GRANTS  IN  AID." 
lEA  :  I  beg  to  nsk  the  Secre- 
Treasury   when  the  Return 

1  Aid  of  Local  Purposes  iu 
rill  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 

.  HIBBEUr  ;  The  Return  is 
I  well  advanced,  and  I  hope 
be  presented  at  an  early  date. 

V.  [fourth  SElflES.J 
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SCOTCH    POLICE   SUPERANNUATIOK. 

Mit.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether,  iu  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Regulations  varying  the  basis  of  distribu- 
tion under  Section  17  of  "The  Police 
(Scotland)  Act.  1890,"  of  the  Exchequer 
Contribution  iu  Aid  of  Police  Super- 
annuation, although  ordered  to  be  printed 
on  28th  June,  were  not  distributed  to 
Members  until  13th  July,  he  will  extend 
the  period  of  one  month  for  which  the 
said  Regulations  have  to  lie  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House;  and  whether  be 
would  consider  the  desirability  of  pro- 
viding that  Regulations  of  this  character 
should,  before  being  laid  before  Par- 
liament, be  submitted  to  Local  Autho- 
rities, who  at  present  have  until  the  last 
moment  no  information  regarding  pro- 
posed yuan-legislative  changes  ? 

Silt  G.  TREVELYAN  :  With  refer- 
ence  to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  I  am  not  responsible 
for  the  <listribution  of  Parliamentary , 
Papers  ;  but  I  may  point  out  that  under 
Section  I",  Sub-seetion  (6),  of  the  Police 
Act,  189U,  the  Regulations  in  question  do 
not  come  into  operation  until  they  have 
lain  on  the  Table  of  each  House  for  not 
less  than  30  days  on  which  the  House 
has  sat.  These  have  accordingly  three 
aud  a  half  weeks  to  run  of  the  time 
in  which  the  ItegulaFiona  are  before  the 
House.  The  Regulations  have  been  pre- 
pared according  to  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
meut,  and  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions made  to  mo  from  various  parts  of 
Scotland  against  the  inequitable  mode  of 
distribution,  in  which  I  fully  concurred. 
I  do  not  think  tbere  is  auy  convcuicnt 
means  of  bringing  the  Eegulations  to  the 
notice  of  all  Local  Autliorities  beyond 
those  provided  by  the  Act. 

BOOKS  IN  ELKMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 
ViscoiTNT  CBANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  tbe  only  prohibition  of  a  charge 
fur  books  in  Public  Elementary  Schools 
is  contained  iu  Section  3  of  the  Edu- 
cation Act  of  1891,  and  applies  only  to 
schools  where  the  average  rate  charged 
and  received  in  respect  of  fees  and  books 
and  for  other  purposes  was  not,  pre- 
viously to  that  Act,  in  excess  of  lUs.  per 
child  in  average  attendance  ;  whether  in 
2  G 
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all  other  schools  a  charge  for  books  is 
permissible ;  and  upon  what  statutory 
authority  the  Education  Department 
have  recently  declared  that  managers  of 
all  schools,  whether  they  are  free  or  not, 
are  bound  to  provide  books  and  appa- 
ratus, and  cannot  make  any  charge  to 
the  parent  in  respect  of  them  ? 

Mr.  ACLAXD  :  No  compulsory 
charge  for  books  is  permissible  in  any 
Public  Elementary  School.  The  statu- 
tory authority  is  that  of  Section  7  (4)  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870, 
which  provides  that  every  Public 
Elementary  School  must  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  required 
in  order  to  obtain  an  annual  Parlia- 
mentary grant.  The  Code  lays  it  down 
as  one  of  these  conditions  that  the  school 
must  be  properly  provided  with  books 
and  other  apparatus  of  elementary  in- 
struction. This  Rule  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Act  of  1891,  though  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act  of  1891  has  brought  it 
into  special  prominence,  and  applies  to 
all  schools  in  receipt  of  annual  grant, 
whether  they  have  accepted  fee-grant  or 
not. 

ViscorxT  CRANBORNE  :  Was  not 
the  practice  of  the  Department  in  an 
entirely  opposite  direction  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  Office  ?  Why  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  act  as 
directed  in  the  Act  of  1891,  Section  3  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  No;  there  is  nothing 
in  the  Act  of  1891  which  supersedes  the 
Act  of  1870. 

Viscount  CRANEORNE  :  In  con- 
8cqueu(7e  of  the  unsatisfactory  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

INDIAN  COMMANDS. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  on  what  grounds  the  regulation 
that  one-half  of  the  commands  in  India 
shall  go  the  Indian  Army  are  habitually 
disregarded  ;  whether  the  old  Indian 
Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineer 
officers  who  are  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Regulation  treated  as  Indian  Army 
officers  are  so  nominally  only,  and  in 
reality  are  classeil  as  in  Imperial  Service, 
and  whether  all  Home  commands  are 
open  to  them,  whereas  none  arc  open  to 
tlie  Indian  Ariuv  ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment  of  India  can  arrange  with  the 
Military  Authorities  that  the  Regulation 
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shall  be  carried  into  effiect  by  dividing 
the  higher  Indian  appointments  equally 
between  the  officers  of  British  and  Indian 
Armies  in  India  .^ 

•Mr.  G.  RUSSELL  :  If  the  question 
relates  to  the  commands  in  chief  in  India^ 
there  is  no  Regulation  which  requires  that 
one-half  shall  go  to  the  Indian  Army. 
If  to  district  commands,  the  answer  is 
that  they  are  equally  distributed  between 
the  two  Services.  Officers  of  the  old 
Indian  Artillery  and  Engineers  have 
always  been  considered  as  officers  of  the 
Indian  Army  for  the  purpose  of  selection 
for  district  commands,  and  have  been 
selected  accordingly.  They  have  also 
occasionally  held  Home  commands,  bat 
it  is  not  correct  to  say  that  all  Home 
commands  are  open  to  them.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  does  not  propose  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter. 

THE    MATABELE    RAID    INTO 
MASHONALAND. 

Barox  H.  de  worms  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  has  received  from  Sir  Henrv 
Loch  any  further  information  relative  to 
the  Matabele  raid  intoMashonaland  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  communicate  it  to 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  telegram  wa* 
received  yesterday  from  Sir  II.  Loch,  in 
which  he  says — 

"From  information  received  I  believe  Impi 
had  actetl  contrary  to  Lo  Bcugnla's  wishes,  an»i 
that  if  facts  were  clearly  placetl  before  him  be 
wouM  withflravv  it ;  and,  knowing  that  he  would 
probably  accept  my  word  before  that  of  others, 
I,  therefore,  sent  explaining?  what  had  occurred, 
and  pointing  out  the  danger  of  exciting  the 
anger  of  white  men,  and  asked  him  to  at  once 
withdraw  Impi,  punish  the  Indun&s  ami  lire  in 
l)eace.  Whether  I  Khali  have  lieen  sucoeMfol 
in  preventing  war  ciiunot  be  known  till  I  rt»* 
ceive  Lo  Beug^la*8  answer ;  but  I  apprehentl 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  approve  my 
having  exercised  my  authority  and  influence  in 
the  interests  of  peace.  Latest  iuformation  re«- 
ceiverl  last  nisrht  the  whole  of  Impi  has  retume*! 
to  Matabeleland." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  have  approved 
Sir  11.  Loch's  action. 

THE  QUEENSTOWN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  it 
is  proposal  to  make  any  altomtioa  in 
the  service  of  the  homeward  AmericjLn 
Mail  l)etween  Qneenstowu  and  Eu^toa  ? 
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.  MORLEY  :  Yes,  Sir.  In 
the    scceterfttiou  of  the   Mail 

and  from  Queenstown,  it  has 
ded  to  shftiidon  us  too  costly 
imeutal  arraagemeDt  oE  neDding 

Mails  from  Queenstowu  to 
>y  Kpecral  traiu,  aud  packet 
'ben  they  reach  (jueeuslowti  at 
mes  wlieu  eounectioo  with  the 
ly  and  iiight  services  to  London 

be  maiutaiued.  The  arraoge' 
I  be  to  carry  on  to  Liverpool 
lich  caunot  advautageonxly 
at  Queenstowu,  aad  send  tbem 

or  ordinary  train  from  I*iver- 

ACARTNEY  :  Has  the  Poet- 
ieneral  considered  the  great  in- 
ice  which  will  be  caused  to 
ith  the   United  States  by  this 

.  MORLEY'  :  I  do  not  think  it 
e  much  difference  in    the  time 

in  London. 
[.   HEALY'  :  How    often    has 
i  service  been  run,   and  what 
the  cost  ? 

L.  MORLEY  :  It  cobIb  about 
:h    time.     It   was  estimated    it 

I  required   1 1  times  a  year  ; 
su  required  more  frequently,  and 
late  Las  been  considerably  es- 

[ACARTXEY  :  I  shall  call 
to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 
lELD  :  Does  not  the  existing 
terminate  on  tlie  fiOtb  Sep- 
894,  at  a  year's  notice  ?  W 
■e  been  taken  to  provide  for 
uance  ? 

,.  MORLEY  :  I  must  a«k  for 
that  question. 

ION  OF  THE  RIVER  IRWELL 
[QLLAXD  (Salford,  S.)  :  I 
(k  tbe  President  of  the  Local 
eut  Board  whether  his  attention 
called  to  a  meeting  held  in 
>n  the  2oth  iusittnt  to  protest 
he  polluted  condition  of  the 
the  Ship  Canal  Docks  ;  and,  if 
tber     the    Local     Goverui 

II  do  what  they  cau   to  e: 
vorks  for  the  puriticatiou  of  the 
well? 

'RESIDENT  OK  the  LOCAL 
,KMEST  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
,     VTolverbampton,    E.)  :     My 

has  not  been  called  to  the  meet- 


ing at  Sniford  to  which  reference  is  made; 
but  I  may  state  that  the  Local  Govern- 
t  Board  are  dealing  as  promptly  as 
possible  with  the  caxes  which  come 
before  them  with  regard  to  works  re- 
quired for  the  purilication  of  the  River 
Irwell.      I   will  do  my  bewt  to  prevent 

THE  BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL. 
Mr.  BARROW  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  he  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  omittiug  from  the  Bills  of 
Sale  Bill,  1893,  now  before  the  House, 
the  clause  exempting  debentures  of  the 
nature  of  Bills  of  Sale,  created  by  In- 
corporated Companies,  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  laws  regulating  Bills  of  Sale  ; 
and  whether  he  knows  tliat  the  Council 
of  the  Associated  Chaml>ers  of  Com- 
merce has  emphatically  condemned  the 
exemption  referred  to  ? 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  1  cannot 
agree  to  the  suggested  omission,  for  the 
reason  that  liie  Bill  is  substantially  a 
codification  of  the  law  as  it  now  exists, 
and  that  existing  law  exempts  deben- 
tures from  the  rules  regulating  bills  of 

Mr.  BRUNNER  {Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  Is  tbe  Bill  to  go  liefore  n  Grand 
Committee  ? 

Sin  C.  RUSSELL  :  No :  it  is  pro- 
posed to  send  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 

THE  ROYAL   COMMISSIOS  OX   LABOUK. 

Mi{.  DALZIEL  :  t  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lor<1  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commwsion  on 
Labour  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  am  afraid  there  ie 
no  likelihood  that  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Labour  will  be 
presented  during  the  present  Session.  I 
am  informed  that  it  is  improbable  that 
the  Report  will  be  completed  until 
towards  the  close  of  the  present  year. 

Mr.  FIELD:  May  I  ask  what  the 
Commission  have  lieeii  doing  during  the 
last  few  months,  and  will  tbe  right  hou. 
(ientleniau  make  inquiries  as  to  how 
long  it  is  since  it  lust  had  a  meeting  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  If  that 
question  is  to  l>o  raised,  it  must  he 
2G  2 
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brought  forward  iu  the  form  of  a  dis- 
cussion upon  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commission.  It  would  not  be  courteous 
on  my  part,  and  it  would  bo  totally  in- 
consistent with  the  practice,  if  I  were  to 
assume  to  myself  the  authority  of  super- 
intending its  proceedings. 

THE  OPIUM  COMMISSION. 

Sir  G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  contemplated  to  charge  the 
cost  of  the  Opium  Commission,  about  to 
be  appointed,  to  the  Imperial  or  to  the 
Indian  Revenues  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Without 
prejudice  to  any  ulterior  question  which 
may  arise  out  of  the  results  of  the  inquiry, 
the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
is  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should,  in 
conformity  with  what  we  think  to  be 
usage  and  propriety,  be  charged  on  the 
Indian  Revenues. 

Sir  G.  CHESNEY  :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
shall  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  matter,  and  to 
this  improper  application  of  the  Indian 
Revenues. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
Tersity)  :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  such  a  charge  cannot  be 
made  on  the  Indian  Revenues  without 
the  consent  of  the  Indian  Council ;  and 
has  the  consent  of  the  Council  to  such  an 
application  of  the  Revenues  yet  been 
obtained  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  must 
ask  for  notice  of  the  question. 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  will  put  it  on 
Monday. 

THE    EVICTED  TExVANTS  IN    IRELAND. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  Government  will  deal  during 
the  present  Session  with  the  question  of 
the  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  This 
question  is  still  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  but  the 
time  has  not  vet  arrived  when  I  can 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject. 

CATTLE  DISEASE  IN  ENGLAND. 
Colonel  WARING  :    I  heg  to  ask 
the    Minister    of    Agriculture    whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  of  the 
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outbreak  of  some  unknown  cattle  disease 
in  England  during  the  last  few  days  ?  I 
may  add  that  the  disease  has  been 
described  as  rinderpest. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  No,  Sir;  I 
have  received  no  information  of  any  out- 
break of  the  rinderpest  or  other  disease. 

V 

LAUNDRIES    IN    SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  k)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  disclosures  iu  Mise 
Irvin's  Report  on  the  evils  of  public  and 
private  laundries  in  Edinburgh  and  other 
cities  of  Scotland,  which  are  duo  to  want 
of  regulation  and  inspection  ;  and  whether 
he  will  consider  during  the  Recess,  if 
there  is  one,  the  desirability  of  inoludlng 
laundries  under  the  Factory  and  Work* 
shops  Acts  ?  Also,  is  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Ediuborgh 
Trades  Council  and  Working  Mens 
Federation  have  passed  a  resolution  iu 
favour  of  the  regulation  of  laundries  at 
the  cost  of  the  State  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Miss  Irvin's  Report 
has  been  before  me.  I  am  one.  of  those 
who  regret  that  laundries  were  not 
included  in  the  Factory  Act,  1891.  The 
matter  is  at  present  under  consideration, 
and  I  am  having  inquiries  made  in 
various  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Govan) :  May 
I  ask  whether,  considering  the  wearing- 
out  nature  of  the  industry,  the  Home 
Secretary  will  take  early  steps  to  place  i* 
under  the  Factory  Acts  ? 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  tiiat, 
had  Parliament  in  1891  made  laundries 
liable  to  inspection,  it  would  have  neces- 
sitated the  ins{>ection  of  some  convents  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  matter  oa 
which  I  cannot  pronounce  a  definite 
opinion  at  the  moment ;  but  since  the  Act 
of  1891  we  have  been  able  to  appoint 
female  Inspectors,  and  that  might  possiblr 
get  rid  of  the  objection. 

THE  SPECIAL  CLOSURE  EESOLUTIOK. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Mancbenter, 
E.)  :  I  desire  to  put  a  question  to  yoa^ 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  regard  to  the  iuterprctm- 
tion  to  be  put  on  the  special  Order  of  tbo 
House  to  be  enforced  to-night.  A  goc«i 
many  clauses  will  come  op  hfXer  lO 
o'clock.      They   are   new    clauses,  nxA^ 


Butiitets  of 

ig  to  tlie  immemori 
V  claiisea  an 


l1  procedure  of 
read  a  second 

.□  be  proposed 
the  Bill;  but 


fore  the  Qi 

i  clause  be  Added 

>t  see  that  this  contlugeucy  has 
ovided  for  in  the  Closure  Kesolii- 
'  shoi^d  like  to  kuow,  therefore, 
r  the  Closure  Kesolutiou,  in  mldi- 
■o  limiliog  our  disciisnion  io 
ilee,  will  abolish  the  recognised 
f  Seeond  Reading  discussion  of 
'  clauses  as  well  as  all  discussiou 
□dmentR  to  them  ? 
SPEAKER  :  It  is  quite  true  that 
olution  of  the  30th  of  June  was 
M'hen  I  was  io  the  Chair  ;  and  the 
iQ.  Geutleinan  is  justified,  perhaps, 
ig  me  for  nu  interpretatiou  of  ii. 
inst  obserre  that  the  Resolution 
ection  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
aud  that  he  has  already  acted 
and  that  he  will  be  called  upon 
o  act  upon  it  in  Committee  to- 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  ihat 
i  he  more  respectful  to  the  Chair- 
Committees  that  the  <{uestion 
l>e  put  to  him,  aud  I  see  no  reasou 
3  right  hon.  Geutlcmau  should  not 

A.  J.  BALFOUR  ;  Acting  on 
ggestion,  I  would  venture  to  ask 
airman  of  Committees  if  he  can 

CHAIRMAN  OK  WAYS  asd 
S  (Mr.  Mellok,  York,  W.R., 
y)  :  With  your  permiesion.  Sir,  I 
awer  the  question  at  once.  The 
f  the  House  of  Jime  30  directs  me 
uccessively  the  Questions  that  the 

new    Government     clauses 

0  the  Bill,  and  it  orders  me  i 

1  succession,    one     clause    after 

That  special  Order  of  the 
while  it  is  iu  force,  iu  my  opii  ' 
Jes  the  ordinary  Rules  of  the 
that  the  first  Questioo  to  be  de- 
thould  l.e  the  Question  that  the 
use  be  read  a  second  time,  and  I 
here  is  good  reason  for  that, 
,  I  mean,  from  the  construction 
have  been  able  to  put  upon  the 
Order  of  the  House.  The  reasou 
-that,  as  the  new  clauses  cannot  be 
or  amended,  the  Question  should 
It  once  thai  the  clause  be  added 
Jill,  so  as  to  avoid  two  Divisions 
isely  the  same  subject. 
A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  obliged 
'ight  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  clear 
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I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  it  is  his  intention, 
by  moans  of  the  Closure,  to  deprive 
hon.  Mein1>ers,  not  only  of  discussion 
the  Committee  stage,  but  also  of 
the  principle  of  the  clauses  on  the  Second 
Reading  ? 

Mit.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  under- 
stand the  question  to  refer  to  the  sub- 
sequent proceedings  on  adding  the  new 
clauses  to  the  Bill.  I  have  no  power  to 
give  a  construction  of  the  Order. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  from  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairmuti  of  Committees  that  the  new 
Financial  Clauses,  which, of  course, repre- 
sent a  totally  new  financial  arrangement, 
are  to  be  taken,  and  that  there  is  to  be 
not  only  no  discussion  on  the  Amend- 
ments, lint  none  on  the  Second  ReediDg 
stage,  and  on  the  Question,  "  That  the 
Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill  >"  [Crte*  of 
"  Order  ! "] 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  a  question  of  Order 
which  I  have  no  authority  to  interpret. 

Mr.  hartley  :  Then,  Sir,  are  we 
and  the  country  to  uudersland  that  there 
is  lo  be  no  discussion  on  this  perfectly 
new  Bill  ?     [  Cries  of  "  Order  I  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

BUSINESS  OK  SUPPLY, 
ViscoLNT  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) asked  whether  it  was  intended  to 
lake  both  the  Scotch  Education  Votes 
to-morrow,  or  only  Vote  9  ;  and  what 
would  be  the  course  atlopled  with  regard 
lo  the  other  Votes  on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  in 
what  order  the  Votes  subsequent  to  the 
first    for    Scotch    Education    would    be 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  desired  to  know  whether  the 
Business  of  Supply  to-morrow  would  be 
limited  to  the  Scotch  Estimates  ;  and 
whether  the  English  Education  Estimates 
would  be  taken  as  soon  as  those  for 
Scot  laud  were  disposed  of  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
only  one  Education  Vote  for  Scotland 
would  be  taken  on  Friday  iu  Committee 
of  Supply,  and  after  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  proceeil  with  the  English 
Education  Votes.  The  other  Votes 
would  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  ihey 
stood. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

GOVEKN'MENT     OF    lUELANU     BILL. 

(No.  209.) 

COMMITTEE.      [^Pro^ress,  New   Chutes, 

26/h  Jitli/.} 

["fohtv-jieventh  night.] 

Bill  consiaere<l  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Commitlee.) 

A  Cianse  (Financial  Arrangements  as 
between  the  United  Kin){tIom  Hntl  Ire- 
lan.1).— (jWr.  »".  E.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  saiJ,  lie 
wished  to  move  toumeud  the  proiwHedueiv 
clause  of  tlio  Prime  Miuii^ier  by  iuserting 
in  line  lH,after  "determiued,"  the  wonltt 
"from  time  tn  time."  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  vena  to  define  more  clearly 
thednty  of  the  Committee  tobcappointe<l 
under  Sub-aection  3,  By  that  eub- 
Bection  u  Committee  was  appointed  to 
discharge  tbree  several  fnuctious.  The 
first  related  to  the  Ciistomo  and  Excioe 
Duties  collected  by  Great  Britain, 
and  the  Committee  would  Imve  to 
determine  whut  sum  should  be 
deducted  from  the  Revenue  of  Great 
Britain  and  added  to  the  Revenue  of  Ire- 
land. In  the  tiecoiid  place,  they  would 
have  to  examine  Customs  aud  Esei^e 
Duties  collected  in  Ireland,  with  a  view 
to  determine  what  part  of  the  duly  related 
to  articles  conaiimed  in  Great  Britain. 
They  would  have  to  deduct  the  sum 
relating  to  those  articles  from  the 
Revenue  of  Ireland  and  add  it  to  the 
Revenue  of  Great  Britain.  In  a  subse- 
sequent  clause  as  to  the  Iritih  Font  Office 
the  Committee  would  have  to  determine 
every  year  how  much  was  the  Revenue 
of  tiie  Foat  Offiee  and  how  much  was 
the  expenditure  on  it,  with  a  view  to 
retaining  the  Revenue  collected  and  de- 
fraying the  expenses  incurreil  in  the  case 
of  Great  Britain  on  ihe  one  hand,  ami 
of  Ireland  on  the  other.  These  important 
functions  it  was  evideni  would  ht 
be  exercised  from  year  to  year. 
Reveiuie  and  Expenditure  of  the  Irish 
Post  Office  would  have  to  be  ascerlaincd 
each  year,  iu  order  to  determine  how 
much  -ihould  be  added  to  the  Re< 
subtracted  from  it,  and,  in  like 
the  amount  of  Customs  and  Exci? 
have  to  be  dealt  willi.     The  sul 


appeared  to  contemplate  only  one  i 
of  the  Committee,  to  operate  for 
years  ;  hut  the  intention  really  was 
there  should  be  no  general  order, 
amounts  being  ascertained  each  ] 
Me,  therefore,  moved  this  Amendmei 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  line  18, : 
the  word  "  determined,"  to  insert 
words  "from  time  to  time.'' — I^Mr.Heji 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  v 
be  there  insert»id." 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  sai< 
did  not  think  these  words  were  neeest 
but  at  the  same  time,  if  the  hon.  Mei 
desired  to  have  them,  as  he  did  not  i 
they  would  be  injurious,  he  would 
no  opposition. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Laueas 
said,  this  proposal  was  more  serious 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  tl 
In  the  Act  of  1888,  whenever  anvl 
had  to  be  done,  the  words  "  from  tin 
time"  were  read  in— rwhieh  words 
practjeallr  the  same  as  "from  yet 
year."  It  had  been  sought  in  the 
section  to  insert  the  words  in  regai 
the  Queen's  prerogative  ;  hut  the  ( 
Secretary  had  expressed  the  view  tlia 
words  would  be  read  as  in  the  Ge 
Act.  If  the  words,  therefore,  wer 
sertetl  specifically  in  the  clause  i 
discussion,  it  would  l>e  taken  that 
were  not  to  be  "read  in"  iu  other  pi 

Mit.  T.M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury  n 
very  clever  gentleman  ;  hut  be  seem 
forget  that  ou  Wednesday  week  the 
Member  for  Fulham  raised  this  poi 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  tbe  Go' 
ment  pointed  to  a  provision  iu  the  I 
preiation  Clause  bowing  that  the 
thing  contemplated  was  already  cot 
However,  the  hon.  Mcm1>cr  pressei' 
Amendment,  and  was  supported  b; 
Leaders  and  suh- Leaders ;  aud  in  tbi 
the  Government,  against  their  own  ; 
ment  and  inelination,  agreeil  to 
Amendment. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Un 
sity)  asked  on  what  priucijile  the  ( 
mittee  would  determine  the  paymen 
Suit-sections  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  iu  n 
to  articles  such  as  tea  and  chicory  'f 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  saJi 
understood  that  they  would  be  maid 
fact  determined  by  local  couBiderutio 


Gotitmment  of  {27  July  1893}  Ireland  BUI. 

JOSCHEN  (St.  George's  Hau- 
iiare)  naid,  it  would  baffle  I'rea- 
tisticiuus  to  flDtl 

nnuftl  Hun  for  the  Cuatoms  and  Excise 
any)  collectol   in   Great  Britain  on 
>ui<uine(l  iD  Irelaml." 


f   wLisky   coul<J,  no    doubt,    he 
lilt  bow  could  the  amouut  to  be 

on  occoitiit  of  tea  and  chicory  be 
led  ? 

fRESIDENT  OF  the  LOCAL 
tNMEXT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
:,  Wolverhamptou,  E.)  uaid,  it 
eirable  to  adopt  as  souud  a 
i  as  poaxiblc  iu  dealing  with  thei<e 
There  noiihl  he  no  difficulty 
ng  with  tea  and  tobacco,  but 
ould  be  with  chicory  aud  drietl 
The  Repoit  of  tbe  right  hoii. 
lan  opponile  (Mr.  GoHchen)  had 
ith  those  thiuKH  on  the  basis  of 
on,  being,  practically,  the  moi-t 
ory  method.  Tlie  object  of 
inmitlee  would  be  ro  RMsesid 
est  of  ibeir  ability  these  amounts. 
>ro|K>8ed  because  the  Irish  Mem- 
id  nlrea<ly  taken  exception  to 
y  experts  assessing  amounts  of 
d.  It  was  considered  desirable 
'ommittce,  joinily  appoiulcU  by 
isury  and  by  the  Irish  Goveru- 
lould  ascertain  what  amount  of 
s  paid  in  Ireland  ou  articles  cou- 
1  Great  Britain,  and  what  amount 
was  paid  in  Great  Britain  upon 
consumed  iu  Ireland. 
SEXTON    hoped    that    in  some 

other  it  would   1>e  secured   that 
imittee  should  rejKirt  from  year  to 

I.  MOKLEV  ;  Yes. 
dnienl,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
SEXTON  said,  he  wished  to 
in  the  3rd  sul>-sectian,  afier  the 
jovemment,"  to  insert  the  words 
al  proportion."  The  Amendment 
ard  to  the  constitution  of  the 
tee,  and  the  stil>-section  was 
at  vague  upon  the  point.  It 
t  the  Committee  was  to  be  ap- 
jointly  by  the  Treasury  and  the 
tremment;  and  he  acknowledged 
itisfaction  and  with  gratitude 
Prime  Minister  and  iheGovern- 
sd  admitte<t  that  in  a  case 
1  Committee  had  to  deal  with 
I  questions  afFecting  two  authori- 
Committee  should  be  nominated 
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by  both  and  not  by  one.  The  Committee 
was  to  be  appointed  jointly  by  the  Trea- 
sury and  by  the  Irish  Government. 
What  did  "  appointed  jointly  "  mean  ?  It 
might  mean  that  the  Treasury, 
having  nominated  certain  persons  to  act, 
would  invite  the  conciureuce  of  the  Irish 
Government  to  every  name.  It  might 
be  held  that  the  Treasury  aud  the  Irish 
Government  should  concur  in  regard  to 
every  name,  or  it  might  be  held  that  the 
Treasury  should  nominate  certain  per- 
sons and  then  invite  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  nominate  the  remainder,  perhaps 
a  very  minor  proportion.  That  would 
not  l>e  satisfactory  to  Ireland,  aud  he 
would  ask  that  the  usual  and  reasonable 
principle  which  prevailed  in  the  appoint- 
meutof  Joint  Committees  should  apply  to 
the  case.  Ireland  had  at  Icasi  «,%  great 
an  interest  as  the  United  Kingdom,  be- 
cause in  regard  to  the  Customs  the  only 
t)Uestion  would  be  the  qnesliou  of  the 
transfer  of  about  £300,000  from  the  Re- 
venue of  one  country  to  that  of  another; 
and  he  thought  that  the  country 
having  the  smaller  Revenue  had  an 
interest  in  tbe  £300,000  as  great  as 
the  country  having  ihe  very  much 
larger  Revenue.  The  Excise  question 
would  be  the  transfer  of  £2,000,000 
of  Excise  from  the  Revenue  of  Ireland 
to  I tic  Revenue  of  Great  Britain,  which 
wa  about  three  times  as  great :  and, 
looking  at  the  relative  interests  of  the 
two  countries,  the  country  having  the 
smaller  Revenue  had  a  greater  interest 
relatively  (o  its  entire  resources  in  the 
dcliberatious  of  the  Committee  than  the 
country  having  the  larger  Revenue, 
However,  he  should  be  quite  content  to 
lay  down  the  principle  that  the  Com- 
mittee appoint^  jointly  should  mean 
appointed  in  equal  proportions.  He  did 
not  apprehend  that  any  great  difl'ereiice 
of  opinion  would  arise,  as  the  Committee 
would  have  to  investigate  facts  and 
decide  upon  facts. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  20,  after 
the  words  "Government,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  in  c([ual  proportions,"  —  (J/r 
Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  inserting  these 
words.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hou. 
Gentleman    that    the    amount    involved 
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would  be  of  more  importance  to  Irelaud 
than  to  England. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  like 
to  know — as  it  was  gei-mane  to  the 
Amendment — what  class  of  appointment 
the  Government  contemplated  ?  Was  the 
Committee  to  be  composed  of  English 
Treasury  oflBcials  on  the  one  side  and 
Irish  Treasury  oflScials  on  the  other,  or 
would  it  be  composed  of  experts  and 
such  gentlemen  as  might  be  well 
known  for  their  financial  knowledge  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECKETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  the  view  of  the 
Government  was  that  they  should  be 
officials  from  the  Treasury. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  great 
difficulty  might  arise  if  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  should  differ.  It  was 
important  that  they  should  know  from 
the  Government  what  course  was  to  be 
pursued  supposing  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  equally  divided  on  any 
particular  point. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  the 
obvious  course  would  be  to  give  the 
Chairman  a  casting  vote.  Care  would 
be  taken  on  Report  to  insert  words 
securing  that  result. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  thought  the  Imperial  Trea- 
sury ought  to  have  a  casting  vote. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  dealing  with  the 
question  of  the  Suez  Canal  shares,  had 
said  that  the  English  votes  on  the  Board 
would  be  weighed — not  counted. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  said  that,  as  the  Committee 
was  to  be  appointed  in  equal  numbers  by 
Ireland  and  England,  the  Government 
recognised  the  necessity  of  having  a 
casting  vote,  and  they  proposed  to  pro- 
vide for  that  on  Report.  But  as  it  was 
conceivable  that,  owing  to  circumstances 
beyond  the  control  of  the  Committee,  they 
might  never  come  to  that  point  on  Report, 
it  was  desirable  that  an  Amendment  to 
that  effect  should  be  introduced  at  this 
stage. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  ask 
that  the  Amendment  be  now  accepted. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  presumed 
there  would  be  no  appeal  from  the  Com- 
mittee. Was  it  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  Committee  should 
finally  decide  on  the  facts  or  not  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  finding 
of  the  Committee  could  not  be  quarrelled 
with. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  only  to  report  he  should  not 
object  to  there  being  no  c>asting  vote  ;  but 
as  it  was  to  determine  the  matters  that 
came  before  it,  surely  provision  should  be 
made  for  a  majority  on  one  side  or  the 
other. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  wished 
to  know  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
desired  to  imply  that  the  votes  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  English  Trea- 
sury should  be  weighed  and  not  counted  ? 
If  the  policy  of  weighing  and  not  count- 
ing votes  had  been  pursued  during  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill  he  had  little 
doubt  that  very  different  results  would 
have  been  arrived  at. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  Com- 
mittee v/ould  have  no  means  of  deter- 
mining the  consumption. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  they  could  deter- 
mine by  population,  and  that  was  a 
fact. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said,  it  was  clear  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  to  decide  questions  of 
great  delicacy  on  which,  without  im- 
puting any  improper  motives  to  anyone, 
differences  of  opinion  were  likely  to 
arise.  If  the  English  and  the  Irish  Re- 
presentatives on  the  Committee  differed 
the  whole  Government  would  come  to 
a  standstill,  unless  some  method  were  in* 
vented  for  deciding  between  them.  Ho 
therefore  asked  the  Government  to 
pledge  themselves  to  deal  with  tiie 
matter  on  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  would 
propose  at  once  to  insert  the  words  **tlie 
Chairman  to  have  a  casting  vote.'" 

Sir  J.  GORST  said,  they  should 
amend  the  Amendment  by  adding  the 
words  "  with  power  to  choose  a  Chair* 
man  who  nhall  have  a  casting  vote.*' 

Commander  BETUELL  did  tit>t 
think  this  proposal  would  remove  tbe 
difficultv. 

Mr.  '  MATTHEWS  (Bmninghj^m^ 
E.)  suggested  that  the  Chairman  5hould 
have  a  second  vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  K/> 
thought  that  on  a  small  Conunitteo  ojf 
four  it  would  be  placing  too  much  pO'w^vr 
in  tlie  hands  of  one  man  to  give  niisi  it 
second  vote. 


Hovernment  of  {27  Ju 

tl.  H.  FOWLER  Mid,  that  ou 
ary  Select  Committee  the  Chair- 
I  uo  vote  at  alt  unleaH  the  votiu^ 
si,  when  he  gave  the  deuiding 
On  «  Private  Bill  Committee, 
',  the  Cbairman  had  a  vote  vi  a 
of  the  Committee,  aud  a  casting 
well. 

SEXTON  said,  he  hod  Dot 
hthereil  whether  the  Chairman 
be  one  of  the  four,  or  whether  u 
n  mi^lit  be  brought  in. 
rOilLIXSON  (Preston)  asked 
it  was  distinctly  uuderstood  that 
irman  was  to  have  two  votes — a 
t  Member  of  the  Committee,  and 
isting  vote  ? 
dmedt  {Mr.  J.   Morley)    agreed 

dment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
SEXTON  moved   the  insertion, 
md  of  Hue  20,  of  the  following 


nJd    Committee    shall    ioquire   ami 

ifore  Ihe  eail  of  Kve  jeaxti  from  ihe 
iIat,  to  the  TreaDur;  aiul  thi.- 
ernmenc  U|>Dn  what  [;rinci|>lcs  anil  tli 
■clu  Ihe  relative  capacity  of  Ire- 
caatribute  to  Imperial  chai^l-- 
I  their  judgmeot  be  most  equi- 
:termine<l,  and  how  the  amount 
nntmal  eontributiori  i^iiould  l>c 
111,  for  Ibe  purpose  of  Huch  inquiry 
1,  the  said  Committee  shall  have  nil 
rs  of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  of  the 
CommoQB." 

,  the  object  of  the  Ameniiiiieiit 
tilise  the  ahilitj  aud  the  special 
ce  of  the  Committee  for  an 
in  reference  to  the  qnestiou  of 
ire  contribution  of  Irelaud  to 
charges.  The  Prime  Minister 
nated  hi-i  williuguess  to  ajipoint 
I  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
such  an  inquiry.  He  did  not 
L  what  time  the  Koyal  Commis- 
ht  be  appointed,  how  it  might  be 
od,  nor  what  might  be  the  terms 
[{efereuce  to  it.  Until  such  in- 
n  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Corn- 
was  not  easy  to  anticipate  what 
e  the  precise  value  of  its  pro- 
.  If  Ihe  Koyal  Commission 
pointed  soon,  it  might  close  its 
in  a  couple  of  years,  perhaps  just 
le  time   when    the  Irish  Parlia- 

uuaUo  to  avail  iteelf.of  valuable 
ce   tiiat  might  be  gathered  be- 
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tween  the  appointed  day  and  the  end 
of  the  period  of  six  years.  He  xuppoaed 
it  would  only  be  iustructcd  to  inquire  and 
report,  and  Parliament  would  probably 
reserve  to  itself  the  power  of  saying 
whether  any  alteration  should  take 
place  in  consequence  of  its  Reports. 
Would  it  not  be  a  great  pity  aud  a  great 
waste  of  force  if  the  Joint  Committee 
which  had  to  Hit  from  year  to  year  for 
the  purpose  of  dischargiug  functions 
bearing  upou  the  Inquiry  as  to  the 
amount  of  Ireland's  contribution  should 
not  apply  itself  to  that  subjectalso  ?  The 
Committee  would  have  to  determine  the 
cspeudilure  of  the  Post  Office,  how  much 
Excise  should  be  transferred  from  Ire- 
land to  Great  Britain,  and  so  ou,  these 
subjects  having  a  close  bearing  ou  the 
question  of  the  contributiou  of  Ireland  to 
Great  Britain.  Would  it  uot  be  a  great 
gain  to  the  House  of  Commons  when  it 
considere<l  the  revision  of  the  linaucial 
relations  if  it  hod  before  it  a  Report  from 
these  gentlemen  as  to  tho  experience 
thev  had  gained  during  the  first  five  years 
of  The  existence  of  the  Irish  Parlianieut  P 
Ho  did  uot  think  it  would  I >e  satisfactory, 
after  the  Irish  Legislature  had  come  into 
existence,  that  an  inquiry  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland's  contribution  should  be  con- 
ducted by  n  Body  named  wholly  by  oufl 
of  the  parties — that  was  to  say,  the  Im- 
perial Cfovernmeut.  The  Aniendmeut 
did  not  touch  the  question  whether  or 
not  the  Koyal  Commission  should  be 
appointe*!.  Let  the  Government  appoint 
one  if  they  pleased,  because  auy  inquiry 
would  be  useful.  In  his  opiuion,  Low- 
ever,  it  would  be  well,  in  addition,  to 
allow  the  Joint  Committee  to  make  an 
inquiry,  first  because  the  Koyal  Comrais- 
sioa  would  probably  end  its  in\  estigation 
at  about  the  l)egiuniug  of  tho  term  ;  and, 
secondly,  because  it  was  desirable  that 
the  Body  which  made  the  inquiry  should 
have  upon  it  Representatives  of  Ireland, 
He  thought  his  proposal  could  do  no 
harm,  aud  it  might  have  valuable  results. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Line  2U.  at  end.  itiKcH,  -Tlie  said  Com- 
mittee shall  inquire  niiil  reiHiit,  liL-forc  the  end 
of  live  rears  fr<im  the  n|>|K.iiiiLKl  ciny.  to  tho 
Treasury  nud  the  Irish  Coveriiiiu'nt  ii|ion  what 
prindplGa  and  in  what  moilc  the  relative 
L-apacity  of  Ireland  to  coiitrilnite  to  Imperial 
ehnn-iM  miRht  iu  ilieir  judtrmt'iit  be  most  cqui- 
ia>ily  determincil,  iiiut  hr>w  the  amount  of  sach 
annual  contribution  fhould  be  Hxed  :  and,  tor 
the  purpose  of  such  inquiry  anl  report,  the  said 
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Committee  shall  have  all  the  powers  of  a 
Private  Bill  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons."— QMr,  Sextim,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  hope 
that  my  hon.  Frieud  from  whom  this 
Amendment  comes  will  not  press  it  on 
the  Committee — atany  rate  at  the  present 
time.  I  do  not  take  the  view  as  to  the 
best  instrument  for  this  inquiry  which  he 
appears  inclined  to  take.  All  who  have 
paid  any  attention  to  the  subject  must 
agree  that  if  the  House  adopts  the 
principle  of  an  intermediate  period — and 
we  are  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  suggestion  thai  there  should  be  such 
a  period — there  must  be  a  full  inquiry 
before  the  close  of  that  period.  So  far  I 
think  we  are  all  agreed.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  argues,  in  the  first  place,  that  this 
Committee  will  be  a  competent  instru- 
ment for  conducting  such  an  inquiry  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  he  is  not  quite  satis- 
fied as  to  the  appointment  of  a  Koyal 
Commission  by  the  Crown  after  the 
Legislature  in  Ireland  has  been  con- 
stituted. Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  this 
Committee  will  of  itself  be  an  instniment 
very  well  qualified  for  conducting  so 
large  and  searching  an  inquiry  As  must 
take  place.  The  inquiry  will  embrace  a 
great  number  of  subjects,  and  it  would  not 
be  well  at  all  to  limit  the  discretion  of 
those  who  are  charged  with  the  conduct 
of  it.  But  the  object  of  these  gen- 
tlemen who  form  the  Committee  will 
really  be  of  a  very  limited  character, 
very  different  in  that  respect  from  the 
searching  inquiry  which  the  Royal  Com- 
mission will  have  to  conduct.  There  is, 
besides,  another  consideration.  We 
must  consider  not  only  the  competence 
of  the  persons  constituting  the  Body, 
but  the  weight  and  authority  their  Re- 
port will  carry.  I  think  it  would  be 
absurd  to  appoint  on  a  Committee  con- 
stituted for  a  purpose  like  this  any 
large  number  of  persons.  The  constitu- 
tion of  a  Royal  Commission  is  of  quite 
a  different  kind.  Except  in  rare  in- 
stances, where  particular  circumstances 
make  the  adoption  of  a  different  plan 
desirable,  a  Royal  Commission  is 
generally  composed  of  a  number  of  per- 
sons sufficient  to  allow  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  a  variety  of  views.  As  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  difficulty  that  the 
Commission  might  be  appointed  by  the 


Crown  after  the  Irish  Legislature  had 
come  into  existence,  I  would  point  oat 
that  the  action  of  the  Crown  would  be 
subject  to  the  control  of  this  House, 
and  that  in  this  House  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  be  represented.  I  certainly 
incline  to  the  opinion  that  this  function 
is  one  much  more  closely  ^nnected 
with  the  duties  of  the  Irish  Members 
in  this  House  than  with  Representatives 
of  the  Irish  Legislature  or  its  Executive 
on  a  Committee.  I  should  hope  that 
the  Irish  Members  would  be  disposed  to 
extend  the  principle  of  confidence  upon 
which  we  have  been  acting  throughout 
these  discussions  to  this  question.  This 
would  be  more  an  Imperial  than  a  local 
matter.  It  is  part  of  the  provisional 
arrangements  which  have  been  adopted. 
We  are  really  postponing  now  that 
which  is  recognised  as  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament — namely, 
the  fixing  of  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  I  do  not  wish 
to  bind  my  hon.  Friend  or  others,  but  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Commission  ought  to  be 
made  a  matter  of  legislative  enactment 
in  this  Bill.  It  would  be  better,  probably, 
that  some  freedom  should  be  allowed ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  sav  that  this  Com- 
mittee  would  not  be  an  instrument  ade- 
quate to  the  settlement  of  so  consider- 
able and  extended  a  question  as  that  of 
the  relative  liabilities  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. I  hope,  therefore,  my  hon.  Friend 
will  not  press  upon  us  the  acceptance  of 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  confess  that  this  ques* 
tion  presents  several  considerable  diffi- 
culties to  my  mind.  From  the  observa- 
tions I  made  a  few  days  ago  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  see  that  in  my  judgment 
it  would  not  be  appropriate,  nor  wise,  nor 
expedient  to  refer  matters  of  principle 
to  a  Royal  Commission.  I  believe  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  MuiisC«r 
would  experience  considerable  difficoltj 
in  finding  persons  to  constitute  a  Royal 
Commission  which  had  to  decide  on  prin- 
ciples of  taxation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  entirelj 
agree. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Then  may  we 
understand  that  the  Royal  Commiseioo 
now  contemplated  by  my  right  boo. 
Friend  is  got  to  deal  with  the  principlois 
on  which  taxation  is  to  take  place«  bot 


I 


688 


Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


684 


accept  his  Amendmeut  there  would  be 
au  alteration,  and  their  interests  would 
suffer  in  consequence. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber  for   Waterford    evidently   misappre- 
hended  the  object  of  the  Amendment. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not   object    to   a 
Royal  Commission  beino-  appointed  ;   but 
he  was  anxious  that  six  years  should  not 
be  entirely    lost,  and  that  the  valuable 
experience  that  would  be  gained  might 
be  utilised  for  the  purposes  of  the  House. 
A  supplemental  Body  of  this  character 
ought  to  be  useful  in  connection  with  the 
contribution    question.     He    thought    it 
would  be  seen  that  he  had  no  desire  to  delay 
the    appointment    of    the    Commission  ; 
but  the  other  Body  might  be  appointed 
much  earlier.     With   regard  to  what  the 
Prime    Minister     had      said,    he    (Mr. 
Sexton)  did  not  wish  to  take  away  from 
the    House    the    final   decision   on  the 
question.     But  the  effect  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  words   was  that,  as   he    had 
suggested,     no     matter     what     Royal 
Commission  was  appointed,  there  would 
be  some  inquiry  during  the  transitional 
period.     He  joined  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford   in   urging   that   the 
inquiry,   in    whatever   form,    should    be 
undertaken   without  delay.      His   main 
interest  in  the  question  of  Irish  Revenue 
was  only  in  connection  with  the  question 
of   Home   Rule.     He  doubted   whether 
any    inquiry   would   have    much    effect 
unless   Home   Rule  was   carried.     The 
inquiry    he    proposed    would    facilitate 
matters,  and   he    did    not    see    that    it 
interfered    with    an    inquiry   by   Royal 
Commission. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  considered,  whether  Home  Rule 
was  granted  or  not,  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries  would  be  a 
useful  thing.  He  thought  he  now  under- 
stood why  time  had  been  occupied  in 
discussing  the  Amendment  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  make  this  inquiry.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  had  asked  for  and 
had  been  promised  a  Commission. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  am  as  much  in 
favour  of  an  inquiry  during  the  transi- 
tional period  as  he  is. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  at  all 
events,  the  Member  for  Waterford  had 
scored  for  his  section  of  the  Irish  Party. 
ICries  o/"Oh,  oh  I"  and  "Order!"] 
Now  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 

Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond 


wanted  to  score  something  for  the  other 
section  of  the  Irish  Party — [^Cries  of 
"  Question  ! "  and  "  Order  ! "]— and  the 
time  of  the  Committee  had  been  occu- 
pied  ICries  of  "  Question  ! "] 

Mr.   SEXTON:    You   are   the  only 
man  in  the  House  who  would  say  it. 
The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the  fact 
remained   that   the   Member   for   North 
Kerry  asked  for  a  Committee  to  decide 
upon  a  question  which  the  Member  for 
Waterford  had  been  promised  should  be 
referred    to   a   Commission.      [Crt>*  of 
"  Order ! ''] 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  would  like 
to  ask  were  they  to  discuss  this  Royal 
Commission  upon  the  Amendment  before 
them  ?  Hon.  Members  wished  the  Com- 
mission to  be  appointed  ;  and,  that  being 
so,  they  should  know  whether  it  was  to 
report  before  Homo  Rule  was  granted 
with  regard  to  the  insertion  of  certain 
Financial  Clauses  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill, 
as  it  stood,  settled  matters  for  six  yeara  ; 
but  if  the  Royal  Commission  reported 
during  that  period  that  Ireland  did  noi 
pay  enough,  were  they  to  have  ue^vr 
financial  arrangements  during  the  six 
years'  term  ?  He  thought  the  force  of 
this  question  would  be  acknowledged. 
It  was  a  question  in  which  the  British 
taxpayer  was  concerned. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  right  boa- 
Gentleman  askeil  him  what  course  he 
would  take  in  certain  contingencies.     It 

was  a  hypothetical  case 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  must  be 
some  substantial  plan  of  dealing  with 
the  matter.  The  Government  made 
themselves  responsible  for  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. What  would  be,  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  view,  the  effect  of  the 
Royal  Commission  ?  What  would  be  ite 
objects  ?     That  was  the  question. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  thoogki 
that  the  object  of  the  Commission  hmd 
been  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
There  was  A  Committee  some  years 
ago  ;  and  that  Committee  had  a  wider 
Reference  than  was  now  proposed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked,  supposing 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  were  passed  thia 
year  and  the  Royal  Commission  were  to 
begin  its  operations  next  year,  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  finding  of 
the  Commission  upon  the  teroponwy 
financial  scheme  sanctioned  by  the  Act  ? 
Well,  his  (Mr.  Morley's)  view  wm  th»l 
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at  scheme  would  remnia  in 
Dtil  the  eud  of  the  irauaJtional 
isterer  the  Report  of  the 
u  might  be.  The  Act  would 
fiDaDcUl  Bcheme,  aud  tbey 
ound  to  carry  it  out. 
:iORST  asked  whether,  aup- 
I  Report  of  the  CommisBioD 
pport  the  view  of  hon.  Mcm- 
[reland  that  Ireland's  contribu- 

0  large,  the  Government  would 
>  esact  that  coulribution  for 
red  period  of  the  six  yeara  ? 
MORLEY  said,  that  a  cou- 
uch  OS  that  contemplated  by 
lou.  Gentleinau  must  be  dealt 

1  it  arose.  He  did  aot  feel 
pronounce  an  opiuion  before- 
lent,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
UORLEY  moved  an  Amend- 
iding  that  the  joint  order  of 
ry  and  the  Iriali  Government 
rith  the  8])ecified  items  of 
levenue  ebould  be  laid  before 
aea  of  Farltament  iuatead  of 
se  of  Commons "  only.  The 
J  to  omit  the  words  "  House  of 
"  from  Sub-aection  3,  and  sub- 

worda  "  both  Houses  of  Par- 

leut  agreed  to. 

ANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  S.)  rose 
s  a  Amendment,  to  add  to  the 
of   the    4th    siib-aectiou    the 

er    the    surplus  available   for   the 


.  in  moving  this  Amendment 
enough.  It  was  to  guarantee 
for  the  Irish  Government  of 
[^Opposition  Cheers.']  He 
on.  Gentlemen  who  cheered 
that  there  wonid  be  no  mystery 
kt  he  meant.  His  proposal  had 
-ibed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
or  Armagh  as  an  extraordinary 
u,  and  as  one  that  had  been 
from  the  Laud  League  doctrines 
;  was,  and  if  it  was  carried,  it 
,  be  the  first  of  the  Land  League 
that  had  been  given  effect 
ouae.  For  the  last  10  years  the 
arliament  had  been  engaged  ii 
□to  law  various  parts  of  tbi 
rogramme  of  the  Land  League 


and  if  this  was  a  part  of  tliat  programme 
he  was  glad  to  say  that  it  had  the 
assent  of  a  very  high  authority — one 
whose  opinion  bethought  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted carried  greatweight.  Hehadthere 
an  extract  from  a  letter  written  to  The 
fFetlminiter  Gazette  a  short  time  ago  by 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton,  a  geutleman  of 
great  eAperionce,  and  of  long  official 
service  in  the  Government  Departments, 
aud  he  dealt  with  this  very  proposition. 
He  said—  ' 

"  Provided  that  tlie  figures  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
are  to  be  relied  upon,  it  appeal?  to  me  that 
£500,000  ia  not  an  liuuleqnate  Burplua  for  the 
Iriah  Govemmeut  to  Btart  with;  but  the  figures 
of  this  sum  aie,  to  some  eiteat,  conjectural." 

He  continued — 

■'  The  Irish  Members  aat— Ithink  fairlj— that 
the;  should  be  mmle  sure  of  this  surplus.  In 
these  circumatances,  the  simplest  way  would  be 
for  the  Im|)erial  Government  to  guarantee  it 
for  a  certain  llieil  time." 
He  went  on  to  say — 

"  If  the  figures  of  Mr.  Glailstone'a  entimate 
are  borne  out  b^  the  results,  the  Imperial  Ex- 
;hequer  would  not  have  to  contribute  anything  ; 
)ut,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  resulla  turn  out  to 
be  leas  than  that  estimate,  then  the  Imperial 
Ejchequer  ought  to  make  due  provision  for  the 
Irish  GovErnmeut,  and  thoa  carry  out  their 
undertaking  to  provide  a  surplus  of  £500,000." 

After  all;  therefore,  he  was  not  making 
this  proposal  on  his  own  authority  alone, 
and  he  ventured  to  submit  that  such  au 
opinion  from  an  authority  like  Sir  Robert 
Hamilton  deserved  the  serious  consideta- 
tiou  of  the  Government.  The  reasons 
that  supported  this  Amendment  were 
perfectly  clear.  In  the  first  place,  they  did 
not  know  what  their  receipts  would  be 
and  what  their  expenditure  would  be,  and 
the  mistakes  that  had  been  already  made 
in  the  Returns  they  had  had  justified  them. 
in  being  suspicious  as  to  all  Returns. 
[^Opposition  Cheers.]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men who  cheered  that  statement  had 
helped  to  make  that  stale  of  things 
certain,  at  least  in  regard  to  Irish  Ex- 
penditure, because  they  had  supported 
and  helped  to  carry  an  Amendment  with 
reference  to  the  pensions  of  Civil 
servants  and  police  that  would  saddle 
the  future  Irish  Government  with  a 
hurdeu  of  indefinite  magnitude.  That 
charge,  in  his  opinion,  rendered  it 
very  uncertain  whether,  even  if  the 
estimate  of  their  reeeipfa  were  correct, 
they  should  be  left  with  any  surplus  at 
I  all ;  and  he,  for  one,  should  be  very  slow 
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to  join  Id  working  out  a  scheme  of  self- 
government  with  all  the  uncertainty  as  to 
whether  they  should  have  a  surplus  or  a 
deficit  in  their  very  first  year.  Another 
reason  for  ohtaining  this  guarantee  was 
that  for  the  first  six  years  after  Home 
Rule  was  established  their  hands  would 
be  absolutely  tied  in  regard  to  their 
Revenue.  They  were  to  have  no  power  to 
increase  or  re-adjust  existing  taxes  to 
make  up  any  deficit  that  might  occur, 
and  as  for  the  answer  that  they  could 
levy  new  taxes  he  would  only  say  that  he 
would  be  a  bold  Irish  Minister  indeed 
who  would  attempt  to  create  a  new  tax 
in  Ireland  during  the  next  20  years. 
It  had  been  said  that  they  were 
asking  for  English  money.  For 
the  seven  or  eight  years  he  had  had 
a  seat  in  the  House  he  had  heard  many 
audacious  statements,  but  had  never 
heard  anything  more  utterly  audacious 
than  the  assertion  that  by  the  scheme  of 
the  Prime  Minister  a  single  penny  of 
English  money  would  go  into  Irish 
pockets.  After  paying  for  every 
local  service  of  an  Imperial  charac- 
ter, the  Revenue  of  Ireland  showed  a 
surplus  just  now  of  £2,000,000.  Was 
that  Irish  money  or  English  money  ? 
Did  they  pretend  that  it  was  English  ? 
He  repeated  that  he  had  never  heard  any- 
thing more  utterly  audacious  than  this 
claim,  and  he  could  only  wonder  that 
men  who  had  characters  to  lose  should 
transfer  the  stale  fictions  of  the  platform 
to  the  floor  of  that  House.  He  did  not 
believe  that  there  were  many  Englishmen 
so  stupid  as  to  believe  this  fiction  ;  but  he 
had  no  doubt  there  were  some  who,  on  Eng- 
lish platforms,  would  protend  to  believe  it. 
But  if  those  Members  had  tongues  the 
Irish  Members  had  tongues  too,  and  they 
would  endeiivour  to  show  that  not  only 
was  there  not  a  single  penny  of  English 
money  coming  to  Ireland,  but  that  the 
English  were  actually  putting  in  their 
pockets  money  that  belonged  to  the 
Irish.  He  had  said  this  was  not  English 
money.  He  would  go  further,  and  say 
that  even  if  it  were  it  was  owing 
to  Ireland  a  hundred  times  over  for 
the  robl)eries  inflicted  by  England  upon 
Ireland  in  the  past.  England  had  robbed 
Ireland  right  through  a  century.  Under 
the  Act  of  Union  they  commenced  by 
swindling  Ireland,  and  driving  her  into 
bankruptcy.  This  same  question  of  Ire- 
land's taxable  capacity  was  discussed  at 

Mr,  Clancy 


the  time  of  the  Union,  and  the  result  was 
that    Ireland  was    grossly    overcharged. 
Pitt     and     Castlereagh    imposed    upon 
Ireland  a  contribution  that  she  was  un- 
able to  pay,  and  in  the  very  first  year 
after     the     Union    money    had    to    be 
borrowed  to  make  up  the  deficiency,  and 
in  15  or  16  years  the  Debt  of    Ireland 
by  these  charges  rose  from  £24,000,000 
to  £120,000,000.     The  Committee  would 
hardly  believe  it,  but  £90,000,000  was 
added  to  Ireland's  National  Debt  to  meets 
deficit  of  £12,000,000.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  that  fraudulent  over- 
charge of  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Act  of 
Union  was  nothing  less  than  a  gigantic 
and  audacious  swindle.    By  the  means  be 
had  described  the  National  Debt  of  Ire- 
land had  been  quadnipled,  while  in  the 
same  period  that  of   England  bad  onlj 
been    doubled.      This,  moreover,  was  a 
violation  of  the  Act  of  Union,  for  it  was 
stipulated  that  there  should  be  no  borrow- 
ing on    Ireland's  separate    credit    after 
the  Union.     It  was  also  stipulated  that 
Ireland  should  not  be  subjected   to  the 
high  standard    of  taxation   in  England 
until    the    circumstances     of     the    two 
countries    became    uniform.     In     1817, 
however,  the  two  Exchequers  and  the 
two  Debts  weie   consolidated,   and  Ire- 
land,   without   the    required    uniformity 
having    been    reached,  was    treated   on 
the     high     English      level.       In     that 
backward    age    there   were    some    who 
called   this  extortion  a  blessing,  and  in 
these  few  weeks  past  they  had  heard  in 
the     speeches     of     gentlemen     of    the 
Unionist   persuasion   the  same  audacity 
of  assertion.     The  result  of   this  over- 
taxation   of   Ireland  was  made  clear  in 
1852,  when  the  Spirit  Duties  were  in- 
creased.    A   uniform    rate  was  imposed 
on    Excisable   liquors     throughout    the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  result  of  that 
system  was  that  in  10  years  the  taxation 
of    Ireland   was    increased    by   52    per 
cent.,  while  the  taxation  of  England  only 
increased    during     the    same    time     IT 
per    cent.      He    did    not     know    what 
they  called  that,  but  he  called  it  robbery. 
Last  night  the  Member  for  Surrey  stated 
that  while  Ireland  paid  138.   in  Excite 
Duties,  England  paid  los.,  but  the  expla- 
nation of  that  was  that  Excisable  articles 
consumed  in  Ireland  had  been  taxed  four- 
fold   the     amount    paid   by    Excisable 
articles  consumed  in  England  ;  and  tbext* 
after  raising  the  Irish  duties  out  of  all  pn>- 
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tbe  English  duties,  tbey  came 
i  and  told  tbe  Iri^b  tbat  be- 
T  paid  more  tbev  were  able  to 
AnythlDg  meaner  thau  Bucli 
It  by  anyone  knowiug  tbe  facts 
lot  conceive.  The  late  Cban- 
tlie  Excbeqner  remioded  them 
reseat  Prime  Minister  was  the 
rof  (beKxchequerwho,iu  1852, 
Spirit  Duties  uniform,  but  be 
;be  ouly  Chancellor  who  pur- 
pohcy.  Tlie  late  Chaocellor 
as  the  laet  to  lay  an  extra 
e  Wbisky  Duties.  Tbe  fact 
!o  Parties  in  tiic  State  had  com- 
)b  Ireland  in  tbe  past  was  do 

the  Irieb  case.  Siooe  1852 
t  was  computed,  tiad  been 
TBy  robbed,  on  the  average, 
1,000  to  £2,000,000  a  year. 
!D,  a  high  authority,  eaid 
[},  and  bis  figures  had  never 
lUted.     In    the   face   of   thei^e 

could  not  he  denied— [Op- 
'aughter] — ignorant  laughter 
t    dispose    of    them — iu    face 

facts,  bow  could  the  claim 
iw    made    be  refused  ?      Tbe 

Member  for  Cambridge  Uui- 
ud  the  right  bon.  Memlier 
eorge's,  Hauover  Square,  ob- 
tlicmisileeds  of  men  who  were 
:  made  the  basis  of  preseut-day 
L  more  immoral  argument  he 
heard.  It  meaut  that  if  at  any 
had  got  money,  no  matter  by 
m&'X  raeauK,  they  were  to  slick 
:te  of  the  immorality.  He  did 
what  the  late  Chnncellor  of  the 
-  would  say  if  ihcy  applied  the 
ipte  to  Egyptian  liaaiice.  He 
e  late  Chaocellor  of  the  En- 
int  they  would  never  coaxe  to 

old  transaction  of  tbe  Act  of 
They    should    never   cease    to 

transaction  of  1852  and  sul>- 
ansactions  of  the  same  kind, 
would  never  cea^e — he  spoke 
ally  and  sincerely — to  bother 
thifi  Parliameut  iiutilitgrauted 

full  reparation  and  ii«  full 
if  justice.  He  urged  as  an 
argument  for  this  AmeudmenI, 
barging   Ireland   two-thirda  of 

of  the  CouHtahnUry  and 
aly  a  third,  they  were  charging 
>re  tlian  her  fair  share.  The 
iKjr  for  Waterford  was  repre- 

haviug   said  the  other  night 
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that  tbe  Irish  Constabulary  was  an  Im- 
perial Force  from  its  inception.  What  he 
said  really  was  that  it  bad  been  an  Im* 
perial  Force  almost  from  its  inception. 
When  the  lale  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer thus  misquoted  the  Member  for 
Waterford,  the  right  bou.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  tbe  services  of  the  police  iu  the 
Feuian  rising,  and  he  was  sorry  he  chose 
to  describe  the  Fenians  as  "  foreign 
ruffians  who  spread  a  network  of  crime 
throughout  the  country."  The  Fenians 
were  not  foreigners,  and  at  their  trial  iu 
Dublin  they  were  denied  tbe  rights  of 
foreigners.  They  were  tried  as  Irish- 
men, and  in  respect  to  their  characters 
they  were  as  respectable  and  far  more 
devoted  thau  thu  smug  hypocrites  who 
slandered  them,  entreDcbed  l>ehind  the 
Imperial  Forces,  inside  and  outside  the 
House.  Tbat  referenceof  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  to  tbe  Fenians  reminded  him 
that  the  very  title  of  the  Constabulary 
showed  their  Imperial  character,  for  tbey 
acted  the  part  of  an  army.  In  1867  they  put 
down  the  Fenians,  and  for  that  achieve- 
ment they  were  called  the  Koyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  and  he  repeated  that  the 
very  name  stamped  them  as  an  Imperial 
Force.  He  would  respectfully  submit  to 
the  Prime  Minister  that  it  wae  a  settled 
principle  of  equity  that  when  thev  got 
rid  of  a  charge,  the  compensation  to  be 
paid  iu  respect  of  it  ought  to  come  out 
of  the  fund  which  was  relieved  from  the 
charge.  Though  no  gentleman  in  tbe 
Mouse  would  dispute  that  principle  of 
equity,  he  was  sorry  to  say  tbat  it  bad 
not'  always  been  observed  in  dealing 
with  Ireland.  At  the  time  of  the 
Church  Act  there  was  a  charge  on  Im- 
perial funds  of  £40,000  a  year  for  tbe 
Presbyterians  and  an  annual  charge  of 
£30,000  A  year  for  Maynooth,  and  ac- 
cordingly, when  compensation  in  respect 
of  those  charges  was  ma<lc,  it  ought  to 
have  been  made  by  Parliament  out 
of  Imi^rial  FuuUs.  '  It  was,  how- 
ever, taken  out  of  tbe  Irish  Church 
surplus,  a  purely  Irish  fund.  Tbe 
Constabulary  bad  been  maintained  in 
tbe  past  out  of  Imperial  funds  for  Im- 
perial purposes,  and  be  submitted  that 
upon  every  principle  of  equity  tbe  cost 
of  winding  it  up  ought  to  come  out  of 
tbe  fund  from  which  it  had  hitherto  been 
paid.  There  was  an  additional  reason 
why  this  ought  to  be  done.  Originally, 
part    of    tbe   cost   of   the  Constabulary 
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to  join  in  working  out  a  scheme  of  self- 
government  with  ail  the  uncertainty  as  to 
whether  they  should  have  a  surplus  or  a 
deficit  in  their  very  first  year.  Another 
reason  for  obtaining  this  guarantee  was 
that  for  the  first  six  years  after  Home 
Rule  was  established  their  hands  would 
be  absolutely  tied  in  regard  to  their 
Revenue.  They  were  to  have  no  power  to 
increase  or  re-adjust  existing  taxes  to 
make  up  any  deficit  that  might  occur, 
and  as  for  the  answer  that  they  could 
levy  new  taxes  he  would  only  say  that  he 
would  be  a  bold  Irish  Minister  indeed 
who  would  attempt  to  create  a  new  tax 
in  Ireland  during  the  next  20  years. 
It  had  been  said  that  they  were 
asking  for  English  money.  For 
the  seven  or  eight  years  he  had  had 
a  seat  in  the  House  he  had  heard  many 
audacious  statements,  but  had  never 
heard  anything  more  utterly  audacious 
than  the  assertion  that  by  the  scheme  of 
the  Prime  Minister  a  single  penny  of 
English  money  would  go  into  Irish 
pockets.  After  paying  for  every 
local  service  of  an  Imperial  charac- 
ter, the  Revenue  of  Ireland  showed  a 
surplus  just  now  of  £2,000,000.  Was 
that  Irish  money  or  English  money  ? 
Did  they  pretend  that  it  was  English  ? 
He  repeated  that  he  had  never  heard  any- 
thing more  utterly  audacious  than  this 
claim,  and  he  couUl  only  wonder  that 
men  who  had  characters  to  lose  should 
transfer  the  stale  fictions  of  the  platform 
to  the  floor  of  that  House.  He  did  not 
believe  that  there  were  many  Englishmen 
so  stupid  as  to  believe  this  fiction  ;  but  he 
had  no  doubt  there  were  some  who,  on  Eng- 
lish platforms,  would  pretend  to  believe  it. 
But  if  those  Members  had  tongues  the 
Irish  Members  had  tongues  too,  and  they 
would  endeavour  to  show  that  not  only 
was  there  not  a  single  penny  of  English 
money  coming  to  Ireland,  but  that  the 
English  were  actually  putting  in  their 
pockets  money  that  belonged  to  the 
Irish.  He  had  said  this  was  not  English 
money.  He  would  go  further,  and  say 
that  even  if  it  were  it  was  owing 
to  Ireland  a  hundred  times  over  for 
the  robberies  inflicted  by  England  upon 
Ireland  in  the  past.  England  had  robbed 
Ireland  right  through  a  century.  Under 
the  Act  of  Union  they  commenced  by 
swindling  Ireland,  and  driving  her  into 
bankruptcy.  This  same  question  of  Ire- 
laud's  taxable  capacity  was  discussed  at 
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the  time  of  the  Union,  and  the  result  was 
that    Ireland  was    grossly    overcharged. 
Pitt     and     Castlereagh     imposed    upoo 
Ireland  a  contribution  that  she  was  un- 
able to  pay,  and  in  the  very  first   year 
after     the     Union    money    had    to    be 
borrowed  to  make  up  the  deficiency,  and 
in  15  or  16  years  the  Debt  of    Ireland 
by  these  charges  rose  from  £24,000,000 
to  £  120,000,000.     The  Committee  would 
hardly  believe  it,  but  £90,000,000  was 
added  to  Ireland's  National  Debt  to  meet  a 
deficit  of  £12,000,000.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  that  fraudulent  over- 
charge of  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Act  of 
Union  was  nothing  less  than  a  gigantic 
and  audacious  swindle.    By  the  means  be 
had  described  the  National  Debt  of  Ire- 
land had  been  quadrupled,  while  in  the 
same  period  that  of   England  had  only 
been    doubled.      This,  moreover,  was  a 
violation  of  the  Act  of  Union,  for  it  was 
stipulated  that  there  should  be  no  borrow- 
ing on    Ireland's  separate    credit    after 
the  Union.     It  was  also  stipulated  thai 
Ireland  should  not  be  subjected    to  the 
high  standard    of  taxation   in  England 
until    the    circumstances     of     the    two 
countries    became    uniform.     In     1817, 
however,  the  two  Exchequers  and  the 
two  Debts  were   consolidated,    and  Ire- 
land,   without   the    required   uniformity 
having    been    reached,  was    treated   on 
the     high     English      level.       In     that 
backward    age    there   were    some   who 
called   this  extortion  a  blessing,  and  in 
these  few  weeks  past  they  had  heard  in 
the     speeches     of     gentlemen     of    the 
Unionist   persuasion   the  same  audaciiy 
of  assertion.     The  result  of   this  over- 
taxation   of   Ireland  was  made  clear  in 
1852,  when  the  Spirit  Duties  were   in- 
creased.    A   uniform   rate  was  impoe«ed 
on    Excisable   liquors     throughout    the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  result  of  that 
system  was  that  in  10  years  the  taxation 
of    Ireland   was    increased    by    52    per 
cent.,  while  the  taxation  of  England  only 
increased    during     the    same    time     IT 
per    cent.      He    did    not     know    wbai 
they  called  that,  but  he  called  it  robbery. 
Last  night  the  Member  for  Surrey  stated 
that  while  Ireland  paid  13s.  in  Excise 
Duties,  England  paid  158.,  but  the  expla- 
nation of  that  was  that  Excisable  articles 
consumed  in  Ireland  had  been  taxed  four- 
fold   the     amount    paid    by     Excisable 
articles  consumed  in  England  ;  and  tJii 
after  raising  the  L'ish  duties  out  of  all  pi 
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was  borne  by  the  counties  in  Ireland. 
In   1845   Sir  Robert  Peel  brought  in  a 
Bill   for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
when  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  repeal 
would    disastrously    affect  Ireland,  and 
Sir  Robert  Peel  pledged  himself  there 
and  then  that,  as  some  compensation  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  he  would 
have  the  whole  cost  of  the  Constabulary 
put  upon    the   Consolidated   Fund   and 
taken  off  the  counties  of  Ireland.     Sir 
Robert  Peel  went  out  of  Office,  and  in 
1846  a  Liberal  Government  brought  in 
a   Bill   based    on    the    promise    of   Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  the  cost  of  the  Con- 
stabulary then  became  an  Imperial,  and 
not  an  Irish,  charge.     He  might  enter 
into  the  historical  aspect  of  this  financial 
question  at   length,  but   he   would    not 
do   so  ;    he    would    only   refer    to    one 
particular,   and  that    was    the  increase 
of    the    National     Debt.     He    referred 
to      this      chiefly      because      of      the 
argument  used   last   night  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Kingston  (Sir 
R.  Temple).      His   (Mr.  Clancy's)  con- 
tention in  regard  to  the  National  Debt 
was,    that   they  (the   Irish)    had   never 
had      a      National      Debt  —  that     Ire- 
land   never    had    such    a     Debt,    pro- 
perly    speaking,     of     its     own.       The 
National  Debt,  created  at  the  time  of  the 
Union,   was   created   for   Imperial   pur- 
poses— namely,  to  put  down  the  rebellion. 
As  to  the  National   Debt  created  since 
the  Union,  Ireland  had  not  had  the  least 
say  in   creating   ir,   and,    therefore,  not 
being  Ireland's  Debt,  Ireland  ought  not 
to  be  charged  a  single  penny  in  respect 
of  it.     But   the  hon.  Baronet  said  last 
night   that  it   was   incurred  to   provide 
for   wars   on    the   Continent,   and    thus 
Ireland,  as  well  as   England,  was  pro- 
tected.   Protection,  indeed  !  It  reminded 
him  of  the  protection  the  bear  gave  to 
the  victim  when  it  hugged  him  to  death. 
Protection  I  when  this  Parliament  allowed 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  grind  their 
unfortunate  tenants  to  the  dust.      Pro- 
tection !  when  they  kept  four-fifths  of  the 
population  of  Ireland  outside  the  pale  of 
the    Constitution.      Protection  I     What 
they  wanted  to  be  protected  against  at 
that  time  was  England  ;  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  if  at  any  time  during 
those  years  Ireland  had  thrown  off  the 
yoke  of  England   by  force  of    arms,  it 
would  not  only  have  been  justified,  but 
called  upon   to  do  so.     They  never  had 
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protection  from  England  of  the  right 
sort ;  they  had  the  protection  of  a  step- 
mother—of an  enemy ;  and  the  records  of 
Parliament  for  the  last  60  years  showed 
that,  because  what  they  had  been  doing 
was  to  repeal  and  reform  all  their  legisla- 
tion of  the  early  part  of  the  century. 
They  had  had  no  protection  from 
England,  and  owed  her  nothing  in  respect 
of  her  protection.  To  sum  np,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  they  did  not  know  what  their 
exp^nditureortheir  revenue  would  be,  that 
their  hands  would  be  tied  for  the  next 
six  years,  so  that  they  would  not  be  able 
to  make  up  a  deficit  by  imposing  taxa- 
tion ;  that  it  was  not  English  money  they 
asked  for,  but  their  own  ;  and  that  even  'i 
it  were  English  money,  England  owed  it 
to  them  ten  times  over.  These  were  the 
reasons  in  support  of  his  Amendment 
which  he  ventured  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  with  all  respect,  and  especially 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  on  recent 
occasions  referred  so  eloquently  to  the 
shabby  treatment  which  Ireland  had  in 
financial  matters  received  at  the  hands  of 
the  British  Government. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Line  21,  at  beginning,  insert  "Whenever 
the  siirploB  available  for  the  Iriah  Goyemment 
amounts  to  not  less  than  five  himdred  thouaand 
pounds." — (jVr.  Clancy.^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not 
intend  to  discuss  the  historical  argumeot 
that  has  been  brought  forward   by   the 
hon.  Member,  because  I  do  not  thiok  we 
can  deal  with  it  adequately  at  this   time. 
The    only   conclusion   to   which    I     am 
drawn  is  that  in  this  intermediate  arrange- 
ment  for   six   years  Ireland   should   be 
treated    equitably    and    even    lil)eFally. 
This,  I  think,  has  been  fulfilled   by  the 
proposals   that   have    been     made,    and 
further  than  that  we  could  not  go  at  the 
present   time^    The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  rather  a  singular    ou€s 
because  the  hon.  Member  says  that  wben 
the   surplus   of  £500,000  falls  short   of 
that  amount — say,  for  the  sake  of   ar^u* 
ment,  that  it  falls  to  £499,000 — to  con- 
sequence of  that  fall  one-fourth  shall   be 
taken  away  from  the  Imperial  cootribn- 
tion  ;  that  is  to  say,  the  Imperial  contribu- 
tion from  Ireland  shall  be  reduced    from 
oae-third  to  one-fourth. 
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two    countries,    but    because    the    Irish 

Authority  thinks  fit  to  speua  £500,000 

more.      That   would    bo   a   fuadaiueutal 

ilepnrtiire  from  the  main  outliQeu  of  the 

that  principle.     AcioTj^    ™1",»«-      "    i"   '"""JkI  .»"    priociplo. 

■  ■  '"tally  uuBouud,  and  to  which,  I  am  sorry 

I  say,  we  could  uot  give  any  agreement. 


Estimates  that  have  been 
ioTcniment  show  a  aiirplns  of 
which,  if  the  Estimates  are 
ould  remain  to  the  credit  of 
eu  she  has  l>aek  her  portion. 
■i  whole  meauing  of  the  »ur- 
re  is  no  such  thing  as  a  snr- 
arked,  and  there  is  no  t«uch 
ly  as  a  surplus  of  £500,000. 
itaud  the  Amendment,  it  means 
ver  in  the  balance-sheet  of  Ire- 
ien  Revenue  and  Kspenditnre, 
MUrplus  of  less  than  foOO.OOO, 
ipcrial  contribution  should  be 


A.>'CY  : 


he  understood  the  Amend- 
ised,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  \ 
ould  lake  the  case  the  right 
)inan  hail  himself  put— 
the  surplus  wouM  be  £499,000 

£oOO,000  ;  in  that  cu^ 
of     tlic     Amendment 
I   Imperial  contribution 
led  by  £1,000. 

E.  GLADSTONE  :  My  ol>- 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  My  right  hou. 
Friend  will  understand  the  argument  of 
the  hou.  Member  for  Korth  Dublin  (Mr. 
Clancv)  is,  that  Great  Britain  has 
robheii  Ireland  to  such  an  extent  in  the 
past  that  it  would  l>e  perfectly  legitimate 
and  perfectly  just  that  we  should  in  this 
matter  make  restitution  to  Ireland.  I 
qnile  appreeiute  the  course  taken  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  I  agree  there  is 
not  time  to  answer  the  argnment  of  the 
hon.  Member,  because,  through  the  un- 
fortunate manner  in  which  wc  are  dealing 
with  the  whole  of  these  (|uestiouB,  of 
E.  GLADSTONE  :  I'eri.sp.  ;  Bi?"  iinpon«"»  fcMli  »  Ireland  auJ  to 
.Dllomai.  will  explain.  ''"•  eonnlry,  te  teel.  he  mn>l  not  absorb 

„    ,.,,.,.        ,     ,,,  more  of  the  few  hours  left  liy  replying  at 

:  i,?^,™2™  S""  " ?    '"«"■  '°  ""■  '"'"•  Gentleman.      But  let 
nr«  cru       in     mmi.  .  jMjJnt  oul  the  lUsastrous  effect  of  that 

course.  The  hou.  Member  has  made  an 
ilaliorate  indielment  against  the  finances 
of  this  country.  He  has  laid  the  inilict- 
against  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  against  other 
Chanceliors  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
through  the  whole  course  of  the  century 
they  have  been  unjust  to  Ireland.  It  is 
must  important  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
full,  because  this  who  has  couducted  with  such  ability  the 
estion  of  money  to  bo  handed  |  finance  of  this  country — I  might  almost 
to  Ireland  in  future  years,  in  say  for  half  a  century — should,  with  his 
ivhich  I  could  understand  the  great  authority,  be  able  to  tell  the  Irish 
vhich  says  yon  ought  not  to  people  tliat  they  were  deceived — voluu- 
the  sum  you  set  out  with,  but  ,  tarily  deceived — by  the  statements  so  put 
>ty  a  question  of  the  lialauce  <  forward  by  Irish  Members.  Is  it  not 
.siiReveuueandlrishExpendi- .  really  disastrous  that  statements  of  this 
e&ect  of  the  Amendment  \  kind  should  not  be  answered,  not  by  the 
o  make  ourselves  dependent  Opposition,  who  are  suspected  by  the 
ID  of  the  Imperial  contribution  ,  Irish  Members,  but  from  the  Government 
alauce  which  the  Irish  autho-  Benches  't  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
C  think  St  to  establish.  For  himself  ought  to  l>e  able  to  show  that  the 
f  Ireland  increaaed  her  Ex-  i  view  put  forward  of  Great  Britain  having 
by  £500,000,  that  £500,000  |  robbed  Ireland  for  all  these  years  is  a 
deducted  from  the  Imperial  ,  false  view  and  a  slander  ou  the  right  hon. 
□  ,  The  argument  is  that  the  |  Gentleman  and  other  Chancellors  of  the 
contribution  ought  to  be  ,  Exchequer.  The  speech  of  the  hon, 
—  to  be  diminished  —  not  i  Member  for  North  Dublin  is  simply 
lence  of  a  dimiimtiou  of  the  sowing  the  seeds  of  discontent  with  the 
if  Ireland,  not  in  consequence  arrangement  proposed  by  the  Prime 
rfttion  in  the  relations  of  the  Minister.  That  is  very  disastrous,  and 
£V.      [fourth  seeies.]  2  H 
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my  right  lion.  Friend  has  let  words  drop 
as  if  he  endorsed  the  statement  that 
Ireland  had  been  unjustly  taxed.  The 
other  day,  when  I  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion, hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought  I 
was  making  a  charge,  an  attack  upon  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  because  I  said  he  was 
responsible  to  a  great  extent  for  the 
taxation  of  Ireland.  That  was  not 
my  object;  but  what  I  wanted 
to  prove,  both  to  this  House  and  the 
country,  was  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy)  to  be  true, 
because  if  it  were,  the  reputation  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  would  rest  on  a  false 
basis.  I  hold  that  he  has  taken  the 
proper  course  in  the  great  financial 
schemes  affecting  Ireland,  and  that  he 
was  animated  by  a  just  spirit,  but  I 
regret  that  the  refutation  does  not  come 
from  his  own  lips.  I  will  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  figures  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  will  leave  that  to  others,  and  I 
only  rose  to  enter  my  protest  on  behalf 
of  previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exche- 
quer against  the  silence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  being  taken  as  endorsing  the 
views  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  that 
a  charge  of  sporadic  and  continual  rob- 
bery had  been  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dubh'n  (Mr.  Clancy),  who 
challenged  them  to  reply.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  there  was  not  time  ade- 
quately to  reply  to  the  historical  argu- 
ment. Doubtless,  there  was  not ;  but  as 
an  English  Member,  he  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  they  could  no  longer 
allow  this  imputation  to  be  cast  upon 
them  without  putting  before  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  country  facts  that  were, 
or  ought  to  be,  well  known  The  hon. 
Member,  as  a  first  charge  against  them, 
said  that  Ireland  had  a  normal  surplus  of 
£2,000,000,  and  that  practically  she 
ought  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  that  surplus; 
but  how  did  the  hon.  Member  account 
for  the  position  of  Scotland  ?  After  all, 
there  were  three  nations  concerned  in  this 
partnership.  The  English  nation,  in 
round  numbers,  paid  two-thirds — as  a 
matter  of  fact,  she  paid  seven-tenths — of 
her  annual  income  to  Imperial  charge, 
Scotland  paid  two-thirds,  while  Ireland 
alone  paid  one-third,  or,  rather,  three- 
tenths.     As  to  the  outcome  of  the  Royal 
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Commission,  he  should  not  be  sorry  to 
prophesy  that,  whether  or  not  England 
turned  out  to  have  played  the  part  of  the 
unjust  judge,  the  Irish  nation  had  played 
the  part  of  the  importunate  widow.  The 
hon.  Member  in  his  allegations,  based 
on  the  Act  of  Union,  forgot  that  such  a 
person  as  the  great  Napoleon  ever 
existed.  Ireland,  of  course,  had  to  pay 
her  share  of  the  cost  of  the  gigantic 
struggle  which  convulsed  the  whole  of 
Europe. 

Mr.    CLANCY:    In   which    Ireland 
had  no  interest  whatever. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  that  was  the 
fallacy  that  lay  at  the  base  of  all  the  hon. 
Member's  arguments.     It  was  not  only 
a  war  of  Greater  Britain,  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  but   a  war  in  which  we  took 
up  and  played  the  man's  part  for  Europe 
against  the  despotism  of  the  First  Napo- 
leon.     Hon.  Gentlemen    might  sympa- 
thise with  the  views  that  first  animated 
the     First    Napoleon ;    but     he    asked 
whether,    in   the   light   of  events,  they 
would  rather  have  been  on  Napoleon V 
side  or  ours  ?     Would  the  fate  of  Ireland 
have  been  happier  as  a  member  of  the 
Continental  Alliance,  with  all  her  port» 
blockaded,  with  all  her  manhooil  drawn 
from  her,  and  all  her  money  drained  into 
the  Treasury  of  France  ?     In  ths  greal 
Napoleonic  struggle  victory  was  cheaper 
than  defeat,  and  that  was  the  answer  to 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Ireland  was  robbed  by  the  Act  of  Union. 
He  passed  to  the  amalgamation  of  the 
two  Debts  in  1817.     The  hon.  Member 
said  that  constituted  another  wrong  and 
injustice  to  Ireland,  and  that  it  led  to 
Ireland  being  taxed  on  a  level  with  Eng^- 
land.     That,  as  the  hon.  Member  after •» 
wards  admitted,  was  not  true  at  that  time. 
Let  them  consider  whether  the  amalga- 
mation of  the  two  Debts  in  1817  wa»  & 
wrong  to  Ireland  or  not  ?     So  far  from 
being  a  wrong  it  was  a  blessing.     The 
other  day  he  came  across  a  quotation  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  Irish  taxes  in  1817  were  bringing 
in  a  sum  of  £4,000,000  to  the  ReveQQ«> 
less  than  they  were  expected  to  bring  in  ; 
and  as  the  Expenditure  was £7,000,000,  in 
order  to  make  up  the  deficiency  Ireli^iid^ 
before  1817,  would  have  had  to  borro^^r, 
these  borrowings  going  to  swell  ap  the 
National  Debt.     After  1817  Ireknd  a&d 
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ow.     If  her  taxes  were  compiitnl    proposed    tbat    tbe    Irish    Government 

£7,000,000  aiid  only  brouglit  in  ;  xhoiiM  Imve  the  power  of  taxing  the  Iriib 
XK),  ihe  Kugliisb  auil  Scotc-b  were  ;  people,  ami  be  culciilatfKl  as  essential  for 
>'  people  who  were  worse  utT  by  the  pnrposc  of  tbe  Irish  GoTcrument  tbat 
ugemeut.  £iigl«nd  bail  a  stroug  there  would  he  a  i^iirplus  of  £500,000. 
against Irelntid  in  this  uoiiueutioii,  Since  tbeii  he  hod  cbnugcd  his  iniud— - 
III  the  Itoyal  Commission  Aat  it  tbe  Government  hiid  changed  tbe 
>c  found  that  tbe  Irish  31eml>ers  cliaracter  of  their  proposal — and  instead 
II  living  in  a  fool's  paradise  over  of  giving  to  the  Irish  Government  for 
^tion  of  the  fiuautial  relatious  [  the  next  xix  yours  tbe  power  of  uontroUing 
the  two  eountries.     Admitting    and  imposing  taxe.",  they    took   it  into 

taxation  Ijctween  tbe  two  eotin-  their  own  hands.  All  the  Irish  Members 
e  equalised,  that  eqinlisation  had  ]  asked  was  tbat  if  tliey  deprived  thera  of 
lis  result:  tbat,  whereas  tbe  £ng-  imposing  and  controlling  the  taxes  of 
1  Scotch  paid  towards  Impei'ial  Ireland,  they  should  ut  least  guarantee  to 
£7  out  of  every  £10  they  raised,  the  Irish  people  the  ainoiiut  which  upon 
b  people  paid  only  £3.  Upon  their  own  cftlciilatiou  tbey  put  forward 
iird  basis,  which  the  present  Chan-  as  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  tbe  Irish 
'  ibe  Exchequer  had  pointed  out  Government.  Where  was  tbe  uareason- 
urred  by  tbein  in  order  to  kcc|>  uhlc  dcnmnd  in  that  !'  Tbe  bou.  Member 
t  he  called  eleemoHynary  coercion,  who  spoke  last  said  they  wanted  the 
proposed  that  this  basis  of  jmy-  English  unlioii  to  manage  ail  these 
ould  be  continued,  and  now  the  thingx  for  them.  They  did  not ;  they 
mtleman  wished  lohave  agunraii-  were  perfectly  willing  to  take  the  offer 
plus  of  £oOO,UOD.  One  argument  the  Government  originally  made,  that 
lad  heeii  most  ctlcctivcly  used  in    the  Irish  (!ovcmmcnt  should  control  the 

of  Home  Rule  was  tbat  Kuf^land  ttixes  of  Ireland.  Tbey  were  willing,  if 
get  rid  of  the  cost  of  the  Police,  the  Government  adhered  to  tbciroriginal 
ilways,  and  other  works  in  Irelitiid.  proposal,  to  take  that  offer  now.  If  this 
ttead  of  tbat  lieiug  tbe  ease,  tbe  country  was  to  control  tbe  taxes  after 
IS  it  stood  placed  upon  the  loicks  ,  tbey  set  up  an  Irish  Government  tbey 
ritish  taxpayersforeverahnrgain  I  must  on  their  part,  in  tbe  name  of  the 
ind  heendenouuced  in  the  strongest  Irish  |ieople,  protest  against  the  im- 
r  iheCbaucellorof  tbeKxeliequcr,  putntioii  wbit-h  would  be  maile  against 
tbe  lion,  lleinbcr  by  bis  Ameud-  them  iil'lcrwards  of  mi.s-govcrnment,  if, 
isbed  to  pile  upon  that  an  lulili-  under  the  svsiom  now  proposed  by  tbe 
urden  of  £500,000  a  year.  ri-jlit  hon.  (iciilleman  the  Leader  of  the 

T.  HARRINGTON  (Uublin,  Governin,.nt,  Ireland  woiUd  not  be  able 
,  ,  to  mnintmii  a  surplus  fuHicicnt  to  carry 
r)  sani,  if  the  cjiso  of  the  ^^^^  ^^^^  (lovernment.  Thev  were  not 
:ember  who  bad  just  spoken  and  wtiML-d  to  the  Ameudmenl'in  this  par- 
ato  Cbancellorof  the  Kxcbequer  |  ticular  form  ;  bnl  the  right  bon.  Geutle- 
>o  complete,  he  expected  they  '  man  would  see  the  aljsm-<lity  of  first 
iave  no  opposition  from  tbem  to  i  putting  forward  a  proposition  that  the 
ointment  of  a  Special  Commission,  i  Irish  were    to    control  their  own  taxes, 

tbe  present,  however,  tbey  bad  I  and  making  a  calculation  fonndeil 
lO  countenance  to  tlic  appointment !  upon  tbat  of  £.>00,(KX)  as  necessary 
Commission, and  sonieohservatioiiH  '  for  the  carrying  on  of  tbe  Government, 
ate  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  and  then  taking  away  from  tbem  the 
leem  to  imply  that  their  opposition    power  of  ntising  their  own   taxes.     By 

proposal  was  to  be  continued,  doing  so  be  left  Ihem  ahsoliilely  power- 
incipleof  tbcAmeudmentwasafair  '  less;  and  if  the  Home  Rule  liill  failed  iu 
d  it  was  unjust  tbat  no  proposal  .  its  pnrpose,  it  wouhl  fail  l>ucanBe  of  this 
sen  (itTered  by  tbe  Government '  provision  :  liecausc  the  Irish  Cioverumcnt 
I  was  suggested.  What  was  their  would  not  lie  able  to  raise  the  money 
rish  Members)  case  ?  When  the  ,  tbat  it  was  the  intention  of  this  scheme 
Minister  proposeil  bis  Hill  for  the  '  to  give  tbem.  He  appealed  to  tbe  Go- 
Government     of     Ireland,    be    vernment  to  make  some  eouvcssion.     It 
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was  all  very  well  to  talk  about  the  Irish 
Government  squandering  the  money  given 
them  ;  but  if  it  were  possible,  as  he  eon- 
tended  it  was,  that  by  some  unforeseen 
expenditure  the  amount  of  money  which 
the  Government  themselves  regarded  as 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  forthcoming,  surely 
it  was  contrary  to  all  reason  and  common- 
sense  not  to  protect  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment against  such  a  contingency. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Dublin  made  a  plain,  straight- 
forward speech  from  his  point  of  view, 
and  proved  from  his  figures  that  succes- 
sive Governments  of  Great  Britain  had 
been  robbing  Ireland.     He  was  not  going 
into  that  question,  but  it  was  due  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Prime   Minister  or 
some  Member  of*  the  Government  should 
say  whether  they  agreed  with  that  view 
or  not.     If  they  did,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member    opposite   was    worthy    of 
attention    on    the    grounds    of    justice. 
But  it  was  to  be  noticed  that  whenever 
the  Government  were  challenged  to  reply 
to  any  of  these  difficult  questions  there 
came  over  the  Treasury   Bench  one  of 
those  brilliant  flashes  of   silence  which 
seemed  to  answer  their  purpose  in  every 
difficulty.     He  wanted  the  Government 
to  pay  attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin   for   another 
purpose.       That   speech    illustrated  the 
union  of  hearts  that  was  to  continue.  He 
felt  thankful,  as  a  Representative  of  the 
British  taxpayer,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the    moment  did   not   represent   the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members,  because, 
if  he  did,  English  Members  would  stand 
aghast  when  they  came  to  contemplate 
what  the  Government    would    have  to 
yield  to  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayers.     But  when  they  remembered 
that  although   the   Party    of   the    hon. 
Member  for  VVaterford  was  in  the  minority 
in  that  House  they  were  far  stronger  in 
Ireland  than  their  numbers  would  appear 
to  indicate,  they  must  come  to  the  con- 
cluiion  that  the  sentiments  and  speeches 
which     they      had      heard    from     hon. 
Members  opposite  that  night   were  the 
sentiments  and  speeches  which  would  be 
taught  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the  other 
— that  Ireland  was  the  robbed  party — and 
they  knew  how   these  sentiments    were 

Mr.  T.  Harrington 


likely  to    be   adopted.       If    those    hon. 
Members  in  a  future  Parliament  should 
represent  the  sentiments  of  Ireland,  what 
was   the   Government  going  to  do    that 
relied  on  those  hon.  Members  opposite  for 
their  Office  ?       They  had  two  things  to 
do.     To  resist  and  probably  lose  Office, 
or   yield   to   the  demands    made   at  the 
expense  of  the  British  taxpayer.       H  it 
was  a  similar  Government  to  the  present, 
they  knew  the  first  alternative  would  not 
be  taken.       They   would    stick    to   the 
Treasury  Bench  through  thick  and  thin  ; 
therefore   this   union   of    hearts    was    a 
very  poor  look-out.       The  hon.  Grentle- 
man  who  moved  the    Amendment  was 
very  hard  on  the  Liberal  Unionists,  call- 
ing  them   audacious,    and    using    other 
epithets    of    a   similar    character.        In 
doing  so  he  was   only   copying,    almost 
verbatim,     the     lansruage      the     Prime 
Minister   used  on    Tuesday  night  in  an 
excited  moment,  and  when  he  had  lost  his 
temper.      The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin  stated  that  by  the  Act  of  Union 
the  Irish  people  were  robbed.      Whether 
that  were  so  or  not,  it  was  abundantly 
evident  that   by  the  Bill  for  the  disrup- 
tion of  the  United  Kingdom,  which   the 
Government  were  forcing  through  by  the 
gag  against  the  will  of  the  majority  of 
Great    Britain,    the    people     of     Great 
Britain  were  to  be  robbed.       That  wa^ 
one  thing  they  had  to  make  clear.      The 
hon.  Member  challenged  his  (Mr.  Jessse 
Ceilings')  statement  that  it  woidd   place 
upon  the  British  people  the  burden  of  the 
deficiency  which  would  result  from  Ire- 
land paying  less  than  her  share  to  the 
Imperial  contributions.     He  repeated  his 
statement,  and  he  declared  from  careful 
calculations  that  the  cost  of  this   Home 
Rule  Bill  to  each  constituency  would  be 
£4,000  per  annum.      In  the  City  of  Bir* 
mingham   it    would    mean    that    a    4d. 
rate  would  have  to  be  imposed  in  order 
to  raise  £32,000  a  year,  which  would   be 
the   cost  to  that  city  to   carry  out  the 
crazy  scheme  of  the  Prime  Minister  for 
breaking  up  the  United  Kingdom.       He 
did  not  think  that  when  this  was  recog- 
nised any  city  would  put  up  with  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  said  tbey 
were   going   to   worry   and   bother   this 
Parliament  until   they  got   their  righf3. 
That  was  a  nice  prospect  for  the  unioti 
of  hearts,  of  the  existence  of  which  tlie 
Prime  Minister  had  so  often  assured  tbeixi« 
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t  for  briakiD^  up  the  Udjom  I  veruraeut  of  tliis  coiiulry  of  liaviug  been 
ab  the  Britiali  taxpayer  beyoud  partieit  to  a  gigantic  auil  auiiaciouB 
it,   and    the  prospect  which   the  i  swiadle  ;  with  being  guilty  of    robbery 

of  hou.  Members  oppo^^ite  ve-  i  anJ  immoral  coiidiiet.  Coming  from  an 
as  aoything  but  cheerful  for  the  Irish  Naliooalist  Member  they  were 
people.  The  Liberal  UnioDist^  I  accustomed  to  langiiageof  that  kind,  and 
liretl  what  waR  fair  under  this  '  llie  ground  of  want  of  time  TCas  a  con- 
t  should  ever  beeoine  law  ;  but  veoient  excuse  for  the  Prime  Minister  for 
ever  would.  All  they  wanted  ,  not  taking  notice  of  this  abuse,  because 
t  Ireland  should  contribute  her  ;  the  Prime  Minister  Iilmaelf,  unhappily, 
'e  towards  Imperial  Expeudi-  !  in  advocating  this  measure,  had  occupied 
'be  old  legal  maxim,  to  tbe  |  a  great  deal  of  time  in  throwing  abuse  on 
il  those  who  participated  in  tbe  i  this  country.  Adjectives  almost  as 
should  share  the  burdens,  oughl  '  strong  as  those  employe<l  by  the  Irish 
jited  to  the  case  of  Ireland.  It  '  Members  had  lieen  made  use  of  by  the 
e  a  good  look-out  for  the  Irish  Prime  Minister  of  England  against  Eng- 
or  of  the  Exchequer  to  be  as-  land.  The  goo<l  name  of  England  would 
a  surplus  j  but  il  would  tend  to  be  sacrificed,  if  necessary,  in  order  that 
n  somewhat  careless  in  making  the  Bill  or  any  particular  clause  in  it 
udget,  because  be  would  lie  as-  should  pass.  The  hon.  Member  for 
it  a  surplus  would  come  to  him.  ,  North  Diiblin  interjected,  in  the  course  of 
other  hand,  tlic  outlook  for  the  the  speech  of  the  hou.  Member  For 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  |  Dover,  that  tbe  Irish  people  had  no 
!  very  bad  indeed.  They  could  i  interest  in  the  Napoleonic  wars.  That 
spirit  in  which  these  proposals  '  was  quite  in  harmony  with  a  slatcment 
i;arded  by  liou.  Members  oppo-  of  a  late  Member  of  the  Irish  Party,  Mr. 
i  far  from  being  a  final  settle-  O'Kelly,  who  said — "An  Irish  rising 
on.  Members  opposite  said  |  would  burst  forth  at  flie  first  signal  from 
that  they  would  worry  and  ,  a  French  warship."  Every  one  of  the 
his  Parliament.  If  anything  limitations  of  the  Government  would  be 
sen    the     eyes    of    the    Prime    accepted  by  the  Irish  Members  pro  inn^o, 

t«  the  madness  of  the  scheme,  ,  and  no  further.  They  would  use  ihie 
ches  of  hon.  Members  opposite    Bill  as  a  lever  for  extortiug  more  from 

0  so.  At  any  rate,  those  the  British  Government,  and  they  had 
would    open    the   eyes  of   tbe    given  fair  notice  of  their  intentions.     In 

constituencies,    and     whenever    the  face  of  those  declarations,  what  be- 

t«r  was  referred    to  them    botli    came  of  the  prospect  held  out  from  time 

Government    would    be  wiped  '  to  time   to  the  electors  of  this  country 

that  if   once   a    free    hand    were  given 

M  c  tvicTfij  /kj  II  11  "J  'l'«  Prime  Minister  to  deal  with 
H.     ^.      tOf^fEK      (Suffolk,    j^^l^^j    ,,_^   j^.^,^    ji^^^,        ^^„,j    ^^ 

t)  said,  the  Amendment  had  met    „^,g,  ,     -j.,,^    ,,„„     Member    for    North 

1  scant  courtesy,  and  such  a  poor  Dublin  had  also  stated  that  nigbt  that 
at  the  bauds  of  every  Member    Ireland  owed  England  nothing,  and  that 

spoken  cither  from  the  Unionist  '  tliey  were  taking  this  measnre  as  a  right, 
ument  side,  that  iio  apprehended  This  measure  was  I>cing  passed  us  the  re- 
I  no  serious  argument  which  had  \  suit  of  fear,  and  he  asked  hon.  Gentle- 
st. But  if  the  Prime  Miuister  men  opposite  what  kind  of  gratitude 
thought  the  Amendment  uu-  from  Irish  Members  would  result 
f  notice,  certainly  the  observa-  from  this  Bill  if  it  were  passed? 
h  which  the  Amendment  was  These  were  concessions  which  hon.  Mem- 
I  were  worthy  the  attention  of  ,  bers  from  Ireland  had  succeeded  in  wring- 
mittee.  He  was  not  at  all  ing  from  the  Prime  Minister,  and  they 
at  the  line  of  argument  tjiken  were  given  to  them  as  a  weapon  to  enable 
over  of  the  Amendment,  and  it  them  to  extract  something  more.  There 
iu  accordance  with  the  argument  was  no  sense  of  community  with  the 
le  hon.  Member  and  his  Party  English  people ;  but,  fortunately,  the 
;ly   used.     He  accused  the  Go-    Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway  (the 
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Nationalists)  did  not  represent  Ireland 
altogether,  for  there  was  a  portion  of 
Ireland  which  was  loyal  to  this  country, 
and  which  intended  to  remain  loyal,  and 
which,  so  far  from  desiring  to  weaken  their 
connection  with  this  country,  desired  to 
strengthen  it.  And  now  a  word  with  re- 
gard to  the  Amendment.  There  was  not 
time  to  discuss  it.  The  Prime  Minister 
claimed  to  dispose  of  it  in  a  sentence. 
The  Prime  Minister  reproached  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  J.  E,  Red- 
mond) with  want  of  care  in  regard  to  the 
Amendment ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  might  be  accused  of  want 
of  care  in  the  reading  of  it.  He  did  not 
seem  to  have  gathered  the  meaning  of 
the  Amendment ;  as  to  whether  one-third 
was  an  excessive  contribution,  and  as  to 
the  proposal  that  there  should  be  a  con- 
tribution of  one-fourth  ;  but,  independ- 
ently of  that,  if  the  surplus  was  not 
£500,000  the  Irish  were  to  contribute 
nothing  at  all. 

An  hon.  Member  :  No. 

•Mr.  H.  S.  foster  said,  it  was  sug- 
gested that  If  the  surplus  was  only 
£499,000,  the  contribution  to  England 
would  be  £1,000  short ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  by  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment, unless  they  had  the  £500,000  surplus 
they  would  have  a  nil  contribution.  He 
was  satisfied  l>oth  sides  of  the  House  would 
not  look  at  that  view  very  favourably. 
The  object  of.  the  Amendment  seemed 
to  him  to  be  to  put  on  record  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  Members  were  not  satisfied  with 
what  the  Prime  Minister  to-day  called  a 
favourable  and  an  equitable  arrangement, 
but  what  next  year  he  might  consider  a 
very  inequitable  arrangement. 

Mr.  RENTOUL   (Down,    E.)    said, 

that  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin 

(Mr.  Clancy),  in   bringing  forward   the 

Amendment,  stated  that  he  did  so  for  two 

reasons — first,  because   it   was   doubtful 

whether  there  would  be  any  surplus  at 
all  in  Ireland  ;  and,  secondly,  because  the 
Irish  would  not  have  control  over  their 
own  taxation.  As  to  the  first  argument, 
the  hon.  Member  might  set  his  mind  at 
rest.  He  might  be  certain  that  there 
would  be  no  surplus — a  fact  which  ought 
to  make  him  more  firm  in  advocating  his 
Amendment.     With  regard  to  the  second 

Mr.  H.  S.  Foster 


point,  he  (Mr.  Rentoul)  could  very  well 
understand  the  feeling  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber,  and    could   thoroughly   sympathise 
with  him.     Of  course,  if  it  was  under- 
stood   that    the    postponement    of    the 
various  important  matters  in  the  Bill  was 
to  be  for  the  purpose  of  getting  some 
skeleton   of  a   measure   passed    at    the 
present  time  which  could   be  afterwards 
filled  up,  and  that  by  putting  forward  the 
measure  the  fears  and  apprehensions  of  the 
Loyalist  minority  could  be  lulled  to  rest, 
there  did  seem  to  be  logic  and  sense  in 
the  plan  of  the  Government.     But  the 
Ulster  Members  understood  these  tactics, 
and  objected  to  the  Bill.     Although  the 
questions    of   taxation,  of   judiciary,    of 
police,   and   of   the  land  were   reserved 
from   the   Irish  Legislature,   the    Ulster 
Members   objected   to   the   Bill    just  as 
much  as  they  would  have  done  if  these 
questions  had  not   been  postponed,   but 
had   been   dealt   with    in    the    measure. 
The    hon.   Member    for   North    Dublin 
moved  that  whenever  the  surplus  avail- 
able for  the  Irish   Parliament  amounted 
to  not    less    than   £500,000,    then,   and 
not       till      then,      one-third      of      the 
General     Revenue     of     Ireland     would 
be    paid    into    the    Exchequer    of    the 
United  Kingdom.     Now,  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  accepted  as  part  of  the   Bill, 
would  it  not  be  the  positive  duty  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  to  keep  the  siir- 
phis  always  under  £500,000  ?     A  point 
which  seemed  to  have  missed  the  notice 
of  all  the  previous  speakers  was  that  the 
Amendment    would    l)e   satisfied    if  the 
surplus  was  Is.  under  £500,000.     Under 
those    circumstances,    the     Amendment 
was   a   much    stronger   onler   than   had 
l>een    at    first    thought.     But    the    hou. 
Member  spoke  of  the  future  taxation  of 
Ireland,  and  said — "  He  would  be  a  Iwld 
Minister  who  would  impose  any  new  tax 
on  Ireland  for  the  next  20  vears."     But 
would  he  be  a  bold  Minister,  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  hon.  Member,  who  would 
put    a   t4ix,  say,  on  the  linen    trade   of 
Belfast  ?  though,  of  course,  there  were 
taxes    that    it    would     require    a    lK>ld 
Minister  to  propose   in  an  Irish  Legisla- 
ture.    But  the  hon.  Member  had  sp<»kcii 
of  the   indignation  which,  he  said,  wof* 
expressed   on  the  platforms  of  England 
when    it   was  pointed  out   that   English 
money   was  being  perpetually  a,*kcd  for 
to  go  into  Irish   pockets.     CousideriDg 
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Cements  maile,  both  iuaide  aud  oiit- 
e  House,  during  tLc  Ust  SU  yeara, 
;riug  tlie  Btatenieiiis  made  by 
rs  from  Ireland  willi  regard  to 
id  and  the  Eaglish  people,  it  was 
be  wondered  at  tliat  the  conHti- 
*  of  England  would  strongly 
tlie  idea  of  EagliRli  money  going 
B  Irish  pockets — especially  if  the 
■ship  wa*  to  be  dissolved.  The 
emiier  had  dealt  with  tlie  police, 

had  pointed  out  that  it  was  nn 
al     Force — a     fact     which    was 

by   the   phrase    "  Uoyal "   being 

to  the  Irish  Constabulary,  But 
ily  enough,  in  ihe  uext  seuteuce, 
on.      Member,     referring     to     a 

made  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
chequer  two  or  three  nights  ago, 

to  the  Fenians,  giving  them  an 
dinarily  high  character  as  patriots 

CHAIRMAN   pointed  ont  that 
ervations  of  the  hou.  Member  were 
evant  to  the  Amendment  before 
nmittec. 
RENTOUL  said,  he  was  referring 

words  which  the  Mover  of  the 
meut   used  rn  the    course   of  his 

Qt. 

CHAIRMAN  waid,  it  did  not 
that    tiie    observations    were    in 

RENTOUL  :  If  you  rule  that  I  , 
to  refer  to  words  used  by  an  hon, 

CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  onler  !  , 
jn.  Member's  argument  is  not  ■ 
t   to  the  Amendment  under  dis-  | 

BENTOUL  said,  the  hon.  Mem-  i 
referred  to  the  state  of  Irelaud  ', 
,e   Union,  referring  to  the  large  , 

of  Debt  for  which  Ireland  was  . 
and   some   of   his   remarks  were  , 

with  laughter  by  hon,  Gentle- 
lO,  probably,  had  not  studied  the  ' 
I  as  deeply  as  the  hon.  Member 
ne.  The  hon.  Member  was 
y  correct  in  a  great  deal  ho  had 
It  ho  had  left  out  of  count  why  it 
It  the  Debt  of  Ireland  had  in- 
at  that  time.  The  hou.  Meml>er 
seqnenlly   indicated  that,  to  bis 

wouiil  not  have  been  relevnut  to 
<nght  before  the  House  wliat  was  j 


the  Htate  of  the  case  at  that  lime. 
Another  hou.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
enormous  cost  of  the  defence  of  this 
Realm  during  the  Napoleonic  Wars,  and 
the  hou.  Member  for  North  Dubliu  (Mr. 
Claucy)  had  said — "  What  had  we  to  do 
with  that?  We  gained  nothing  by  h." 
That  brought  out  as  forcibly  as  any- 
thing could  bring  out  whiit  they  had 
repeatedly  asserted — namely,  that  down  to 
thepreseut  moment  there  had  not  been  dis- 
played by  gentlcmenfrom  Ireland  any  par- 
ticuhkr  interest  in  the  honour  and  well- 
being  and  upstanding  of  England.  When 
the  hon.  Member  who  was  speaking  at  the 
time  said — "  The  money  was  spent  to 
protect  you  as  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom," the  hon.  Meml)er  for  North  Dublin 
said  that  the  people  who  most  wanted  to 
be  protected  at  ihut  time  were  the  people 
of  England.  If  ihat  was  the  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Party,  they 
certainly  had  not  risen  to  the  height  of 
being  strong  supporters  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  or  of  the  Uritish  Empire 
generally.  But  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  Ireland  having  been  robbed  in 
the  past.  He  had  said — "  Anything 
jou  give  to  ns  now  will  be  only  a  fair 
set-off  and  reprisal  for  what  has  taken 
place  in  the  past."  It  was  remarkable 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  answering  the  Amendmeut, 
should  have  passed  over  that  observation 
witnoiit  a  single  remark,  because  if 
.  robl>ery  was  committed  the  Prime 
.  Minister  for  40  ye,arH  had  been  more 
responsible  for  it  than  any  other  living 
.man.  The  Opposition,  however,  did  not 
desire  to  allow  the  observation  to  pass ; 
for  the  simple  reason  that  if  they  did 
it  would  l>e  use<l  against  them  with 
considerable  force.  There  was  au 
immense  amount  of  exaggeration  about 
the  wrongs  which  had  been  perpetrated 
by  England  against  Ireland  in  the  past, 
and  when  they  asked  hou.  Gentlemen 
who  made  the  assertion  to  descend  to 
particulars  lliey  found  that  those  par- 
ticulars wore  remarkably  shadowy,  and 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  8npi>orting  them.  At  the 
time  of  the  Union  Ireland  had  a  popula- 
tion amounting  to  a  little  over  one-tliird 
of  the  population  of  the  United  King- 
dom. The  contributions  from  the 
different  parts  of  the  Uuiteil  Kingdom 
at      tiint      time      were      divided      into 
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17ths.  Ireland  had  to  contribnte 
2-17th8aDd  Great  Britain  lo-l7th8.  If 
the  populations  had  been  what  they  were 
now,  the  case  would  have  been  very 
different ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen,  when  they 
spoke  of  Ireland^s  contribution  at  the 
time  of  the  Union  and  of  the  various 
calculations  and  fixtures  that  were  made 
at  that  time,  always  markedly  abstained 
from  stating  the  relative  populations  in 
those  days.  He  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, not  because  he  should  think  it 
unwise  if  Home  Rule  were  carried — for 
if  Home  Rule  were  adopted  he  should 
believe  in  Ireland  getting  all  she  could 
out  of  England — but  he  objected  to  it 
because  of  the  argument  that  it  was 
warranted  by  the  robbery  of  Ireland  by 
England  in  the  past.  As  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  in  this,  he 
could  not  support  the  Amendment.  But 
he  liked  the  Amendment  from  another 
point  of  view — that  was  to  say,  because 
it  would  be  one  of  the  beet  platform  argu- 
ments they  could  have.  Nothing  would 
weigh  more  strongly  with  the  people  of 
this  country  than  to  tell  them  that  all 
that  had  been  said  in  the  past  about 
getting  rid  of  the  cost  of  Irish  police  and 
light  railways,  and  of  doles  and  sops, 
was  a  fiction.  He  would  neither  vote 
for  the  Amendment  nor  against  it,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  leave  it  to  its 
fate. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  is  a  little  late  in 
the  day  for  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  to  profess  any  concern  for 
the  future  prosperity  of  England* 
Yesterday  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Unionist 
Party,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  declared  that  he  did  not 
care  a  farthing  whether  the  contribution 
to  Imperial  charges  was  paid  at  all  by 
Ireland  if  Home  Rule  was  granted,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Carson)  has  declared  that  he  would 
be  loyal  to  England  only  so  long  as 
England  was  loyal  to  him.  Before  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Dublin  appeared  upon 
the  Paper,  I  had  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment to  add  to  the  end  of  the  sub-section 
the  following : — 

•*  Provided  that  if  in  any  year  the  balance 
remaining  out  of   the  residue  of  the  General 

Mr.  Benioul 


Revenue  of  Ireland  and  the  Mi8cenaneoa8  Re- 
venue of  Ireland  connected  with  the  CivU 
charges  after  payment  of  charges,  existing  or 
creative,  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  including  all 
charges  for  police,  is  less  than  £500,000,  the 
difference  shall  be  deducted  from  the  contribu- 
tion of  Ireland's  liabilities  and  expenditure^  and 
paid  into  the  Irish  Exchequer  as  parts  of  the 
Special  Revenue  of  Ireland." 

That  Amendment  was  one  which  applied 

itself  precisely  to  the  subject.     It  only 

asked   that   if  in   any    year    when    the 

charges  which  now  exist,  and  which  you 
have  created,  or  the  charges  which  you 
are  about  to  create  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  were  paid,  less  than  £500,000 
remained,  that  the  difference,  and  no 
more,  should  be  paid  out  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  thick 
that  suggestion  was  in  line  with  the 
fundamental  idea  of  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  question  of  finance — namely, 
that  Ireland  should  have  a  free  £500,000. 
If  an  opportunity  had  been  afforded  to 
me  to  submit  my  Amendment  to  the 
House  I  think  I  could  have  made  a  ca»e 
upon  it,  and  in  that  case  I  should  have 
thought  it  my  duty  to  challenge  the 
decision  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber put  down  an  Amendment  in  an 
earlier  line  of  the  clause,  and  therebj 
obtained  priority  over  my  Amendment 
by  one  of  simpler  form,  but  one  whicb^ 
as  the  Debate  has  shown,  exposei"  it^lf 
to  criticisms  of  a  damaging  kind.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
carried  the  sub-section  would  read  in 
these  terms — 

"Whenever  the  surplus  available  for  the  Irish 
Government  amounts  to  not  less  than  £500,000 
one-third  part  of  the  GJeueral  Revenue  of  Ire- 
land should  be  pai«l  into  the  Exchequer  of  the 
United  Kingdom.*' 

I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as  the  Amend- 
ment stands,  it  is  open  to  unanswerable 
objections.  The  first  is,  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  in  no  sense  defined  ;  and  if 
in  any  year  of  the  six,  including  the 
transitional  term,  the  Irish  Government^ 
no  matter  what  expenditure  they  might 
make  not  contemplated  by  the  Act,  it 
might  still  be  claimed  that  they  should 
be  entitled  to  have  a  surplus  of  £500,000. 
It  is  obvious,  I  think,  that  such  a  conten- 
tion could  not  be  maintained  before  the 
electors  of  the  Ignited  Kingdom.  In  the 
second  place,  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  that  whilst  in  any  year 
if  £500,000  remained  aft^r  all  the  one- 
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'  tlic  IriBli  GovernmeDt  hod  beeu 
D  a  contrlbiitioD  would  be  paiil 
nperial  Revenue  ;  but  if  there 
£500,000  iu  the  I risli  puree  after 
^es    had    been  paid,  tbea  tliere 

DO  coutributioD,  becauiae  thehoii. 
lu  will  see  that  he  makes  no  [ 
.  for  a  fase  in  which  there  was 
rplus  of  £500,000  ;  and  if  thi^ 
TU8  less  thau  that  amount  id  any  | 

there  would  be  no  provision  for  ; 
ibutioii  to  the  Imperial  Revenue, 
ifore  uo  contribution.  Such  an 
ent  could  not  be   serlouely  con-  I 

In  fact,  he  hail  been  warned  hy  \ 
;;ent1emen  above  the  Gangway  I 
I  Amendment  would  offer  the  \ 
tform  argument  that  the  Torv  I 
uld  possess.  I  do  not  feel  that 
upport  any  Amendment  that  I  I 
it  support  as  well  before  the  i 
lectors  as  in  Ireland  as  being  a 
losal,  just  to  one  country  as  to 
;  and  in  this  view  I  offer  the 
intteman  the  advice  not  to 
i  a  Division  on  his  Amendment. 
ueelion  is  before  the  Committee, 
le  Prime  Minister  has  said  that 
iJgraent  Ireland  ought  to  have 
£500,000  after  the  discharge 
present  engagements,  or 
ents  created  by  the  Act, 
is  opportunity  of  showing  how 

think  it  that  in  the  course  of 
ission,  and  in  the  course  of  this 
>-night,  reference  should  be  made 
r,  to  gifts,  and  to  British  gold. 
:  Committee  that  British  gold  is 
!rne<l  in  the  question.  We  are 
lere  with  Irish  money.  We  are 
rith  the  disposition  of  Eeveuue 
Dm  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
im  the  people  of  Ireland  alone, 
lite  of  all  that  has  been  said  as 
vision  of  taxation  and   the  in- 

the  burden  of  Ireland,  I  say  no 
stiou  ns  the  rcvisiou  of  taxation 
or  is  raieable  by  the  Bill.  The 
ition  is,  there  being  a  Revenue  of 
00  in  Ireland  npon  which  you 
ited  charges  of  £5,000,000,  what 
;oing  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
IW  that  remain  ?  there  is  no 
'  more  general  question  in  the 
■e  us  at  present.  The  £7,000,000 
Etevenue  passes  into  the  Imperial 
nd   after   you    have   dlschargeil 

charges  of  the  Government  in 


Ireland  there 
which  you 
Imperial  cha 
is,  should  y 
whole  of  th 
charges,  or 
Government 
of  the  now  c 
are  created  b 
told  by  hou. 
the  Members 
that  they  are 


stitueucy  m 
£1,000  to£ 
I  submit  tha 
Id.  by  the  s 
of  the  Govei 
connected  w 
Great  Britah 
the  present,  i 
relieve  Gres 
liabilities  wh 
tiuuance  of  tl 

clearly  unde 


in    the   conn 

the  Member 
taken  a  lea 
matter,  I   be 

him    for    cot 

that  they  sb 
Empire  from 
was  £2,254,( 
Revenue  had 
and  it  appet 
e  of  ] 


Revei 
less  thai 
off  that  £36C 
the  error  i 
apply  that  I 
and  I  find 
Imperial  cha 
to  be  £1,* 
surplus  was  i 
ending  Man 
£2,102,000. 
for  the  thre 
£5,860,000, 
surplus  deri' 
chequer  out 
for  the  last  t 
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year.  The  Committee,  and  I  hope  the 
country,  will  bear  iu  miud  that  the 
actual  ^ain  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
from  Ireland  for  the  last  three  years  was 
£1,750,000  a  year,  and  all  thoughtful  men 
will  agree  with  me  that  a  result  drawn  from 
the  average  of  three  years  is  more  trust- 
worthy than  if  it  is  based  on  one.  What 
is  proposed  to  be  given  by  this  scheme  ? 
By  the  scheme  the  Government  propose 
that  the  Imperial  Exchequer  should  receive 
from  Ireland  £2,280,000  a  year—that  is 
to  say,  £330,000  a  year  more  than  you  are 
able  to  take  from  Ireland  under  the  present 
system,  when  you  have  every  penny 
of  the  Irish  Revenue  in  your  own  hands ; 
when  you  have  in  your  own  hands  the 
local  charge,  and  when  you  have  ab- 
solute power  to  determine  what  surplus 
you  should  take.  Therefore,  I  sub- 
mit that  you  will  receive  from 
Ireland  by  the  Act  £330,000  a 
year  more  than  you  receive  at  present. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bordosley  (Mr.  J. 
Collings)  dares  to  go  to  his  constituents 
and  tell  them  anv  such  ridiculous  fable 
as  that  they  are  going  to  lose  £1,000  or 
£4,000  a  year  by  reason  of  this  arrange- 
ment, I  have  only  to  tell  them  that  we 
can  go  to  their  constituencies  as  well  as 
they ;  that  a  very  plain  tale  will  put  them 
down,  and  that  they  will  not  promote 
their  return  to  this  House  at  the  General 
Election  by  attempting  to  mislead  the 
public  mind  by  laying  before  their  con- 
stituencies on  an  important  public  ques- 
tion a  statement  which  can  so  easily  be 
disproved.  I  pass  to  the  next  point  of 
my  contention,  that  even  after  making 
allowance  for  the  contribution  which  vou 
make  towards  the  cost  of  the  Police,  you 
still  retain  as  much  for  Imperial  Revenue 
as  you  receive  at  the  present  moment. 
Considering  the  nature  of  the  Police 
Force  of  Ireland,  considering  how  you 
organised  it  upon  a  scale  proportionate 
to  your  Imperial  wealth  and  not  to  our 
island  poverty ;  considering  1k)w  you  used 
It  not  tor  the  good  of  the  people,  but  to 
prop  a  class,  to  extort  unparalleled  rents 
even  to  the  beggary  and  banishment  of 
the  people — I  say  it  would  have  been 
nothing  wonderful  if  those  who  caused 
the  enlistment  of  that  Force  had  deter- 
mined to  bear  the  whole  cost  of  the 
winding  up  and  dissolution  of  that  Force, 

Mr.  Sexton 


especially  as  Ireland  has  to  bear  the 
charge  of  raising  her  own  Police  Force. 
But  you  do  not.  You  say,  "  We  bear 
one-third  and  you  bear  two-thirds." 
Very  well,  what  charge  do  you  bear  ? 
£480,000  a  year,  and  the  charge  will  be 
a  diminishing  charge.  If  we  assume,  as 
is  intended,  that  the  organisation  of 
the  new  Force  and  the  reduction 
of  the  old  one  shall  proceed 
on  a  regular  and  even  coarse 
throughout  the  transitional  period  of  six 
years,  that  charge  of  £480,000  will 
diminish  in  the  sixth  to  £240,000.  The 
average  charge  for  the  six  years  will  be 
about  £320,000  a  year,  and  taking  that 
£320,000  from  the  £2,280,000  which  is 
to  be  the  quota,  we  reach  this  conclusion 
— and  I  challenge  anyone  to  contradict 
it — that  we  will  pay  for  the  six  years, 
even  after  allowing  for  the  charge  for 
Police,  £196,000  a  year,  whilst  what  you 
received   for   the   last   three   years  was 

• 

£1,950,000.  Therefore,  let  no  one  say 
that  the  charge  for  Police  is  a  gift.  It 
is  nothing  of  the  kind,  for  you  have 
taken  good  care  in  drawing  up  this  plan 
that,  even  when  you  have  paid  the  charge 
for  the  Police,  you  receive  a  little  more 
than  you  have  received  from  Ireland 
under  your  own  Administration  for  the 
last  three  years.       ^ 

Mr.  G08CHEX  :  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  said  it 
is  a  gift. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  have  a  great  respect 
for  the  admissions  of  any  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, no  matter  on  whatever  Bench  be 
sits  ;  but  even  respect  for  the  admission 
of  a  Member  of  the  Government  cannot 
alter  the  force  of  facts.  Can  any  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  either  Bench  get  up 
and  challenge  these  figures  ? 

Mr.  G08CHEN  :  I  challenge  them. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Very  well,  get  up 
and  tell  the  reason,,  and  I  will  sit  down. 
I  will  stand  by  these  figures  here,  or  in 
St.  George^s,  or  in  Islington,  or  Bordeslej, 
or  in  any  other  constituency  where  any 
gentleman  will  say  that  Ireland  is  liene- 
fitting  by  this  arrangement.  Instead  of 
that,  the  United  Kingdom,  whilst  pro- 
fessing to  give  a  gift  in  aid  of  the  Police, 
has  retained  every  penny  that  with  the 
utmost  skill  she  is  able  to  get  out  of  Ir«w 
land,  having  the  management  of  the 
Irish  Revenue  altogether  in  her  own 
hands.       Nevertheless,     this     arraiifre- 
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gfat  terve  under  two  conUitions ;  ri^lil  hon.  GenlleoMu  hki 
if  the  Police  were  to  con-  oarrv  in  tbe  Bill  a.  Selied 
I  at  present  ;  and,  »ecoaiUv,  if  every  member  of  the  Folivc 
f  cbauges  were  created.  Biit  eutitled — even  if  he  joiuH  I 
3  the  case  ia  re^nl  to  Id  Ireland — to  l-5t>th  of 
ice  Force?  I  know  I  but  no  man  each  vear  of  service,  and 
House  is  fiileil  with  greater  vears  of  service  10  yean 
than  the  right  hon.  Geutlemnn  adde^l.  I  put  tbe  nvera^ 
jf  Secrelarv  for  Ireland  in  regard  Irish  Police  at  15  years, 
isulls  of  thi»i  Police  finance.  He  then,  that  each  man  will 
it  involves  an  enDrmouB,  nude- ;  2.5 -oOths  of  his  pay, 
and  I  may  say  immeasii ruble,  liis  actual  service,  and  10 
I  have  endeavoured  to  measure  vears.  He  will  be  entil 
chat  is  the  conclusion  at  which  I  \  to  take  one-half  of  liis  |W 
rived  ?  The  full  sttm  placeil  in  |  so  that  the  pension  cliargi 
li  Budget  for  the  service  of  tbe  I  created,  apart  from  the  pi 
9  £9(0,000 ;  and  unless  Ireland  I  charge,  is  £525,000,  of  i 
p  all  her  Police  charges  within  I  must  pay  two-thirds,  or  £3 
n  for  every  year  of  the  six  she  |  tbe  balance  left  is  only  i 
re  to  encroach  upon  the  surplus.  I  therefore,  there  is  n 
he  right  hon.  Gentleman  the;  £210,000  that  must  <'0]i] 
it  of  the  Local  Government  surplus  of  £500,000.  W 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  jiresent.  1  comes  of  the  free  £500,1 
i  no  more  accomplished  financier  '  almost  half  gone  for  the  Pi 
luntry  than  the  right  bon.  Gentle- I  may  be  said  that  this  chii 
d  I  know  he  will  confirm  me  in  accnie  at  tbe  cud  of  s 
that  unless  Ireland  can  bear  the  I  observe  that  the  reiliictioi 
F  the  charges  for  tbe  Police  out  of  ,  stabnlary  cannot  Ixigin  mit 
70,000  ho  must  encroach  on  the  l>egnn  the  organisation  of  I 
[Mr.  H,  H.  FdWLEit :  Hear,  |  ami  it  cannot  proceed  os 
What  are  the  charges  on  this  '  portion  as  the  new  Fon 
0?  At  first  there  ts  £360,000  (  while  the  Constabulary  Fn 
ions.  Ireland  under  the  scheme  dissolved  until  the  now  For 
o-thinls,  or  £230,000  for  present  For  every  £100  you  lakt 
.  Deduct  that  from  £970,000  and    stabnlary  charge  in  the  ba 

0  is  left  for  the  actual  charge.  -  Ireland  that  country  will 
that  Ireland  must  raise  her  own  £80  for  every  memlior  of  t 
'orce.  The  Prime  Minister  fixed  \  and  £50  for  the  pension  of 
of  that  at  £600,000,  and  I  believe  of  the  old  one  ;  and,  thfrc 
not  l)e  a  penny  less.  Making  '  to  reduce  tlio  charge  in  the 
le  for  the  present  cireumstances  by  £100  Ireland  will  have 
ud,  and  the  difference  of  opinion  of  a  new  charge.  Let  i 
cvails    in    some    districts,    and    the  rctluetlon  of  (he  C'onr 

allowance    also     for    the    nn-  on    at  an  even    rate  for  t 

e  influence   of   precedent  which  years,  which  moans  that  £  I 

e  created  in  influencing  the  pay  is  taken  off*  the  charge.     Ii 

sw  Force,  I  do  not  Wlieve  it  will  off  £120,000  of   this    <ha 

ble  for  many  years  to  come  to  incur  a  deficit  of  £36,(KK). 

1  a  Force  of  the  most  moderate  vear  of  the  provisional  |i 
consistent  with  Irish  wants  for  <  have  a  deficiency  of  £:ifi, 
1  £600.IKX)  a  vear.  Deduct  that  second  year  you  will  have 
r40,000,  ami 'onlv  £140,000  is  £36,000:  for  the  thin!  ye« 
Ireland  to  meet  the  whole  of  the  limes  f.l'i.OOO,  ami  so  on 
tension  charge  erealed  bv  the  final  year  it  will  lie  £2H 
:  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  any  Lilieral  Memlier  Jiste 
ill  be  the  amount  of  that  )iension  ^ay    wh<;lli(:r    he    nndnrMl'» 

The    present    eh^tzu   fur  pav    Prime  Mintsler  !')ld   u«  w* 
ranee  ia£l,a50,00')  a  year.     The    a  free  £A)0,000  for  the  pni 
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year.  The  Committee,  aud  I  Lope  the 
country,  will  bear  iu  raiud  that  the 
actual  gain  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
from  Ireland  for  the  last  three  years  was 
£1,750,000  a  year,  aud  all  thoughtful  men 
will  agree  with  me  that  a  result  drawn  from 
the  average  of  three  years  is  more  trust- 
worthy than  if  it  is  based  on  one.  What 
is  proposed  to  be  given  by  this  scheme  ? 
By  the  scheme  the  Government  propose 
that  the  Imperial  Exchequer  should  receive 
from  Ireland  £2,280,000  a  year — that  is 
to  say,  £330,000  a  year  more  than  you  are 
able  to  take  from  Ireland  under  the  present 
system,  when  you  have  every  penny 
of  the  Irish  Revenue  in  your  own  bands ; 
when  you  have  in  your  own  hands  the 
local  charge,  and  when  you  have  ab- 
solute power  to  determine  what  surplus 
you  should  take.  Therefore,  I  sub- 
mit that  you  will  receive  from 
Ireland  by  the  Act  £330,000  a 
year  more  than  you  receive  at  present. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr.  J. 
CoUings)  dares  to  go  to  his  constituents 
and  tell  them  any  such  ridiculous  fable 
as  that  they  are  going  to  lose  £1,000  or 
£4,000  a  year  by  reason  of  this  arrange- 
ment, I  have  only  to  tell  them  that  we 
can  go  to  their  constituencies  as  well  as 
they ;  that  a  very  plain  tale  will  put  them 
down,  and  that  they  will  not  promote 
their  return  to  this  House  at  the  General 
Election  by  attempting  to  mislead  the 
public  mind  by  laying  before  their  con- 
stituencies on  an  important  public  ques- 
tion a  statement  which  can  so  easily  be 
disproved.  I  pass  to  the  next  point  of 
my  contention,  that  oven  after  making 
allowance  for  the  contribution  which  vou 
make  towards  the  cost  of  the  Police,  you 
still  retain  as  much  for  Imperial  Revenue 
as  you  receive  at  the  present  moment. 
Considering  the  nature  of  the  Police 
Force  of  Ireland,  considering  how  you 
organ iae<l  it  upon  a  scale  proportionate 
to  your  Imperial  wealth  and  not  to  our 
island  poverty ;  considering  liow  you  used 
it  not  tor  the  good  of  the  people,  but  to 
prop  a  class,  to  extort  unparalleled  rents 
even  to  the  beggary  and  banishment  of 
the  people — I  say  it  would  have  been 
nothing  wonderful  if  thaso  who  caused 
the  enlistment  of  that  Force  had  deter- 
mined to  bear  the  whole  cost  of  the 
winding  up  and  dissolution  of  that  Force, 

Mr.  Sexton 


especially  as  Ireland  has  to  bear  the 
charge  of  raising  her  own  Police  Force. 
But  you  do  not.  You  say,  "  We  bear 
one-third  and  you  bear  two-thirds." 
Very  well,  what  charge  do  you  bear  ? 
£480,000  a  year,  and  the  charge  will  be 
a  diminishing  charge.  If  we  assume,  as 
is  intended,  that  the  organisation  of 
the  new  Force  and  the  reduction 
of  the  old  one  shall  proceed 
on  a  regular  and  even  course 
throughout  the  transitional  period  of  six 
years,  that  charge  of  £480,000  will 
diminish  in  the  sixth  to  £240,000.  The 
average  charge  for  the  six  years  will  be 
about  £320,000  a  year,  and  taking  that 
£320,000  from  the  £2,280,000  which  i« 
to  be  the  quota,  we  reach  this  conclusion 
— and  I  challenge  anyone  to  contradict 
it — that  we  will  pay  for  the  six  years, 
even  after  allowing  for  the  charge  for 
Police,  £196,000  a  year,  whilst  what  you 
received  for  the  last  three  years  wa» 
£1,950,000.  Therefore,  let  no  one  say 
that  the  charge  for  Police  is  a  gift.  It 
is  nothing  of  the  kind,  for  you  have 
taken  good  care  in  drawing  up  this  plan 
that,  even  when  you  have  paid  the  charge 
for  the  Police,  you  receive  a  little  more 
than  you  have  received  from  Ireland 
under  your  own  Administration  for  the 
last  three  years.       ^ 

Mr.  G08CHEN  :  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  said  it 
is  a  gift. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have  a  great  respect 
for  the  admissions  of  any  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman,  no  matter  on  whatever  Bench  he 
sits  ;  but  even  respect  for  the  admission 
of  a  Member  of  the  Government  canaot 
alter  the  force  of  facts.  Can  any  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  either  Bench  get  up 
and  challenge  these  figtires  ? 

Mr.  G08CHEN  :  I  challenge  them. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Very  well,  get  up 
and  tell  the  reason,,  and  I  will  sit  down. 
I  will  stand  by  these  figures  here,  or  to 
St.  George's,  or  in  Islington,  or  Bordeelej, 
or  in  any  other  constituency  where  any 
gentleman  will  say  that  Ireland  is  bene- 
fitting by  this  arrangement.  Instead  of 
that,  the  United  Kingdom,  whibt  furcv- 
fessing  to  give  a  gift  in  aid  of  the  Police^ 
has  retained  every  penny  that  with  tb« 
utmost  skill  she  is  able  to  get  out  of  Ire- 
land, having  the  management  of  the 
Irish  Revenue  altogether  in  her  own 
hands.       Nevertheless,      this      arrange- 
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ment  might  serve  uuder  two  conditiouB : 
First,  if  the  Police  were  to  con- 
tinue as  at  present ;  and,  secondly,  if 
no  new  changes  were  created.  But 
what  is  the  case  in  regard  to 
the  Police  Force  ?  I  know  that  no  man 
in  the  House  is  filled  with  greater 
auxiety  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  ret^ard 
to  the  results  of  this  Police  finance.  He 
knows  it  involves  an  enormous,  unde- 
finable,  and  I  may  say  immeasurable, 
burden.  I  have  endeavoured  to  measure 
it,  and  what  is  the  conclusion  at  which  I 
have  arrived  ?  The  full  sum  placed  in 
the  Irish  Budget  for  the  service  of  the 
Police  is  £970,000  ;  and  unless  Ireland 
can  keep  all  her  Police  charges  within 
that  sum  for  every  year  of  the  six  she 
will  have  to  encroach  upon  the  surplus. 
I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  present. 
There  is  no  more  accomplished  financier 
in  the  country  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  I  know  he  will  confirm  me  in 
saying  that  unless  Ireland  can  bear  the 
whole  of  the  charges  for  the  Police  out  of 
that  £970,000  ho  must  encroach  on  the 
surplus.  [Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  :  Hear, 
hear  !]  What  are  the  charges  on  this 
£790,000?  At  first  there  is  £360,000 
for  pensions.  Ireland  under  the  scheme 
pays  two-thirds,  or  £230,000  for  present 
pensions.  Deduct  that  from  £970,000  and 
£740,000  is  left  for  the  actual  charge. 
Out  of  that  Ireland  must  raise  her  own 
Police  Force.  The  Prime  Minister  fixed 
the  cost  of  that  at  £600,000,  and  I  believe 
it  will  not  be  a  penny  less.  Making 
allowance  for  the  present  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  and  the  difference  of  opinion 
that  prevails  in  some  districts,  and 
making  allowance  also  for  the  un- 
fortunate influence  of  precedent  which 
yon  have  created  in  influencing  the  pay 
of  the  new  Force,  I  do  not  believe  it  will 
be  possible  for  many  years  to  come  to 
maintain  a  Force  of  the  most  moderate 
number  consistent  with  Irish  wants  for 
less  than  £600,000  a  year.  Deduct  that 
from  £740,000,  and  only  £140,000  is 
left  for  Ireland  to  meet  the  whole  of  the 
future  pension  charge  created  by  the 
Schedule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  will  be  the  amount  of  that  pension 
charge  ?  The  present  charge  for  pay 
«nd  allowance  is  £1,050,000  a  year.     The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  has  proposed  to 
carry  in  the  Bill  a  Schedule  by  which 
every  member  of  the  Police  Force  will  be 
entitled — even  if  he  joins  the  local  force 
in  Ireland — to  l-50th  of  his  pay  for 
each  year  of  service,  and  to  his  actual 
years  of  service  10  years  have  to  be 
added.  I  put  the  average  service  of  the 
Irish  Police  at  15  years.  The  average, 
then,  that  each  man  will  take  will  be 
25-50ths  of  his  pay,  15-50ths  for 
his  actual  service,  and  10  for  the  added 
years.  He  will  be  entitled,  therefore, 
to  take  one-half  of  his  pay  as  pension, 
so  that  the  pension  charge  about  to  be 
created,  apart  from  the  present  pension 
charge,  is  £525,000,  of  which  Ireland 
must  pay  two-thirds,  or  £350,000.  But 
the  balance  left  is  only  £140,000,  and, 
therefore,  there  is  a  difference  of 
£210,000  that  must  come  out  of  the 
surplus  of  £500,000.  What,  then,  be- 
comes of  the  free  £500,000?  It  is 
almost  half  gone  for  the  Police  alone.  It 
may  be  said  that  this  charge  will  only 
accrue  at  the  end  of  six  years,  but 
observe  that  the  reduction  of  the  Con- 
stabulary cannot  begin  until  Ireland  has 
begun  the  organisation  of  her  new  Force, 
and  it  cannot  proceed  except  in  pro- 
portion as  the  new  Force  is  created, 
while  the  Constabulary  Force  cannot  be 
dissolved  until  the  new  Force  is  complete. 
For  every  £100  you  take  oflT  the  Con- 
stabulary charge  in  the  balance-sheet  of 
Ireland  that  country  will  have  to  incur 
£80  for  every  member  of  the  new  Force 
and  £50  for  the  pension  of  every  member 
of  the  old  one  ;  and,  therefore,  in  order 
to  reduce  the  charge  in  the  balance-sheet 
by  £100  Ireland  will  have  to  incur  £130 
of  a  new  charge.  Let  us  assume  that 
the  reduction  of  the  Constabulary  goes 
on  at  an  even  rate  for  the  whole  six 
years,  which  means  that  £120,000  a  year 
is  tiiken  oflT  the  charge.  In  order  to  take 
off  £120,000  of  this  charge  you  must 
incur  a  deficit  of  £36,000.  For  the  first 
year  of  the  provisional  period  you  will 
have  a  deficiency  of  £36,000 ;  for  the 
second  year  you  will  have  one  of  twice 
£36,000  ;  for  the  third  year  one  of  three 
times  £36,000,  and  so  on,  until  in  the 
final  year  it  will  be  £210,000.  I  ask 
any  Liberal  Member  listening  to  me  to 
say  whether  he  understood  when  the 
Prime  Minister  told  us  we  were  to  have 
a  free  £500,000  for  the  purposes  of  Ire- 
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of  moying  my  Amendment  I  should  have 
yentiired  to  press  it,  bat  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  of    the    hon.    Grentle- 
man  raises  the  question  in  a  form  which 
I  can    support.      It     is    open    to    two 
objections ;  First,  it  does  not  define  the 
sorpins  ;  and,  secondly,  it  is  open  to  the 
objection  that  if   there   was  no  surplus 
in  anj  year  there  would  be  no  contribu- 
tion to  the  Imperial  Revenue  at  all.     I 
could  not  support    any   Amendment   of 
that  kind,  for  I  am  determined  to  take  a 
high  ground  of  equity  in   the  matter.     I 
could  not  support  any  Amendment  which 
I  could  not  recommend  as  just,  not  only 
to  the  electors  of  Ireland,  but  also  to  the 
electors  of  Great    Britain,  upon  whose 
judgment  the  final  decbion  of  this  ques- 
tion must  rest.     I  think  those  who  have 
heard    me    will  agree  that  I   have  en- 
deavoured to  address  myself  to  this  ques- 
tion   in    a    reasonable   spirit.      [^Minis- 
terial cheers.']      I  am  glad  of  that  ex- 
pression of  sympathy  from  hon.  Members 
opposite,    and    I    rely   on   the    Liberal 
Party,    and    especially    on    the    Prime 
Mlnlgter,  even  at  this  late  stage,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that,  even  after  the  Police 
allowance  you  will  receive  from  Ireland 
as  much  as  you  do  at  present — to  con- 
sider whether  by  some  modifications  of 
the  Police  arrangements,  by  some  limited 
guarantee    of  a    surplus    for     purposes 
conuected  with  the  passage  of  the  Act, 
he  could    not    afford    some    reasonable 
prospect    of  that  stability  in  the    Irish 
Government  which  is  the  first  condition 
of  government,  and   which    I  am  sure, 
whatever  may  be  thought  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  every  friend  of    the  Home 
Rule  policy  would  desire. 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  said,  he 

hoped    no    one    would    accuse    him    of 

being   the    Devil's    Advocate.     He    had 

not  intended  to  take  part  in  the  Debate 
except  to  defend  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government 
against  himself.  In  that  respect  he  was 
quite  willing  to  assume  for  the  moment 
the  part  of  the  Devil's  Advocate.  Tb<» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  charged 
with  being  a  robber — which  he  (Mr. 
Darling)  should  not  have  thought 
strictly  Parliamentary — and  with  having 
been  engaged  in  robbery  from  his  entrance 
into  pabJie  life  down  to  1886,  and  to 
have  been  aaeisted  in  that  by  persons  who 


were     characterised     by     their     smug 
hypocrisy.     The    Prime    Minister    was 
accused   of  being  a  robber   because   he 
extended  the   Income   Tax   to  Ireland, 
and  also  because  he  increased  the  Spirit 
Duties  payable  on  Irish  spirits  when  he 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
year  1853.     Now  it  appeared,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin, 
that    this     was    robbery.       When    the 
Prime   Minister  made   bis    proposal    in 
1853    he    was   attacked    by    the    Irish 
Members.      In     fact,    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman    had   always    been   attacked 
by  the  Irish  Members  tiown  to  18H6,  and 
probably  he  would  be  again   after   the 
present  Bill  had  been  rejected.     In  the 
course  of  the  Debate  in   1853  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    was  attacko<l   by  the 
Irish  Members  on  account  of  the  increase 
of  the  Spirit  Duty,  and  in  his  defence  he 
protested  against  the  reckoning  the  im- 
position   of    an    additional    duty    upon 
spirits   as   if  it   were   something   to  bo 
brought  to  account  between  Ireland  and 
England.    But  it  was  brought  to  account 
that  very  day.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  he  denied  that  it 
was  to  be  set  down  as  a  burden  inflicted 
upon    Ireland  ;  for    if   Ireland    with    a 
population  of  5,000,000  or  7,000,000  felt 
aggrieved  by  paying  £190,000  on  spirits, 
he  did  not  know  what  they  would  say  to 
poor  Scotland  which  was  relieved  from  no 
consolidated   annuities   at   all,   although 
they  were  going  to  ask  from  Scotland, 
with  a  population  of  only  3,000,000,  the 
sum  of  £270,000.     He  also  denied  that 
it  was  amongst  the  rights  of  man  that 
an    Irishman     should     be     allowed    to 
intoxicate  himself  for   2s.  4d.  a  gallon, 
whereas  the  Englishman  could  not  do  it 
under  7s.  lOd.     It  was,  he  further  added, 
an  utterly  unreasonable  thing  to  take  any 
such  view  as  that  the  additional  Spirit  Duty 
was  a  wrong  inflicted  upon  Ireland.    Yes, 
but  that  was  the  view  taken  now  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  supporters — 
by  a  dozen  of  them,  if  not  by  80.     In  the 
same  Debate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
f<  lid   very  much    to   the   same  effect  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  Income 
Tax.     The  whole  of  the  present  Debate 
had  turned  upon  these  two  questions  of 
the  Spirit  Duty   and  the   Income  Tax. 
England  was  the  robber  because  it  ex- 
tended the  Income  Tax  to  Ireland  and 
increased   the   Spirit   Duty  payable   by 
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Ireland  when  the  right  hon.  Geutlemau 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That 
was  the  head  and  front  of  the  offence  of 
England.  Now,  if  he  (Mr.  Darling)  be- 
longed to  a  thin-skinned  people — to  a 
people  who  did  not  like  to  be  commended 
for  their  eloquence  if  they  did  not  exactly 
like  the  terra  in  which  it  was  expressed — 
he  should  object  to  the  nation  to  which 
he  belonged  being  called  a  nation  of  rob- 
bers. Although  he  was  nearly  as  pure 
a  Scotchman  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  opposite,  the  one 
drop  of  English  blood  which  everyone 
had  in  himself,  except  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  revolt  at  being  told 
he  belongeil  to  a  nation  of  robbers,  and 
being  told  that  upon  the  strength  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  in 
1853.  It  would  be  remembered  that  the 
Act  of  Union  was  stated  in  the  Debate 
that  day  to  have  been  one  of  the  in- 
justices to  Ireland,  and  the  arrangements 
under  that  Act  were  put  iforward  as  a 
continuance  of  financial  injustices.  On 
the  occasion  of  the  Debate  in  1863  the 
present  Prime  Minister  said,  in  defending 
the  extension  of  the  Income  Tax  to 
Ireland — 

"It  was  rather  remarkable  that  the  proceed- 
ings relating  to  the  Act  of  Union,  which  had 
occurretl  in  the  interval,  should  have  been 
allowed  to  drop  entirely  out  of  sight.  They 
had  been  told  it  was  a  very  hard  case  that 
Ireland  should  pay  £4,000,000,  or,  as  one  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  £5,000,000,  towards  the  general 
Revenue  of  the  Empire.  That  was  said  to  be  a 
very  hard  case,  and  Ireland,  it  was  adderl,  woukl 
have  been  much  better  off  if  her  financial 
concerns  had  been  kept  entirely  separate  from 
those  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

That  was  exactly  what  was  said  by  the 
Member  for  North  Dublin — that  Ireland 
would  have  been  better  off  if  she  had 
been  allowed  to  keep  her  financial  con- 
cerns  entirely  to  herself,  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  feel  inclined 
to  get  up  to-day  to  contradict  what  was 
said  against  his  own  finance,  on  the 
pretext  that  he  had  not  time.  He  would 
not  say  by  whose  fault  it  was  he  had 
not  time.  He  (Mr.  Darling)  had  been 
brought  up  in  a  school  where  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  not  studied,  where  it 
was  taught  that  a  man  might  not  take 
advantage  of  his  own  wrongs.  But  that 
was  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
sought  to  do.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  had  time  to  make  a  defence  to- 

Mr,  Darling 


day,  but  in  1863  he  made  a  defence  in 
which  he  emphatically  denied  that  Ire- 
land was  unjustly  taxed  for  tbe  sake  of 
England,  but  quite  the  contrary,  and  he 
showed  there  was  no  hardship  whatever 
in  her  case.  That  was  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  in  1863  when  be 
dared  to  say  anything  ;  would  he  dare  to 
say  anything  different  now  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  We  have  spent  an  interesting 
evening  in  the  discussion  of  this  finaucial 
question,  initiated,  I  think,  almost  en- 
tirely by  the  Irish  Members.  Sir,  no 
doubt  the  Irish  Members  have  a  fall 
right  to  be  heard  upon  a  matter  which  is 
to  them  of  interest  and  considerable  im- 
portance. I  do  not  think  they  will  be 
prepared  to  say  that  even  now,  after  the 
opportunity    which    has    been    afforded 

them,  they  have  nearly  exhausted  wiuit 
they  have  to  say  on  the  subject,  and 
yet  in  a  few  minutes  the  guillotine 
will  descend  upon  friend  and  foe  alike — 
upon  Irish  eloquence  as  well  as  upon 
that  which  proceeds  from  Unionist 
sources.  As  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  think  he  himself  mast 
have  become  convinced  that  it  is  an  im- 
possible one.  Its  object  we  all  under- 
stand. It  is  to  secure  to  Ireland  a  free 
surplus  of  £500,000,  whether  Ireland  is 
extravagant  and  spends  more  than  she 
ought  to  spend  ;  whether  the  Revenae  of 
the  United  Kingdom — and,  of  course,  he 
Revenue  of  Ireland  with  it — diminishet^ 
and  thereby  lessens  the  balance  :  in  either 
of  these  cases  it  is  to  the  British  pocket 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  looks  to  make 
up  the  amount.  And,  Sir,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  even  by  his  Friend  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Kerry,  he  will  not 
adequately  secure  his  object  by  the 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerrv  —  who,  1 
observe,  invariably  puts  d'own  a  com- 
petitive  Amendment  whenever  any 
Member  of  the  other  section  of  the  Iri^i 
Party  intervenes  in  the  discussion — the 
hon.  Member  from  North  Kerry  ha> 
an  Amendment  of  his  own  wbicK. 
curiously  enough,  he  defers 

•Mr.  CLANCY  :  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerrv 
put  down  before  mine. 
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Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  quite 
nndergtaud  that  the  competition  pro- 
ceeded from  the  hon.  Member. 

•Mr.  CLANCY  :  We  announced  this 
Amendment  through  the  mouth  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Waterford 
on  the  very  first  night  that  the  new 
financial  plan  was  stated  to  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  certainiy  a  humorous  poli- 
tician. He  interrupts  me,  in  the  first 
place,  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  had  precedence  of  him  ;  and 
he  interrupts  me,  in  the  second  place,  to 

say  that  he  was  first  in  the  field.    I  do  not 
think  that  it  matters  much,  but  it  all  goes 
to  support  my  opinion  that  whenever  any 
Member  of  either  section  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  puts  down  an  Amendment  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  section  hastens  to  put 
down  another.     The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  which  is 
directed  to  the  same  object,  would  un- 
doubtedly achieve  it  more  satisfactorily  ; 
but  we  have  not,  thanks  to  the  Govern- 
ment, time  for  its  discussion.     If  we  had, 
I  would  venture  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to   the    Amendment    of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry,  and  whereas 
he  proposes  that  whenever  the  surplus — 
over  which  the  Irish   Government  will 
have  large,  if   not  entire,  control — sinks 
below  £500,000  the  deficiency  shall  be 
made  up  by    the  British  Exchequer,  I 
would  propose  that  whenever  the  surplus 
exceeds  £500,000  the  balance  should  go 
to  the  British  taxpayer.     But,  as  I  have 
said,  we  have   not   time  to  discuss  this 
most  interesting  subject.     Neither  have 
I   time  to  answer  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry's  bold    challenge   that  his 
statements  could  not  be  disputed.  He  made 
a  general  statement  concerning  the  finance 
which  would  have  been  more  in  place  if 
it    had  been   delivered    on    the  Second 
Reading  of  the   clause.      Although   his 
challenge   was  apparently  addressed   to 
us,  it  was  really  addressed  to  the  Govern- 
ment Benches.     His  speech  was  a  criti- 
cism of  the  finance  of  the  Government, 
and  went  to  show  that  the  Government, 
like  every    preceding  Government,  was 
prepared  to  rob  the  Irish  people.     This 
A^as     his    statement,     that    the     finan- 
cial proposals  of  the  Government  were 
intolerable     except     under      conditions 


which      the      hon.      Member      showed 
were     absent     from     this     scheme.     It 
is  this  statement  that  the  financial  scheme 
of  the  Government  is  robbery  and  intoler- 
able  that    the   hon.   Member    gallantly 
proposes  to  repeat  before  the  constituents 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington  and  of 
the   right   hon.  Member  for   Bordesley. 
Perhaps  he  will  be  kind  enough,  at  the 
same  time,  to  visit  West  Birmingham.    I 
am  sure  he  will  have  a  reception  worthy 
of  his  merit,  and  I  will  only  ask,  if  he 
does  accept  my  invitation,  that  when  he 
makes   this    tremendous   charge   against 
the  Government,  whom  I  certainly  shall 
not  be  there  to  defend,  he  will  tell  my 
constituents,  at  the  same  time,  what  he 
thinks  of  the  finality  of  the  Government's 
proposal.     But,  in  answer  to  the  whole 
contention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry,  I  will  say,  without  entering  into 
figures,  that  he  has  entirely  omitted  to 
consider  our  arguments  and  views.     We 
accept  the  statement  of  the  Government 
that   by  this  Bill  they  are  giving,  for  a 
time   at   all   events,   a   clear  benefit   of 
£500,000  a  year  to  the  Irish  people.     We 
are  not  satisfied  with  that  statement,  and 
we  say  that  if  there  is  to  be  a  separation  of 
interests — if  there  is  to  be  a  conclusion  of 
the  partnership  which  has  been  going  on 
for  more  than  90  years — the  sum  which 
Ireland   ought   to   pay    is  not   the   sum 
which  she  does  pay,  but  a  sum  reckoned 
according  to  her  taxable  capacity.     We 
say  that  the  charge  which  will  be  put 
upon  her  by  the  Government  scheme  is 
£1,800,000  less   than   she  ought  to  pay, 
and  upon  that   issue  we  intend  to  go  to 
our   constituents.     [^Interruption,']     We 
are  approaching  the  end  of  all   things, 
and  I  notice  that  hon.  Members  are  even 
impatient   in  regard   to  the  few  minutes 
which  still  remain  before   10  o'clock  is 
reached.    [Cries  of*'*'  No  !  "  and  cheers.] 
I  am  thankful  for  hon.  Members*  courtesv, 
and  I  will   endeavour   to   occupy   these 
few     minutes     to     their   profit    and    to 
my      pleasure.       We     have     come,    at 
all    events,  to  the    last    scene   in  what 
I    think    I   may   call    the   discreditable 
farce   to   which   the   Government    have 
reduced  the  proceedings  of  the  mother  of 
Parliaments,  and  it  is  to  us  not  the  least 
matter  of  regret  that  this  position  should 
have  been  reached  by  the  action  of  one 
whom  we  are  all  ready  to  recognise  as 
one   of   the   greatest   of    Parliamentary 
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figures.  What  is  the  situfttion  ?  We 
have  beeu  discuesiag  the  fiiiaDcial  re- 
lationa  betweeu  the  two  countries.  There 
could  not  be  b  matter  of  greater  im- 
portance and  interest  to  the  people — to 
the  taxpayera  of  this  country.  It  in- 
terests the  British  people  to  know  how 
much  they  are  expected  to  pay  for 
creatiiig  a  system  of  Home  Rule  for 
Irelaud,  and  here  is  a  eurious  fact. 
Throughout  these  proceedings  upon  the 
financial  scheme  not  one  single  Amend- 
raeut  has  been  put  upon  the  Paper  iu 
the  name  of  any  supporters  of  the 
Goverument,  There  are  Ameudmeuls 
down,  and  many  of  them  in  the  uames  of 
Irish  Members  who  are  considering — and 
rightly  consideriug — the  iulorcsts  of  their 
couatitueots  and  country,  but  not  one  of 
the  British  supjwrterBof  llie  Government 
iias  fonud  iu  his  heart  to  put  down  an 
AmoLidmeut  to  protect  his  coustitueuts 
or  to  protect  his  country.  What  is  the 
reason  tor  that  ?  The  reaaou,  of  course, 
is  that  hou.  Members  behind  the  Govorn- 
raent  think  that  these  proposals  are  ab- 
solutely satisfactory  ;  they  think  that 
they  are  perfect  and  cannot  be  improved. 
[Mr.  UoHV  :  Uudcr  the  circumstances.] 
Under  the  circumstances,  says  the  hou. 
Member  !  It  would  be  difficult  to  im- 
prove them  in  five  minutes.  Tbey  think 
that,  iiuder  the  circumstances,  the  pro- 
posals of  tbo  Government  cannot  be  im- 
proved. Yes  ;  but  they  thought  that  the 
last  scheme  was  perfect  and  could  not  be 
improved.  They  think  every  scheme,  as 
it  successively  proceeds  from  the  fertile 
brain  of  the  Prime  Minister,  is  perfect 
and  cannot  be  improved  under  the 
circumstances.  That  has  l)een  their 
attitude  with  regard  to  the  whole  of  this 
Bill,  which  has  beeu  changed  again  and 
again  in  the  course  of  the  last  few  weeks. 
It  is  not  the  same  as  it  was  .  when  they 
agreed  with  eulhusiasm — under  the  cir- 
cumstances—to  the  Second  Reading. 
Since  then  the  most  important,  the  most 
vital  question  of  all — the  question  of  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members — has  beeu 
changed  aud  changed  in  a  way  directly 
opposite  to  the  pledge — the  promise — 
which  was  given  to  the  constituencies  of 
this  countrv  by  the  Prime  Minister 
himself.  f"  No,  uo  !  "  and  cAeers-l 
What  ia  the  use  of  hon.  Members  saying 
"  No  "  ?  I  have  quoted  the  words  of  the 
Mr.' J.  CkambertaiH 


Prime  Minister, 
a  speech  at  MaU' 

"  I  will  nayer  "— 
Etaocai— "I  wiH  c 
domestic  L^ialatui 
the  Irisb  Membett 
with  English  and  ^ 

I  say  that  this  1 
its  moat  vital  fi 
always  been  foui 
hers  behind  the 
Prime  Minister 
say,  "it  is  good 
calls  "white,"  an 
It  is  always  the 
since  the  time  o 
such  slavish  ad 
oy  "Progress !" 

It  being  Ten  ol 
in  pursuance  of  i 
of  the  30th  June 
and  put  the  Que 
forthwith  : — 

Amendment 
before  the  words 
the  worda  "  \ 
available  for  t 
amouDts  to  not 
thousand  poundi 


TheCommilte 
aud  the  Tellers 
Ayes  Mr.  Clanc 
moiid  ;  for  the 
aud  Mr.  Thomas 
"Mr.  VICAR 
Albans)(aeateJ  9 
Mellor,  I  draw  y 
of  Order.  An  I 
"  Judas  !"  [/a/ 
hon.  Member  foi 
of  Liverpool. 
Mellor— [''  Orde 
cried  out  "  Jndat 
OTid  great  coh/hi 

The  CHAIR 
order  ! 

Mr.  VlCARl 
the  hoD.  Mem 
Division  called 
["Order  I"  and 
that  his  words  h 
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The  chairman  :  The  expression 
did  not  reach  my  ears.  [Cries  cj/*"  Oh, 
oh!'^] 

Mr.  VICAEY  GIBBS  :  It  reached 
mine,  and  I  move  that  it  be  taken  down. 
[CVt^*o/"Name!"] 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  It  does 
not  matter,  Mr,  Mellor,  whether  jou 
heard  it  or  not. 

The  chairman  again  put  the 
Question,  and  Members  rose  to  leave  the 
House,  there  being  meanwhile  consider- 
able excitement,  noise,  and  disorder. 

An  hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  addressing  hon.  Mem- 
bers seated  near  him,  said,  "  Don't 
move." 

Mb.  HANBURY  (seated,  and  with 
his  hat  on)  :  I  beg  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Mellor,  whether  you  distinctly  refuse  to 
pat  that  Question  on  the  ground  that  you 
did  not  hear  the  expression  ?  [/rt/er- 
ruptiony  and  cries  of  "  Name  !  "] 

Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  :  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Mellor,  with  all  respect,  that  you 
put  the  Motion  which  I  have  made. 

[[The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans 
then  approached  the  Table,  and  held  a 
conversation  with  the  Chairman.] 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Mr.  Mellor,  I  call  your  atten- 
tion to  Rule  289. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Mr.  Mellor,  are 
the  words  taken  down  ? 

The  chairman  :  Yes. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (seated,  with  his 
hat  on)  said  :  Mr.  Mellor 

The  chairman  :  The  doors  must 
bo  opened. 

The  Chairman  directed  the  words  to 
be  taken  down,  and  left  the  Chair  to 
report  them  to  the  House. 

The  House  re^sumed. 

Whereupon, 

•The  CHAIRMAN,  addressing  the 
Speaker,  said  :  Certain  words  were 
Alleged  to  have  been  uttered  by  an  hon. 
;Member,  but  I  did  not  hear  them.  I 
understand  that  a  Motion  was  made  by 
tJie    liOn.  Member  for  St.   Albans  that 
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the  words  be  taken  down  at  the  Table. 
Owing  to  the  noise,  I  could  not  hear 
what  he  said.  Afterwards  he  came  to 
the  Table  and  repeated  his  Motion 
and  the  words,  and  I  ordered  the 
words  to  be  taken  down,  as  he  stated 
they  were  used.  I  cannot  report,  of 
my  own  knowledge,  by  whom  the  words 
were  uttered. 

•Mr.  speaker  (addressing  Mr. 
Vicary  Gibbs)  :  Does  the  hon.  Member 
complain  of  any  words  having  been 
used  ? 

Mr.  VICARY  GIBBS  :  Yes,  Sir.  I 
complain  that  again  and  again^  in  a  loud 
and  an  insulting  voice,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liver- 
pool cried  ^^  Judas  !  Judas  I  Judas  I " 
addressing  the  words  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  who  was  then  addressing 

the  Committee.  I  may  also  say  that  I 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  call 
upon  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  not  to  continue  in  that  dis- 
orderly way,  so  that  there  can  be  no 
mistake  on  my  part  as  to  what  occurred. 

Mr.  W.JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  Mr. 

Speaker,  I  beg  to  corroborate  the  hon. 

Member.     I  heard  the  hon.  Member  for 

the  Scotland  Division  make  use  of  the 
words  mentioned,  and  I  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chairman  to  the 
language. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
also  heard  distinctly  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  repeat  these 
words  four  times. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  ask  you  whether,  the 
Chairman  having  stated  that  the  words 
in  question  did  not  reach  his  ears,  it  is 
now  possible  to  take  action  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  We  have  got  past 

any  technicalities.     Three  hon.  Members 

have  stated  that  they  heard  the  words 

I  would,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Member 

for  the  Scotland  Division  whether  he 
used  those  words  or  not,  and  I  am  sure  I 
can  rely  upon  his  honour  to  say  whether 
he  did  or  not  ?i 
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Mr.  T.  M.  heal Y  (Louth,  N.)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  your  having  been 
brought  into  the  Chair  was  that  after  the 
House  ha<l  been  cleared  for  a  Division, 
hon.  Gentlemen  refused  to  participate  in 
the   Division — [_Cries   of  "No!"   and 

"  Yes  !  "] — I  beg  to  ask  whether,  until 
the  question  of  a  Division  has  first  been 
cleared  away,  we  can  enter  into  the 
original  cause  of  the  disorder  ;  and 
whether  the  Chairman,  having  given  a 
ruling  that  the  House  was  to  be  cleared, 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  having  refused  to 
clear  the  House,  that  is  not  the  immediate 
matter  before  the  House  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  As  to  the  im- 
mediate matter  of  my  being  sent  for,  I 
knew  nothing  until  I  was  sent  for.  The 
Chairman  has  made  a  statement  that  a 
complaint  was  made  of  words  having 
been  used  which  I  understand  were  the 

cause  of  some  disturbance.  [^Cries  of 
"  No,  no  !  "  and  "  Yes,  yes  !  "]  Then 
there  is  no  reason  why  I  should  have 
been  sent  for  unless  a  disturbance  arose. 
I  understand  the  disturbing  cause  was 
that  some  opprobrious  word  had  been 
used  by  some  hon.  Member  in  the  House. 
[Cries  of  No,  no  !  "]  Then  I  must 
appeal  to  the  Lenders  of  the  House  to 
tell  me  what  did  happen. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  an  appeal  from  you  cannot 
possibly  be  disregarded  by  me,  but  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  can  contribute  little  in- 
formation, neither  my  ears  nor  my  eyes 
having  enabled  me  to  give  a  distinct  and 
clear  account  of  what  did  occur.  Unques- 
tionably the  proceedings  usual  before  a 
Division  on  the  part  of  the  Chairman  of 
Conunittees  did  take  place.  When  the 
Question  was  first  put  a  cry  of  the  "Noes 
have  it  **  proceeded  from  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway.  After  an  inter- 
val— I  imaj^iue  a  proper  interval — the 
Question  was  again  put  finally,  and 
orders  were  given  by  the  Chairman,  as  it 
appeared  to  me  in  a  regular  manner,  that 
the  respective  Parties  should  withdraw, 
a  cry  having  been  again  raised  that  the 
"  Noes  have  it "  by  the  same  hon.  Mem- 
ber.    The  Chairman  of  Committees  ap- 


peared to  me  to  go  through  these  pro- 
ceedings  with   perfect   regularity  ;  but, 
undoubtedly,   they   were   constantly  ac- 
companied by  an  amount  of  uproar  such 
as  rendered  it,  I  think,  quite  impossible 
for  him  and  myself,  and,  I  imagine,  for 
most  of  us,  to  give  any  account  of  what 
was  going  on.     A  bye  incident  had  been 
raised  on  the  Bench  opposite  to  me,  to 
which  I  need   not,  perhaps,  refer,  as  it 
appears  to  have  been  entirely  separate 
from  the  main  proceedings.      [Cries  of 
"  No  I  "]     By  the  apparent  eagerness 
and   anxiety   of  a   gentleman    opposite 
— the     Member     for     the    St.    Albans 
Division   of  Hertfordshire  (Mr.   Vicary 
Gibbs)— it  was  evident  that  he  wished  to 
convey    some     communication     to    the 
Chairman  of    Committees  ;    but   it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  do  to,  although  he 
was  backed  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  sitting 
near    him — the    Member     for    Preeton. 
Then,  Sir,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  am  no 
witness — I  am  a  mere  reporter — ^in  adding 
that  it  was  conveyed  to  me  by  one  or 
more  gentlemen  that  the  original  caoie 
of    the    disturbance    was   the   word  to 
which  you  have  referred  and  which  the 
Chairman    has    reported    to    you — ^that 
while  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   West   Birmingham   was   addressing 
the  House,  or  towards  the  close  of  bis 
speech,  I  do  not  exactly  know  which, 
the  words   "  Judas,  Judas  ! "   were   re- 
peatedly and   audibly  used  in  refereDoe 
to  him,  in  a  manner  not  mistaken,  from 
which  I  presume  in  my  own  mind  that  a 
difficulty  had  arisen  in  the  minds  of  some 
Members  not  upon  the  principle,  but  a* 
to  what  ought  to  be  done.     I  suppose 
the  difficulty  to  be  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers thought  that  tlie  question  connected 
with  the  words  used  ought  to  be  disposed 
of    without  reference   to   the   DivisioDt 
while  others  supposed  that  the  DiTision 
ought    to    go    forward   in   the    regular 
manner,    and     that     afterwards      would 
be     the     time     for     dealing    with    the 
words     alleged     to     have     been     used. 
This  is  but  a  lame  and  imperfect  mceoont, 
but  it  is  the  best  I  am  able  to  ^ve.     I 
do  not  venture  to  speak  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  case,   and  the  simple   queetion  is 
the  question  of  Rule  and  Order,  ^whether 
the  Division  should  be  concluded  in  com- 
pliance with  the  order  of  the  Cluurnttii, 
or  whether  the  proceedings  of  a  I>i^iciiaD« 
having  commenced^  can   be  intemipieii 
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for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  words 
addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
deference  to  the  appeal  which  you  have, 
I  understand,   made   to  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  myself,  I  have  to  say 
that  my  own  personal  cognisance  of  the 
incident  which  led  to  your  being  recalled 
to  the  Chair  is  confined  to  the  fact  that  at 
the  close  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   Member  for   West  Bir- 
mingham   he    was  assailed  by  cries   of 
"  Judas  I  Judas  !  "  proceeding  from  some 
gentlemen    sitting    in    that    quarter    of 
the   House    [indicating    the   Nationalist 
Benches],     1    have    no    cognisance    or 
knowledge  from  whom  those  cries  pro- 
ceeded ;  but  I  was  myself  witness  of  the 
fact  that  the  hon.   Member  for  the  St. 
Albans  Division  of   Hertfordshire  there- 
upon called  the  attention  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  to  the  person,  the  Member 
of  this  House,  from  whom,  as  he  believes, 
those  cries  proceeded.     He  called  atten- 
tion to  them   on   a  point  of  Order  under 
the  usual  procedure.       I,  not   intending 
to  take   part   in   the   Division,  was  not 
present  at    the    end   of  these   proceed- 
ings, and  my  own  personal  knowledge 
does  not  extend  beyond  the  incident  to 
which  I  have  just  referred.     I  am  in- 
formed— ^but  of  this  I  am  only  a  reporter 
of  incidents  which  have  come  to  me  by 
testimony  and  not  by  ocular  evidence — 
that,  after  I  had  left  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  letting  the  Division  take  its 
course  without  myself  taking  part  in  it, 
regrettable   incidents    occurred    in    this 
House,  consequent,  no  doubt,  upon  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Albans  Division.  It  was  the  opinion — 
as  I  understand,  according  to  the  Rules, 
the  correct  opinion— of  those  who  raised 
this  point  of  Order  that  it  could  not  be 
decided  after  the  Division  was  taken;  and 
therefore   those   who   desired    to   see   it 
decided    were    under    the    necessity   of 
waiting  until  you.  Sir,  had  been  recalled 
to   the   Chair  before   the   Division   was 
taken,  an  1   until   you   could   give  your 
ruling  upon  the  point.     That,  I  am  given 
to   understand,  is  the  reason  why  there 
was  some  delay  in  clearing   the  House  ; 
but  these  matters,  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the 
reason  I  have  stated,  I  do  not  speak  of 
A8  an  eye-witness,  but  only  as  one  who 


has  endeavoured,  to  the  best  of  his  ability 
to  collect  from  those  who  have  seen  a 
true  account  of  what  occurred. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
ask  you.  Sir,  to  request  the  Chairman  of 
Committees     to    report    to     you    what  ^ 
occurred. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Anything  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  may  be  willing  to  state  I 
am  sure  the  whole  House  will  be  pleased 
to  hear. 

The  chairman  op  COMMIT- 
TEES (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby)  :  Perhaps  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men may  not  have  heard  what  I  did  re- 
port. I  will,  therefore,  report  again — 
namely,  first  of  all,  that  there  was  so 
much  noise  that  I  did  not  hear  the  expres- 
sions which  have  been  referred  to.  In 
the  next  place,  I  saw  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertfordshire  endeavouring  to  attract 
my  attention.  I  endeavoured  to  hear 
what  he  said,  but  could  not  on  account  of 
the  noise.  I  asked  if  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  make  any  Motion.  Then 
another  hon.  Member,  the  Member  for 
Preston,  endeavoured  to  call  my  atten- 
tion ;  but  I  could  not  hear  what  he  said, 
the  noise  was  so  great.  Presently  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertfordshire  came  to  a 
place  where  I  could  hear,  and  moved  that 
certain  words  be  taken  down.  I  informed 
him  that  I  had  not  heard  the  words,  and 
could  not  tell  from  what  quarter  they  pro- 
ceeded ;  but,  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules,  I  ordered  them  to  be  taken  down, 
and  the  Motion  having  been  made,  I  sent 
for  you.  Sir,  in  order  that  I  might  make 
my  report  to  the  House. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  obliged  to  the 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  for  the  statements  they 

have  made,  which  have  been  supple- 
mented by  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
It  appears  that  a  point  of  Order  did  arise 
before  the  House  was  cleared  for  a 
Division.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  call  at  once  the  attention  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  what 
occurred,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  what  I 
stated  at  first  was  the  right  impression — 
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namely,  that  the  originating  cause  of  the  { this    House,  and    will 
disturbance  was  some  opprobrious  expres- 


sion alleged  to  have  been  used,  coming 
from  a  particular  quarter  of  the  House. 
I  asked  the  hon.  Member  if  those 
words  had  been  used,  and  he  says 
they  were  used,  and  his  statement 
has  been  corroborated  by  several  hon. 
Gentlemen.  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  any 
hon.  Member  who  did  use  those  words  in 
the  heat  of  the  moment,  and  in  the 
irritation,  perhaps,  of  circumstances,  will 
simply  8tat«  to  the  House  that  he  regrets 
having  used  them — I  am  certain  the 
House  will  think  that  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  take  no  further  notice  of  the  incident, 
and  to  ask  the  House  to  proceed  in  an 
orderly  course  with  the  business  before 
the  House. 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  not 
risen  hitherto,  because  I  did  not  wish  to 
add  by  one  moment  to  the  scene  of 
violence  which  I  think  we  all  regret.  Two 
of  my  hon.  Friends,ono  an  English  Member 
and  the  other  an  Irish  Member,  have  been 
physically  assaulted  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  in  any  way 
whatsoever  any  observation  of  mine  may 
have  contributed  to  bring  about  that 
most  regrettable  f tate  of  affairs,  I  most 
humbly  apologise.  [^Cheers^  and  Opposi- 
tion cries  of  "  Withdraw  I  "] 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  hope  I  may  appeal 
to  the  good  sense  and  calmness  of   the 
House  to  regard  what  has  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  as  a  sufficient  indication 
of  his  feelings.     If  he  has  caused  in  any 
way    any    subsequent    disturbance     he 
regrets      it,      and      he      also      regrets 
and     apologises      for,      as     I      under- 
stand,  the    expression    which  he   used. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  signified  assent.] 
In  my  view  that  is   an  ample   apology, 
such  as  I  should  have  expected  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  I  hope  the  House, 
after  what  has  passed,  will,  as  I  ventured 
to  say  a  few  minutes  ago,  in  the  interest 
of  Debate,  and  in  the  higher   interests  of 
the  character   of  this  House,  allow    the 
regrettable  incident  to  pass  into  oblivion, 
and  will  proceed   with  the  rest   of    the 
business    of    this    evening  in  a  manner 
which  will  do  honour  to  the  traditions  of 
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enemies  of  our  institutions  to  rejoice. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret.  Sir,  to  feel 
it  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  a  circum- 
stance which  occurred  after  the  event 
which  we  have  just  been  considering.  A 
disturbance  was  going  on  in  front  here, 
and  a  sudden  charge  was  made  by  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way on  to  the  seat  on  which  I  was 
sitting.  I  rose  in  my  place,  not  desiring 
to  be  run  over  by  the  charge,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Ossory  Division^ 
without  provocation  at  all,  struck  me  a 
violent  blow  on  the  side  of  the  head. 
\^Nationalist  cries  of  "  No  I  "  and  Op' 
position  cheers,']  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
call  your  attention  to  that  fact.  I  can 
only  say  that,  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member 
is  concerned,  I  gave  him  no  provocation. 
I  never  even  saw  the  blow  that  waa 
struck.  When  I  turned  round  he  was 
about  to  repeat  it,  and  he  struck  me  from 
behind  on  the  side  of  the  head. 

Mr.   T.    HARRINGTON    (Dublin, 
Harbour),  who  rose  amid  loud  cries  of 
"Order  I  "  said:  I  had  left  the  House,  in 
accordance  with  the  Chairman's  ruling,  to 
take  part  in  the  Division.     I  had  passed 
through  the  Division  Lobby  and  recorded 
my  vote,  and  was  about  to   leave    the 
House,  when  I  heard  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member     for     Paddington     (LonI      B, 
Chiu-chill)  appeal  to  some  of  his  followers 
to  leave  the  House  and  take  part  in  the 
Division.     On  my  return  after  recording 
my  vote  I  saw  the  disturbance  that   took 
place.     I  heard  the  Serjeant  appealing  to 
hon.  Members  to  leave  the  House.  When 
I  came  here  to  assist  the  Serjeant  in  his 
endeavours — [laughter'] — I    think.     Sir, 
notwithstanding  the  laugh,  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  will  bear  me  out — I  distinctly 
saw  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  now 
complained,  before  he  was  struck,  strike 
several  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary,  E.)  :  Aft^ 
the  apology  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Yard  Division — 
[laughter] — I  may  say  that  when  1  heajd 
me  hon.  Member  for  North  Armagh  HtAud 
up  in  his  place  and  state  that  without  the 
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slighteBt  provocation  the  hou.  Member 
for  the  Ossory  Division  of  the  Queen's 
County  attacked  and  struck  him,  I  am 
compelled,  in  the  interests  of  fair  play 
and  truth,  to  stand  up  in  my  place  and 
corroborate  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division. 
Wlien  I  came  into  the  House  after  re- 
cording my  vote,  the  first  thing  I  saw 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Armagh 
striking  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Crean)  a  blow 
in  the  face  and  attempting  to  strike  him 
a  second  time,  when  two  or  three  of  his 
friends  above  the  Gangway  prevented 
bun  from  doing  so.  He  was  struck 
without  the  slightest  provocation. 

Colonel  Saunderson  and  other  hon. 
Members  rose. 

*Mr.  speaker  :   I  do  not  desire  to 

interrupt   hon.  Members,  but  I  wish  to 

say   that  any  future  inquiry  as  to  what 

took  place  will  apparently  only  reveal  the 

fact  that  in  the  confused  mHee  crimina- 
tions and  recriminations  took  place  be- 
tween Members.       I  really  think  that  in 
the  interests  of  the  dignity  and  honour  of 
the  House  it  would   be   well  to  let  the 
matter  rest  where  I  left  it.      I  have  only 
to  add  that  any  breach  of  Order  should  be 
at  once,  then  and  there,  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  or, 
if  I  am  in  the  Chair,  to  myself,  and  I  am 
sore   it  will  be  dealt  with.       We  cannot 
go   back  now,  after  some  little  time  has 
elapsed,   and  inquire  into   all  that  took 
place.     I   do   not  attach   blame  to  any 
Member.     I  only  ask  the  House  to  allow 
the  matter  to  drop  in  the  interests  of  the 
dignity  of  the  House. 

The  Committee  resumed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  said 
Order  of  the  30th  June,  the  Chairman  pro- 
ceeded to  put  successively  the  Questions 
on  the  new  Clause  under  consideration, 
and  on  the  remaining  new  Grovernment 
ClAUses,  postponed  Clauses,  Schedules, 
And  Preamble,  as  foUoweth  : — 

Question   put,   "  That   the  Clause,  as 
•  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  312  ; 
J^oes  291.— (Division  List,  No.  243.) 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  read  out: 
ft^e^^^  Clause  (As  to  Irish  Consolidated 
JTixrid  and  special  revenue). 

VOL.  XV.    [foueth  series.] 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Question  is 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 
[Crte*o/"Readit!"] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No ;  do  not 
read  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
call  your  attention.  Sir,  to  the  fact  that, 
as  this  clause  has  no  number,  no  name, 
and  no  description,  we  do  not  at  all  know 
what  it  is,  as  it  has  not  been  read. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  clause 
has  not  been  read  a  second  time. 

The  chairman  :  The  clause  is 
on  the  Notice  Paper — it  is  set  out  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  and,  according  to  Rule,  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  read  the  title  of  the 
clause. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  321  ; 
Noes  288.— (Division  list.  No.  244.) 

Another  Clause  (Supplemental  as 
to  Local  Taxation  Accounts  and  other 
matters. — (Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone,) 

Question,  ^'  That  the  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Clause  (As  to  Irish  Post 
Office  revenue  and  expenditure.) — (Mr, 
W.  E,  Gladstone.) 

Question,  ^^  That  the  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Clause  (Definitions.) — (JUr. 
J,  Morley,) 

Question,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Clause  14. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Clause  15. 

Question  put,  ^'  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  316  ; 
Noes  283.— (Division  List,  No.  245.) 

Postponed  Clause  16. 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  313  ; 
Noes  280.— (Division  List,  No.  246.) 

Schedule  1. 

Question  put,  "  That  this  be  the  First 
Schedule  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  310  ; 
Noes  27  7.— (Division  List,  No.  247.) 
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Scbedule  2. 

QuestioD  put,  "TUat  this  be  tho 
Second  Schedule  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ajes  290 ; 
Noea  273.— (Diviaion  List,  No.  248.) 

Schedule  3. 

Question,  "ThM  this  be  the  Third 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Schedule  i. 

Question,  "That  this  be  the  Fourth 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Schedule  6. 

Question,  "That  this  Schedule  be  a 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Schedule  7. 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  299  ; 
Noes  268.— (Division  List,  No.  249.) 

New  Schedule  (Provisions  as  to 
Penaious  and  Gratuities  to  Persons  in 
the  Public  Service.) — {Mr.  J.  Morley.) 

Question,  "  That  this  Schedule  be 
added  to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

New  Schedule. 

Paet  I. 

Regulations  as  to  eatablishment  of 
Police  Forces  and  as  to  the  Rojal  Irish 
Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  ceasing  to  exist. — {Mr.  J.  Mvrley.) 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  293  ; 
Noes  263.— (Division  List,  No.  250.) 
Preamble. 


Tlie  Committee  divided  : — Area  291 
Noes  261.— (Division  Liat,  No.'251.) 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  Houiic  of  the  30th  June,  the  Chair- 
man left  tho  Cliiiir  aud  forthwith  reported 
the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  7th  August,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  428.] 

PLUMBERS'  llEGISTRATION  BILL. 

Roporte<l  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade,  &c. 

Leave   to  the    Committee  to  mak 
Special  Report. 


Special  Report  brought  np,  anc 
Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

be  printed.     [No.  347.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be 

[No.  347.] 

statdtb  law  bkvision  bills 
committee). 

Statute  Law  Revision  (No.  : 
[Zorrfs] — reported  from  the  JoIb 
mittee. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  ai 
printed.     [No.  348.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be 
[No.  348.] 

GARVE  AND  DLLAPOOL  RAIL 
BILL. 

Ordered,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
andUUapool Railway  Bill,Staudinf 
84,  214,  215,  and  239  be  suspend 
that  the  Bill  be  now  Uken  in 
sideration  provided  amended 
shall  have  been  previously  depo 
{Dr.  Farquharson.) 

Bill  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Ordi 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  t 
be  now  read  the  third  time. 
Farguharton.") 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
[New  Title.] 

STANDING  COMMITTEES  (CHAI 
PANEL)  {TRADE,  tc>. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  report 
the  Chairmen's  Panel ;  That  tl 
appointed  Sir  John  Gorst  to 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Co: 
for  the  consideration  of  Bills  reh 
Trade  (including  Agriculture  an 
ing).  Shipping,  and  Manufacture! 
place  of  Mr.  Stansfeld. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (aNIMALS) 
FKV2r)    bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  Gardner,  Bill  ' 
fnithcr  powers  onder  the  ConUgioos 
(Aninutia)  Acts,  ISTS  to  1892,  with  r 
swine  Fever,  ordered  to  be  broii|;bt  ii 
H.  Gardner,  Mr.  J.  Uorlc;, 
Advocate. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first 

BAROE  OWNERS,  to}.,  LIA 
BILL.-(No.  23 

Order  for  resuming  Adji 
on  Second  Reading  [29tl 
and  discbargetl. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday^  2Sth  July  1893. 


LOCAL     VETO     LEGISLATION. 
^.  QIE8TIOX.      OBSERVATIONS. 

I       The   Earl    of    WEMYSS     asked 
J    Her   Majesty's     Government    whether, 
^    assammg  the  possibilitj  under  proposed 
^    iegislation  of  the  universal  suppression 
^    of  licences,  they  had  calculated  the  loss 
<     that  would   thereby   be   caused   to   the 
I    Keyenue  ;  whether  they  would  state  the 
5     total  estimated  amount  of  such  loss  ;  and 
J     what   measures    of    Imperial    or    local 
^     taxation    they    had     in     contemplation 
I    whereby  the  deficit  so  created  would  be 
,^    made  good  ?     He   said,   the   House   of 
1     Commons,  whatever   else    it   might  or 
"    might  not  have  done,  had  been  fruitful, 
g     i/  not  in  good   works,  at   any  rate   in 
2^    liquor  Bills,  because  it  had  given  birth 
^     to  something  like  nine  of  such  measures. 
^     One  of  them  had  been  discussed  in,  and 
0^    W    passed,    their    Lordships*    House. 
5     He  regretted  he  was  absent  abroad  when 
I     it  was  in  its  last   stage,  or   he   should 
g     certainly  have  moved  for  the  exclusion 
^     of  Dublin  from  its  operation  ;  and  that 
I     the  clause  preventing  the  sale  of  liquor 
g     in  Ireland    on  Saturday  nights  after  6 
tt     o'clock  should  be  deleted  from  the  Bill 
•     as  being  one-sided  class  legislation,  and 
I     dealing  very  hardly  with  working-men. 
•^    But  his  object  was  not  to  refer  to  general 
"    legislation  with  reference  to  the  liquor 
trade.     He  would  confine  himself  to  the 
question    of  the   finance   relating  to   it. 
On  the  Bishop  of  Chester  asking  for  his 
support    for   that    right    rev.   Prelate's 
recent   Bill,   he   inquired   "How   as   to 
Revenue  ? "    and    was    answered   by   a 
*«hrug  of  the  shoulders,  as  though  that 
mattered    not  at  all.     The  question   of 
Revenue  and  taxation  in  connection  with 
the  liquor  trade  was  so  grave  and  im- 
portant that  it  was  desirable  the  public 
shoidd    know   what   the   prevention   of 
drunkenness  in  the  few  people  who  in- 
dulged in    it   meant,   in   the   matter  of 
taxation,  upon  the  practical  suppression 
of  the  trade.     In  that  excellent  publica- 
tion, Mr.  Boss's  Parliamentary  Record^ 
under  the  head  of  **  Budget,"  he  found 
that  the  keystone  of  the  Budget  was  the 
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Excise.  It  was  fuUy  £o,000,000  higher 
than  any  other  item.  The  Army  and 
Navy  cost  about  £32,000,000  a  year, 
and  the  Excise  was  very  nearly  sufficient 
to  pay  the  whole  'of  that  sum,  seeing 
that  it  amounted  to  about  £25,000,000. 
That  was  a  very  large  sum  which 
ought  not  to  be  lightly  dealt  with  in 
the  promotion  of  what  many  people 
thought  was  more  or  less  a  &d. 
On  the  whole,  the  population  of 
this  country  compared  favourably,  as 
regarded  sobriety  and  drunkenness, 
with  any  other  i>eople  in  the  world. 
During  the  discu^^siou  on  the  Bishop  of 
Chester's  Bill  it  was  stated  that  the 
drunkards  in  Norway  were  as  40  in 
1,000  of  the  population,  whereas  in 
England  they  were  only  five  in  1,000. 
That  being  the  case,  he  had  thought  it 
desirable  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  he  hoped  his  statements 
would  go  out  to  the  country  and  would 
cause  people  to  look  seriously  at  the 
financial  aspect  of  the  question.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  Government  had 
considered  the  matter,  but  he  could  hardly 
believe  that  no  calculation  had  been  made, 
so  great  a  financier  as  Mr.  Gladstone 
being  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
He  felt  sure  that  Mr.  Gladstone  could 
not  allow  the  question  of  vetoing  the 
liquor  traffic  to  come  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  without  giving 
full  weight  to  the  financial  aspect  of  the 
question.  No  doubt  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
with  the  zeal  of  a  convert  to  Lawsonism, 
might  be  prepared  to  play  ducks  and 
drakes  with  the  Revenue,  but  Mr.  Glad- 
stone would  surely  be  more  prudent.  But 
all  men,  and  especially  Ministers,  were 
fallible,  and  he  bad,  therefore,  thought 
it  his  duty  to  bring  the  matter  forward, 
after  looking  into  the  matter  himself.  As 
he  had  said,  about  £26,000,000  was 
raised  from  the  Excise  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment Veto  Bill  only  dealt  with  Excise 
licences,  which  in  Great  Britain,  leaving 
out  Ireland,  amounted  to  a  sum  of 
£1,777,000.  Ireland  must,  of  course,  be 
now  no  longer  looked  upon  as  belonging 
to  Great  Britain — as  part  of  the  L^nited 
Kingdom — and  they  were  not  likely  to  get 
much  from  Ireland  from  a  financial  point  of 
view.  But  apparently  their  Budgets  were 
framed  on  the  principle  that  *'*'  it  is  more 
blessed  to  give  than  to  receive."  That 
loss  of  £1,777,000  now  received  by  the 
State  from  Excise  licences  was  equal  to  Id. 
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sober,  sensible  people  of  this  country 
who  were  not  led  away  on  the  subject 
to  consider  what  this  liquor  legislation 
meant  in  £  s.  d.  He  begged  to  put  the 
question  which  stood  in  his  name. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR   said,  that  ffi  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  Lord  Kim- 
berlev,  he  had  been  asked  to  answer  the 
question  which  the  noble  Lord  had  put  to 
the   Government.      He    had  to  answer 
the  question  as  it  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
And  he  could  not  and  was  not  authorised 
to  discuss  the  subject  of  compensation 
for  the  abolition  of  licences,  of  which  no 
notice   appeared   in    the    question.     He 
presumed    that    the    noble    Lord    was 
alarmed  at  the  decline  of  revenue  derived 
from  duties  on  spirits  which  had  occurred 
in   the  last  few  years  independently  of 
any  prospective  legislation.     While  the 
duties    on     beer    had    remained    nearly 
stationary,  those  on  spirits  had  declined 
about  £1,000,000  sterling  in  three  years, 
the    decline     last    year    amounting    to 
about  £400,000.  But  the  question  which 
the   noble  Lord  put  to  the  Government 
was  not  based  upon  facts  which  could  be 
verified,  but  altogether  upon  a  "  possi- 
bility,"   upon    an    hypothesis  which  he 
asked  the  Government  to  accept  in  lieu  of 
facts.     He   could  not  say  it  was  impos- 
sible that  licences  might  not  be  univer- 
sally  suppressed,    because  a    possibility 
-WBA  always  possible  unless  the  conditions 
i^ere  inherently  impossible,  but  the  proba- 
bility was  the  question  he  had  to  answer. 
The  furcates t  advocates  of  temperance,  in 
their  wildest  dreams,  never  went  so  far  as 
the    noble  Lord  in  supposing  that  there 
TTOuld    be    a    universal    suppression  of 
licences  and  that  all  public-houses  would 
cease   in    the  land,  or  that    we    should 
become  all  at  once  or  in  the  near  future  a 
nation   so  distinguished   for  temperance 
that  total  prohibition  would  result  not  in 
a.    few   districts,  but  would  be  universal 
throughout  the  country.     Yet  the  noble 
Xx>rd'8  question  was  founded  upon  that 
hypothesis.     The  Government  certainly 
never  conceived  that  such  a  result  would 
follow   local    option.      Perhaps    in    the 
course  of     a    long     period    temperance 
vrould    be    so    promoted  as  to  exert  a 
tfeodihle  effect  on  the  Revenue.     In  that 
case  there  would  be  ample  time  for  con- 
sideration  as    to    what  steps  might  be 
taken  to  supply  any  deficit.  The  growth 
of    temperance  would  so  much  promote 
the     prosperity     and     comforts    of    the 


people  that  a  natural  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  drink  revenue  would 
result  in  the  increased  consump- 
tion of  other  taxed  commodities. 
If  these  were  not  sufficient,  the  people 
would  willingly  consent  to  other  methods 
of  taxation  which  would  give  revenue 
without  injuring  the  health,  morals,  and 
productive  powers  of  those  people  who, 
by  excessive  drinking,  raised  the  amount 
of  Revenue  through  the  Excise.  The 
United  Kingdom  was  not  yet  an  Utopia, 
and  the  possibility  of  a  universal  suppres- 
sion of  drunkenness,  public-houses,  and 
licences  by  any  contemplated  legislation 
was  not  within  the  sphere  of  practical 
politics  ;  and,  therefore,  he  must  answer 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  Government 
had  not  made  calculations  for  such  a 
remote  contingency,  and  were  unable  to 
give  him  the  information  which  he 
desired. 

The   Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  sympathise  entirely  with  what  has  just 
been  said  from  the  Government  Bench, 
because  I  differ  from  my  noble  Friend 
on   the   Cross  Benches   entirely   in  the 
horoscope  that  he  draws  of  the  condition 
of  England  in  the  future  if  Sir  W.  Har- 
court's  Bill  should  pass.     I  do  not  in  the 
le^st  believe  there  will  be  this  disappear- 
ance of  public-houses  or  this  disappearance 
of  drink.     On   the   contrary,  I  think  if 
you   once   commit  to    the  local  vote  of 
small  communities  the  question  whether 
people  should  be  at  liberty  to  feed  them- 
selves  as   they   like,    or  whether    they 
should  be  restrained  by  the  interference 
of  the  law,  you  will  find  a  new  division 
of  local  Parties  taking  place,  and  many 
persons  who  are  now  very  keen  in  their 
support  of  temperance,  properly  under- 
stood, and  are  very  anxious  to  promote 
it,  will  feel  that  there  is  a  more  sacred 
cause  even  than  temperance  in  issue,  and 
that  is  the  cause  of  freedom  ;  and  that 
in  resistance  to  the  efforts  of  the  extreme 
anti-alcoholic  party  will  be  found  large 
classes  of  the  population  who  are  now 
either  sympathetic  with    temperance  or 
who  do  not  meddle  with  the  question  at 
all.     I  believe — and  that  is  one  of  the 
grounds  why  I  deeply  distrust  the  pro- 
posed measure  of  the  Government — yon 
will  make  a  public-house  party  in  every 
parish    in    the    country,  and   that  that 
public-house  party  will,  in  a  vast  number 
of  instances,  prevail  over  the  other,  and 
that  the  result  of  the  Bill  will  be  to  show 
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that  such  apprebensione  as  those  of  my 
nohle  PriCQd  on  the  Crase  Benches  are 
utterly  vague,  becauHO  rivera  of  gold, 
uew  FactoluB,  will  flow  iDto  the  lap  of 
the  Cbaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  from 
the  increased  couxumptiou  of  alcoholic 
liquors  which  will  reBiilt  from  the  legis- 
latioD  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, However  that  may  be,  I  utterly 
ilinl>eiiBve,  if  you  fairly  consult  them, 
that  you  will  ever  get  the  sober  people 
of  this  country  to  consent  to  lieing  de- 
prived of  that  which  they  look  upon  as  a 
harmless,  nay,  as  a  salutary  indulgence, 
in  order  simply  to  prevent  a  small 
minority  of  dninkarilB  from  giving  way 
to  their  own  bestial  propenBities.  That, 
1  tbinh,  is  far  the  more  reasonable  way 
to  look  at  the  future ;  and  if  I  could 
believe  that  this  Bill  would  pass,  which 
I  certainlydo  not,  the  Temperance  Party 
ought  to  prepare  themselves  for  a  terrible 
disenchantmeut,  for  they  are  adopting 
a  plan  by  which  they  will  give  a  uew 
sanction  to  the  trade  in  liquor  by  which 
they  will  introduce  other  motives  and 
other  considerations,  which  are  not  work- 
ing now,  in  order  to  support  and  to  extend 
the  action  of  this  trade.  I  ask  you  to 
remember  what  took  place  in  this  country 
250  years  ago,  when  the  extreme 
believeni  in  the  possihiliiy  of  dragoouing 
mankind  into  abstinence  and  temperance 
obtained  for  a  time  the  upper  hand,  and 
when  the  reaction  against  their  tyranny 
was  so  great  that  vice  was  never  so 
powerful  ill  England  before  or  since. 
That  is  the  saturnalia  you  are  preparing 
if  ever  that  Bill  should  pass  ;  but  I  am 
happy  to  believe  that  of  all  the  Bills  of 
the  Government — and  that  is  saying  a 
great  deal — this  Bill  is  the  least  likely  to 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (LnnI 
Hersciiell)  :  My  Lord»,  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  inio  a  competition  of  prophecy 
with  the  noble  JUarquess,  hut  one  can- 
not help  being  stnick  with  the  fact  that 
those  connected  with  the  liquor  trade  do 
not  seem  to  have  the  sanic  horoscope  of 
the  future,  if  tlie  Local  Veto  Bill  should 
I)as!i,  as  the  noble  Uarqiiess.  If  the 
noble  Marqness  is  right,  instead  of  can- 
vat^sing  the  country  against  it,  and 
making  strenuous  eftbrts  for  its  destruc- 
tion, they  ought  to  vote  heartily  for  the 
Bill  which  has  liecn  introduced  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Of  course,  the 
whole  matter  is  one  of  speculation,  upon 
The  Marque**  of  SalUbury 
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and  Mr.  Whitbread,  to  attend  upon  Their 
Rojal  Highnesses  the  Duke  and  Duchess 
of  York  with  a  Message  of  Congratula- 
tion from  this  House,  reported  that  their 
Royal  Highueftses  had  been  pleased  to 
^ive  the  following  Answer  : — 

JiUy  28th,  1893. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons, — 

We  desire  to  express  to  the  House  of 
Commons  our  sincere  thanks  for  their 
Message  of  Congratulation,  which  fills 
up  the  measure  of  kindness  shown  to  us 
on  all  sides. 

These  tokens  of  National  goodwill 
can  never  be  effaced  from  our  memory. 

QV  E  STIONS. 


THE  MACKEREL  FISHERIES  OFF 
MINARD. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  statements  in 
the  last  Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  to  the  effect  that  though  there 
were  large  shoals  of  mackerel  off  Minard 
in  October  last  the  fishermen  were  unable 
to  capture  them  owing  to  their  want  of 
proper  nets,  and  also  that  the  Minard 
fishermen  were  unable  to  take  advantage 
of  the  spring  herring  fishing  owing  to 
the  severity  of  the  weather  ;  and  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Fishery 
Board  will  grant  these  fishermen  a  loan 
to  provide  themselves  with  the  necessary 
gear,  and  also  have  a  small  pier  con- 
structed to  enable  theiu  to  carry  on  their 
industry  in  safety  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  kor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mouley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Inspectors  of  Fish- 
eries report  that  in  1892,  and  again  in 
the  present  year,  loans  were  applied  for, 
^nd  granted,  for  the  purchase  of  nets 
and  gear  by  fishermen  at  Minard.  The 
Inspectors  will  grant  a  loan  for  this  pur- 
pose to  any  fisherman  living  in  a  non- 
congested  district,  who  is  prepared  to 
4somply  with  the  rules  under  which  such 
loans  are  made.  The  necessary  forms  of 
Application  are  supplied  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries. 
The  Inspectors,  however,  have  no  funds 
Mt  their  disposal  out  of  which  a  loan 
could  be  made  for  the  erection  of  a 
pier. 


VOLUNTARY    SCHOOLS    IN    WARWICK- 
SHIRE. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if 
he  can  state  the  number  of  children  in 
average  attendance  at  the  various  volun- 
tary schools  in  Rugby  and  Bilton,  and 
the  respective  numbers  of  those  who  pay 
fees  or  for  books  or  other  materials,  giving 
the  separate  figures  for  each  school  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  There  are  six  public  ele- 
mentary schools  in  the  districts  of  Rugby 
and  Bilton,  with  between  1,800  and 
1,900  children  in  average  attendance 
according  to  the  latest  Returns.  Five  of 
these  schools  retain  the  power  of  charging 
fees  under  the  Act  of  1891.  Out  of 
2,342  children  on  the  books  1,450  were 
paying  fees  of  from  Id.  to  3d.  per  week  ; 
but  no  child  at  any  public  elementary 
school  is  obliged  to  pay  for  books  or 
materials  except  as  a  voluntary  arrange- 
ment, and  the  parents  of  any  of  these 
children  have  the  right  to  claim  com- 
pletely free  education  by  making  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Department. 

BRITISH  EAST  AFRICA. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  Directors  of  the 
British  East  Africa  Company,  under 
the  terms  of  its  Charter,  to  select  the  best 
and  most  profitable  portions  of  the 
territory  ceded  to  it  and  abandon  the 
rest  '^ 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
( Sir  E.  Grey,  N  urthumberland,  Berwick) : 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  policy  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member  appears  to  have 
been  followed  of  late  by  the  Imperial 
British  East  Africa  Company.  But  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  have  also  observed 
this  tendency,  and  I  can  only  assure  him 
that  it  is  receiving  their  careful  and  vigi- 
lant attention. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Charter  of  the 
Company  contains  a  clause  to  the  effect 
that  if  it  fails  substantially  to  fulfil  the 
obligations  cast  upon  it  the  Government 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right  to  with- 
draw it  ?     And  is  not  the  abandonment 
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of  Ugaoda  a.  breach  of  the  cooditiou  of 
the  Charter  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  These  subjects  are 
uuJer  consideratiou  hi  coDuectioo  with 
proposals  made  by  the  Coinpanj  to  tlie 
Government. 

THE  BKAyDON  CBBBK  FISHERIES. 

Sib  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenaot  of  Ireland  if,  in  view  of  tlie  state- 
ment  contained  in  the  last  Report  of  the 
luapectors  of  Irish  FiaherieK  to  the  effect 
that  a  boat  slip  is  very  much  required  at 
Brandon  Creek  for  landing  fish  and  for 
the  safety  of  boats  and  men,  he  will 
advise  the  Cougcstetl  Districts  Board  to 
proceed  with  as  little  delay  as  possible 
with  the  constrnction  of  a  pier  at  ihis 
place  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board,  on  the  3rd  June,  entered 
into  a  contrai^t  for  the  constrnciion  of  a 
lauding-place  at  Brandon  Creek. 

THE  DINGLE  FISHERIES. 

SiK  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieiitenaut 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  cnlle<l 
to  the  statement  in  the  Inst  Report  of  the 
Inspeciors  of  Irish  Fisheries — namely, 
that  if  the  pier  at  Dingle  wb«  extended 
into  deeper  water  the  large  boats  engaged 
in  the  mackerel  fishing  would  bring  their 
fish  to  Dingle  for  sale,  aud,  being  near 
the  railway,  would  thereby  save  tlie  ex- 
pense and  loss  of  carting  it  froni  other 
landing  places;  aud  whether,  in  view  of 
the  importauce  of  Dingle  as  the  centre  of 
oneof  the  most  inip>rtaut  fishing  divisions 
on  the  Irish  coast,  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  extend  the  present  pier,  as 
suggested  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  matter  has 
not  been  overlooked  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  but  they  are  not  yet  able 
to  state  vbether  they  can  undertake  or 
contribute  towards  the  cxteusiou  of  thiii 
pier. 

IBIBH  GRAND  JDRIBS  AND  HOME  RULE. 
Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romfoid)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Ijientennut  of  Ireland  if  he  could 
state  to  the  Honse  how  many  Grand 
Juries  in  Ireland  at  the  recent  Summer 
Assizes  have  passed  resolutions  against 
Home  Rule  ? 

Mr,  Maefarlane 


fler  Teaantt. 


Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommot 
Before  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  t 
may  I  ask  if  tliese  Grand  Juries  i 
representative  Bodies,  which  it  ^ 
posed  by  the  present  Leader 
Opposition  to  abolish  by  his 
Government  (Ireland)  Bill  't 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not 
need  enter  into  the  couatituiion  o\ 
Juries.  Only  one  resolutioii  sncli 
referred  to  hy  the  hoii.  Mcni 
Romford  lias  been  communicated 
Majesty's  Government. 

LIFE.SAVIMG  APPARATUS  IN  THl 
CoLo.NEL  HOWARD  Y]^ 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  i 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  t 
now  enforced  on  all  British  ship 
the  Merchant  Shipping  (Life 
Appliances)  Act,  that  a  life-belt  i 
carried  in  »  place  readily  accen 
every  soul  on  board  in  the  e^ 
collision  or  other  mishap  neces 
the  abandonment  of  the  vessel, 
equally  to  Her  Majesty's  Fleets  ; 
the  contrary  ca»e,  if  tlic  Admira 
consider  the  expediency  of  ciifor 
having  regard  to  the  beneficial  e 
ample  snpply  of  hfe-saviug  gear 
have  had  in  enabling  swimmi 
uon-swimmers  from  H.M.S.  Vki 
keep  afloat  the  few  additional 
necessary  for  their  refcue  hy  the  1 
the  adjacent  vessels  ? 
•Thk  SECRETARY  to  th 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay-Sh 
WORTH,  Laucasliire,  Clitheroe) 
Act  referred  to  does  not  aj 
Her  Majesty's  ships.  Their  esli 
allowance  of  life-lielts  is  one  fo 
10  men  of  the  total  complement 
any  case  not  leas  than  sufficient 
cutter's  crow.  The  Board  of  Aci 
are  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  s 
supply,  and  ihey  do  not  think  i 
be  reasonable  to  supjiose  that  t 
supply  would  have  had  any  tx 
effect  in  the  case  of  the  toss 
Victoria. 

LADY   WALLACE   AND    HER   Tl 
Mr.  M-CARTAN  (Down,  S.) 

to  ofHc  th     '^'---'  '^ -' 

Lieuteua 

the  CouD 
County  . 
have  tho 
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Lady  Wallace  been  completed ;  how 
many  agreements  for  purchaee  en  these 
estates  have  been  filed  in  the  Land 
Commission ;  iu  how  many  cases 
did  the  Land  Commission  refuse 
to  sanction  payment  of  the  original 
amount  of  purchase  money  ;  and  if  he 
can  state  the  total  amount  which  they 
so  refused  to  sanction,  and  the  total  of 
the  lesser  amounts  named  by  the  Land 
Commission  as  amounts  the  Commission 
would  sanction  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
mission inform  me  that  1,092  sales  to 
tenants  have  been  completed  on  the 
Wallace  estate  up  to  the  26th  inst. 
Of  these,  50  were  in  County  Down 
and  1,042  in  the  County  Antrim. 
The  total  number  of  agreements 
lodged  in  respect  of  the  estate  was 
1,894 ;  but  of  these  434,  which  were 
under  the  Act  of  1891,  were  in  lieu  of 
applications  received  under  the  Acts  of 
1885  and  1888,  and  for  which  there  were 
no  funds,  or  which  were  refused  for 
other  reasons.  In  415  cases  applications 
for  advances  have  been  refused.  The 
Commissioners  state  it  is  not  possible  to 
answer  the  last  paragraph  of  the  ques- 
tion, as  it  is  not  their  practice,  when  they 
refuse  to  sanction  an  advance,  to  name 
what  sum  they  will  be  prepared  to  sanc- 
tion, save  occasionally  on  tbe  application 
of  the  parties. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  )iis  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  decision  of  the  Ulster  Sub- 
Commission  at  Lisburn  on  the  oth  instant, 
in  the  fair-rent  application  of  Dr. 
Jefferson,  tenant  on  the  estate  of  Lady 
Wallace,  in  which  the  application  of  the 
tenant,  whose  old  rent  was  £28  a  year, 
was  dismissed  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
Bub-let  a  small  house  and  garden  to  a 
labourer  at  a  rent  amounting  to  about  Is. 
a  week  ;  and  whether  anything  .will  be 
done  to  enable  such  tenants  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Land  Acts  without 
evicting  their  sub-tenants  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  am  informed 
that  the  case  in  question  was  dismissed 
on  the  ground  that  a  substantial  portion 
of  the  holding,  consisting  of  a  house 
and  garden,  was  sub-let,  without  the 
landlord's  consent,  at  a  rent  of  £4  per 
annum.  The  case  was  dismissed  judi- 
cially on  the  construction  and  effect  of  the 
4th  section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887,  and 


the  Sub-Commission  appear  to  have 
followed  a  decision  on  the  point  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal. 

MRS.  ELIZABETH  GLADSTONE  AND 
HER  CARETAKER  NOONAN. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tlie 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  caretaker  named  Kirwan 
was  recently  charged  before  Colonel 
Lynte,  R.M.,  at  New  Pallas  Sessions, 
County  Limerick,  with  presenting  a  re- 
volver, threatening  to  fire  and  shoot  an 
evicted  tenant  named  Jeremiah  Noonan, 
on  Mrs.  Gladstone's  property,  Doon, 
County  Limerick,  when  Mr.  Noonan, 
who  is  over  90  years  of  age,  swore  that 
Kirwan  demanded  possession,  and  on  his 
refusal  drew  a  revolver  and  threatened  to 
shoot  him  ;  that  Kirwan  refused  to  show 
his  authority  for  demanding  possession  ; 
that  no  proceedings  have  been  recently 
taken  by  the  landlady  to  get  possession 
of  Noonan''s  house ;  and  that  Colonel 
Lynte  stated  that  Kirwan's  conduct  was 
a  very  high-handed  proceeding,  and 
ordered  a  warrant  for  his  arrest  ;  and  has 
Kirwan  been  arrested  ;  and,  if  not,  will 
the  Constabulary  be  directed  to  take  the 
necessary  precautious  to  prevent  him 
leaving  the  country  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
Kirwan  was  summoned  by  the  evicted 
tenant  Noonan  for  the  offence  alleged. 
The  house  in  regard  to  the  possession  of 
which  the  offence  was  committed  was 
not  the  house  in  which  Noonan  lived,  but 
an  outhouse  on  the  evicted  farm.  It 
appears  that  a  week  previous  to  the 
occurrence  a  writ  of  summons  from  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  had  been  served  on 
Noonan  requiring  him  to  give  up  posses- 
sion within  10  days.  The  Resident 
Magistrate  made  use  of  the  expression 
referred  to  and  issued  a  warrant  for  the 
arrest  of  Kirwan,  who  had  failed  to 
appear  in  obedience  to  the  summons 
served  on  him.  He  has  not  yet  been 
arrested,  and  the  usual  steps  are  being 
taken  for  his  apprehension. 

CUSTOMS     DEPARTMENTAL    EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Treasury  Minute  of  24th 
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March,  1891,  which  relates  to  the  ad- 
mi  Dietratioo  of  the  Customs  Outdoor 
Department  uuder  clause  headed  Depart- 
meotal  ExamiDations,  states  that  it  refers 
not  to  competitive  literary  examiuatious, 
such  as  meu  of  a  certain  ape  and  position 
could  not  be  expected  to  undergo,  but  to 
examinatioDS  atrictly  limited  to  tests 
applied  by  II  committee  of  superior 
officers  to  the  practical  merits  of  candi- 
dates for  promotion  ;  and  having  regard 
to  the  face  that  in  the  two  esaminatious 
held  under  this  Minute,  one-third  at  the 
first  examination  and  one-fourth  at  the 
second,  of  the  first-class  places  offered 
were  reserved  for  those  officers 
obtaiued  the  highest  number  of  marks, 
he  will  state  iu  what  part  of  the  Minute 
referred  to  this  introduction  of  competi- 
tion is  ordered  or  sanctioned  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
No  examination  for  appointments  where 
the  uumber  of  candidates  exceeded  the 
number  of  vacancies  could  be  otherwise 
than  in  a  sense  competitive.  Complete 
discretion  was  given  by  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  March  24,  1891,  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Customs  as  reganls  the 
details  of  the  examinations  referred  to 
(which  are  iu  practical  subjects  only)  and 
the  degree  of  preference  to  be  shown  to 
superior  merit.  The  Commissioners 
have,  in  my  judgment,  carried  out  fully 
the  intention  of  the  Minute. 

Mr.  MACDONALD:  I  shall  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

WORK  IN  GOVERNMENT  FACTORIES  AT 
ENFIELD  AND   SPARKBROOK. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bu-ming- 
ham,  Bordesley) :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  be  will 
state  the  number  of  persons  employed  at 
the  Enfield  Factory  and  the  Sparkbrook 
Factory  respectively  on  the  following 
dates  :  Ist  August,  1892,  1st  January, 
and  1st  July,  1893? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  :  As  my  right  bon.  Friend  was 
informed  on  March  9,  the  1st  of  August, 
1892,  was  a  Bank  holiday,  but  OD  the 
previous  working  day  2,175  persons 
were  employed  at  Enfield  and  714  at 
Sparkbrook ;  on  Jaooary  1  last  there 
were  2,318  persous  at  Enfield  and  736 
at  Sparkbrook  ;  on  July  1,  1,987  at 
Enfield,  459  at  Sparkbrook.  I  may  add 
Mr.  Macdonald 
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referred  to  is  supposed  to  be  the  space 
occupied  for  telegraphists^  work,  which 
measures  12  feet  by  7  feet,  but  at  no 
time,  even  in  summer,  are  there  more 
than  six  persons  in  it,  and  sometimes 
only  four.  No  temporary  premises  can 
be  obtained. 


STAFF  COLLEGE  EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 

&c.) ;  In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend 

the  Member  for  Mid  Lanark,  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 

he  was  aware  that  the  Director  General 

of  Military  Education  publishes  annually 

a  Report  giving  the  examination  papers 

for  the  Staff  College  examination  in  order 
to  show  candidates  the  nature  of  the 
examination  ;  whether  the  mathematical 
papers  set  at  the  recent  examination  were 
considerably  harder  than  any  of  those 
contained  in  the  Reports  of  the  last  five 
years  ;  whether  he  was  aware  that  all 
candidates  must  obtain  at  least  half  marks 
in  mathematics  to  enable  them  to  qualify 
for  a  vacancy  ;  and  whether  steps  would 
be  taken  to  prevent  candidates  being  dis- 
qualified in  consequence  of  the  change  in 
the  nature  of  the  examination,  and 
especially  those  candidates  who  have 
qualified  in  mathematics  on  previous 
occasions  ? 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  Before 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 

question  I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  the 

practice  to  publish  the  names  of  the 
examiners,  and  is  there  any  valid  reason 
for  not  doing  so  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
War     (Mr.    Campbell  -  Banxerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  answered  a  question  on 
this  subject  a  short  time  ago,  and  ex- 
plained that  there  was  a  new  examiner 
on  this  occasion,  but  no  intentional  altera- 
tion was    made  in   the    nature    of    the 
examination.     I  quite  think  that  there 
should  be  a  reasonable  continuity  in  the 
standard    of   these   examinations,  and  I 
will  see  how  this  can  be  best  secured.     I 
also   think    that  the   paper  in  question, 
though  within  the  scope  of  the  examina- 
tion, may  perhaps  have  been  abnormally 
severe,  and  I  will  see  that  this  is  allowed 
for  in  the  number  of  marks  required  for 
qualification. 


THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  if  he  will  explain 
on  what  grounds  male  clerks  of  the 
Central  Telegraph  Oflice,  with  18  to  20 
years'  service,  are  now  granted  one 
calendar  month's  annual  leave,  whilst 
female  clerks,  whose  service  extends 
from  20  to  30  years,  have  three  weeks 
only,  although  the  duties  performed  by 
some  of  the  female  clerks  are  superior  to 
those  done  by  the  males  who  enjoy  this 
privilege  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  The  explanation 
of  the  difference  is  this  :  The  female 
telegraphists,  unlike  the  male  tele- 
graphists, do  not,  as  a  rule,  perform 
Sunday  duty,  nor  do  any  of  them  take 
any  share  of  night  duty.  The  amount  of 
annual  leave  is  not  dependent  on  the 
length  of  service. 

LIFE-SAVING  APPARATUS  AT  COAST- 
GUARD     STATIONS. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (^Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  reports  in  The  Liverpool 
Daily  Post  of  the  19th  and  2l8t  instant 
of  an  inquest  upon  the  bodies  of  two  boys 
who  were  recently  drowned  whilst 
bathing  on  the  shore  at  Crosby,  near 
Liverpool,  and  to  the  evidence  given 
thereat,  which  disclosed  the  fact  that  the 
local  Coastguard  station  was  wholly  un- 
provided with  any  life-saving  apparatus, 
and  also  clearly  showed  that  both  lives 
would  have  been  saved  had  the  Coast- 
guard men,  who  Avere  present  on  the 
beach  at  the  time  and  who  endeavoured 
to  save  the  lads,  been  able  to  swim,  or 
been  provided  with  a  boat  capable  of 
being  promptly  launched  ;  and  whether, 
with  a  view  to  increasing  the  usefulness 
of  the  Coastguard  service  at  Crosby  and 
elsewhere,  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  giving  effect  to  the  presentments 
of  the  jury  in  the  case,  that  the  men  in 
the  Coastguard  service  should  be  expert 
swimmers,  and  should  be  supplied  with 
proper  apparatus  for  saving  life  and 
with  boats  that  can  be  speedily  run  out 
to  sea  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  reports  referred  to  have  been  seen  at 
the  Admiralty,  and  the  loss  of  the  two 
boys'  lives  is  much  to  be  regretted.  An 
inquiry  into   the  conduct  of  the  Coast- 
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guard  men  nt  Waterloo,  uear  Liverpool, 
has  lieeii  ordered  by  the  district  capTaJu. 
That  CoaMgiiurd  etatiou  is  provided  with 
life-bells,  aud  all  the  crew  are  believed  to 
be  swimmers.  All  Coaetgiiard  statione 
are  provided  with  more  or  less  meaoH  for 
Mtviiig  life.  Whether  their  boats  can  be 
speetlily  run  out  to  sea  mnat  often  depend 
on  looal  circumstances. 


FEES  FOR  APPOENTMENT  AS 
MAGIBTBATBS. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg 


ask 


the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  tbe  Crowu  make 
any  charge  on  the  admission  or  appoiut- 
meritof  County  Magiatrateo  ;  and  whether 
Clerks  of  the  Pence  or  Deputy  Clerks  of 
the  Peace  have  the  right  to  make  a 
charge  for  Crown  Office  and  other 
charges,  amounting  to  £3  3s.  and  up- 
wards ? 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
As<(LiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  that 
under  au  Order  made  on  June  20,  1871, 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  others,  with 
the  coucurreuce  of  the  Treaeury,  iu  pur- 
suance of  the  16tli  section  of  the  Courts 
of  Justice  Salaries  aud  Funds  Act,  1869, 
the  following  fees  iu  respect  of  the  in- 
sertion of  names  iu  CommissioDS  of 
the  Pence  are  takcu  in  ihe  Crown  Office 
iu  Chancery,  and  paid  to  the  Exchequer  : 
— Commissions  of  the  Peace,  England 
aud  Wales,  irrespective  of  the  number 
of  names,  £1  ;  ditto,  Scotland,  £3.  The 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  is  further  entitled  (o 
charge  the  individual  Magistrate  a  fee 
upon  taking  the  oalhs  of  office.  This 
fee  is  fixed  by  Quarter  Sessions  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and, 
though  the  amount  is  not  absolutely  uni- 
form, it  rarely  exceeds  5s. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  explain  why  it 
is  the  fee  in  Scotland  is  three  times  as 
much  as  the  English  fee  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Is  the  fee  o^ 
5s.  payable  for  each  Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No;  that  applies  to 
the  whole  batch  of  names  inserted  on  a 
given  occasion. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  And  if  a  charge 
of  three  guineas  has  been  made  it  is 
wrong  ? 

Sir  U.  Kan-Shviltetoorth 


Mr.  ASQUITU:  Yes;  tha 
charge  which  the  Clerk  of  the  1 
not  legally  entitled  to  make. 

STOBES  IN  MERCH.Us'T  SHI 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg 
the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of 
whether  the  SurveyorB  have,  sii 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  189i 
into  force,  discovered  any  stor 
were  not  up  to  the  standard  ;  an 
they  rejected  any  such  stores  ? 

The  president  of  the  B 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mondella,  SI 
Brighteide)  :  The  Act  refoired  to 
hon.  Member  was  brought  into  o[ 
some  10  days  siuce,  and  during  t 
week  the  Inspectors  found  it  nece 
25  cases  to  reject  stores  which 
proposed    to   ship   for   the    use 

ABHTON-UNDER-LYNE  PAROCl 
EVKKING  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES 
Regis)  :  In  the  absence  of  th 
Member  for  Ashton-iinder-Lyne,  ] 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Col 
of  Council  on  Education  whethe 
aware  that  the  grant  in  respect 
Parochial  Evening  School  {i 
nnder-Lyue),  Session  lb91-2,  has 
been  received  ;  whether  he  can  si 
reasons  for  this  delay  ;  whether  ii 
fact  that  letters  from  Mr.  R.  Bradl 
school  manager,  dated  29th  June 
lOth  July,  1893,  and  17th  Juh 
to  the  Education  Department,  asl 
the  grant  or  for  some  inquiry  ii 
matter,  have  been  met  by 
acknowledgments  only,  withoi 
answers  whatever  being  gi^-en 
matter  of  the  said  letters  ;  and  i 
he  will  direct  payment  of  ihe  sail 
or  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  al 
give  directions  that  answers  h 
in  due  course  by  the  officials  of  i 
pKrtment  to  those  having  buaioe 
it? 

Mr. 
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Beqaently  occurred,  but  the  grant  will  be 
paid  very  shortly.  The  printed  acknow- 
ledgmenU)  are  always  sent  in  order  to 
show  that  letters  have  been  received,  and 
will  be  attended  to. 

SIGNALMEN  IN  THE  NAVY. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  has  seen  the  further  state- 
ments relative  to  signalmen  published  in 
the  Press,  including  The  Times  of 
27th  July,  whose  correspondent  with  the 
Red  Fleet  in  the  Naval  Manoeuvres 
alleges  that  the  signalmen  of  the  Fleet 
are  underpaid  and  underestimated  as 
compared  with  other  corresponding 
ratings,  and  that  the  signal  staff  of  most 
ships  other  than  the  flagship  is  conse- 
quently undermanned,  insufficient  and 
inefficient  ;  and  whether  he  will  agree  to 
a  Return  showing  the  numbers,  ages, 
and  qualiflcatious  of  the  signal  staff  of 
the  Navy,  together  with  their  pay,  duties, 
and  prospects  of  promotion,  as  compared 
with  those  of  corresponding  ratings  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  statements  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion have  been  seen  at  the  Admiralty. 
I  adhere  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  the 
hon.  Member  on  Monday  last.  There, 
therefore,  appears  to  be  no  necessity  for 
the  Return  suggested. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  the  House  to 
jndge  on  that  point  ?  Is  he  prepared  to 
give  the  Return,  or  does  he  refuse  it  ? 

•Siu  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
If  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  answer 
I  gave  on  Monday  he  will  find  sufficient 
reasons  for  refusing  it. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  "  Yes "  or 
"No"  to  my  question.  If  he  refuses 
the  Return  I  shall  know  what  to  do. 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  seem  to 
understand  that  when  one  says  that  there 
i«  no  necessity  for  a  Return  that  answer 
means  "  No." 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  shall 
call  attention  to  this  on  the  Estimates. 

THE  UNITED    STATES    MAIL    SERVICE. 

Mn.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  existing  mail 
contract  terminates  on  the  30th  Septem- 
ber   1894,  with    a  year's  notice,   what 


'  steps,  if  any,  are  the  Government  taking 
to  arrange  for  its  continuance  and  further 
expediting  the  service  thereof  through 
Ireland  via  Queenstown,  Kingstown,  and 
Holyhead  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  steps  are 
necessary  to  arrange  for  the  continuance 
of  this  contract ;  and  in  view  of  the  im- 
portant acceleration  obtained  in  the  latter 
part  of  last  year  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  no  intention  of  taking  steps 
to  further  expedite  the  service. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
Can  anybody  else  tender  besides  the 
existing  contractors  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  think  not.  The 
contract  will  run  on  until  notice  is  given 
by  one  side  or  the  other. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  until  one 
party  desires  to  renounce  the  contract  no 
outside  tender  can  he  accepted  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so. 

TARIFF  RETURNS. 
Mr.  godson  (Kidderminster):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  give  this  House 
any  information  as  to  the  progress  made 
in  the  preparation  of  the  Tariff  Returns, 
in  continuation  of  No.  376,  of  1890,  the 
same  having,  on  the  2l8t  March,  1893, 
only  required  two  or  three  mouths  for 
their  completion  ? 

.  Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  A  portion  of  this 
volumiuous  Return  is  already  in  the 
printer's  hands,  and  the  remainder  is  ap- 
proaching completion,  so  that  I  hope  to 
issue  the  Return  iu  a  few  weeks'  time. 

THE  CANADIAN  CATTLE  TRADE. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  the  Cana- 
dian Government  has  iuvited  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  to  send  out  experts  to 
Canada  at  the  expense  of  the  Canadian 
Government  to  determine  whether  con- 
tagious pleuro-pneumonia  does  or  does 
not  exist  within  the  Dominion ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  accept  the  offer,  and  thereby 
help  to  allay  the  dissatisfaction  that  is 
felt  at  the  maintenance  of  the  present  re- 
strictions on  the  trade  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  We  have  not 
received  any  formal  invitation  from  the 
Canadian  Government  to  the  effect  in- 
dicated in  the  question  ;  but  we  have,  on 


Death  t  through 


{COMMONS}  iWr  Dietary,  ^. 


■a  tliati  one  occasion,  coueiJered 
Jther  the  adoptiou  of  the  course  pro- 
ed  would  be  the  be^t  means  of  obtain- 
evidence  fis  to  the  esisteuce  of 
iiro-pueumouia  io  the  Dominiou.  My 
1  opinion  is  tbat  liie  Cauadisii  Govern- 
]t  could  tbemsclves  obtain  additional 
>nnation  which  would  bear  materially 
the  question  at  iasue  ;  and,  as  my  hon. 
end  will  see  from  the  Papers  about  to 
laid  on  the  Table,  we  Lave  offered  im- 
taut  MuggestiouH  as  to  the  meaus  by 
icU  we  think  this  might  be  done. 
Hr.  BUCHANAN  .-  But  is  it  not  the 
e  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
eived  informal  tiommunicatioo  on  the 
iject  from  the  Agent  General  of 
iiada  ?  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  in- 
atian  has  been  sent  because  the 
uadian  Government  wish  to  satisfy 
I  right  hou.  Gentleman  an  to  the  real 
ts  of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  Board  of 
;ricultnre  ia  perfectly  satisfied  as  to  the 
ts,  and  by  particular  aspects  presented 
the  cattle.  I  have,  however,  made 
tain  suggestions  to  the  Canadian  Go- 
nmeut  whicb  will  be  found  in  the 
pern  when  preseuted. 

INDIAN  COINAGE  QUESTION. 
Ur.  GOSCHEN  (St.  GeorRe's,  Han 
)r  Square)  :  I  beg  to  aslc  the  Under 
;reiary  of  State  for  India  whether  be 
1  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 

I  House  a  copy  of  the  Abstract  of  the 
iceedings  of  ibe  Council  of  the  Go 
r  General  of  India,  which  met  at  Si 

Monday,  the  26th  of  June,  connected 
th  the  Indian  Coinage  and  Paper  Cur- 
icy  Bill  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  oi- 
'ATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Rlssell, 
irlh  Beds.) :    The   Papers  have  been 

some  time   in  the  printer's  hands,  and 

II  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  a  few  days. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  thi 
aucellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
!  following  passages  from  the  speech 
ivered  by  Sir  David  Barbour  on  the 
lian  Coiuage  and  Paper  Currency  Bill 
'ore  the  Couucil  of  the  Goveruur 
lueral  of  India — namely,  the  making 
[d  coins  legal  tender,  the  settlement  of 
I  pennaueut  rate  of  exchange  between 
Id  and  the  silver  rupee,  and  the  other 
lasures  uocestiary  for  the  final  and 
ectivo  establishment  of  a  gold  standard 
India,  will  he  provided  for  by  future 

Mr.  H.  Gardner 


legislation  aud  in  the  light  of  fut 
perience,  represents  the  view  < 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  1 
sity)  :  At  present  the  rupee  is  lega 
to  any  extent.  Is  it  proposed  ti 
any  change  in  that  respect  P 

The  chancellor  ov  th 
CHEQUER(Sir  W.  Harcoubt,  1 
The  views  of  the  Goremmeut  a 
pressed  in  the  telegmm  from  the 
tary  of  State  to  the  Viceroy  oi 
20,  1893.  They  are  in  the  fo 
terms  : — 

"  Her  Majesty'R  Govemmenl  have  di 
approve  of  the  proposal  of  your  tioi 
to  close  ttie  Mints  to  free  coinage,  anil 
arrau^menlB  tor  the  Hiloptioii  of 
Btftndard  subject  lo  the  recommeniln 
Lord  Herschell'B  Committfle,  which  ; 
Temincnt  have  accepted.  You  are.  I 
empowered  forthwith  to  take  the  i 
aeps' 

That  is  the  decision  of  the  Gove 
As  to  the  arrangements  of  the 
Government  for  carrying  out  .th 
mliiation  of  Her  Majesty's  Gove 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
that  question  to  the  India  Office. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  iindersu 
the  words  with  regard  to  makii 
coins  legal  teuder  are  not  in  tl 
gram,  and,  therefore,  need  not 
to  represent  the  views  of  Her  M 
Government. 

Sir  W.  HABCOU'RT  :  I  thii 
body  reading  the  passage  will 
the  Goverumeni  accept  the  priuci 
gold  standard,  and  they  leave  il 
Indian  Governmeut  to  make  s 
raugements  as  are  expedient  >t  i 
or  hereafter  for  giving  effect 
principle.  What  these  nrrangem' 
is  a  matter  tbat  belongs  to  the 
Government  and  the  Indian  Secret! 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  miis 
fore,  address  any  questions  on  the 
to  the  India  Office. 

■Sir  J.  LUBBOCK :  May  I 
an  answer  to  my  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  • 
ought  to  be  addressed  to  ihi 
Office. 

■Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  I  will 
question  to  that  Depart meut. 

DEATHS   THROOOH  POOR   DIKT 

THK  SOUTH  DUBLIN  UNIC 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  tfa 
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Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  within 
tho  South  Dablin  Union,  in  the  week 
endiug  February,  1893,  it  is  asserted  that 
the  death  rate  was  in  the  ratio  of  364 
per  1,000  per  annum,  and  whether  this 
was  partially  attributable  to  the  dietary  ; 
whether  the  allowance  of  tea  was  then 
only  one  ounce  to  a  gallon  of  water  ; 
and  whether  the  present  scale  of  one 
oance  and  a-half  per  gallon,  being 
complained  of  as  insufficient,  will  be  in- 
creased in  the  interests  of  the  health  of 
the  inmates,  more  especially  the  aged 
poor? 

Mr.  J.   MORLEY  :    The   Registrar 
General  has  not  the  necessary  informa- 
tion to  enable  him  to  answer  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question.     All  deaths 
in  Public  Institutions  are  distributed  in 
his  Returns   according  to  the  localities 
from  which  the  deceased  are   admitted. 
Workhouse  inmates  comprise  a  number 
of  sick  people,  and  the  death-rate  would 
be  a   hospital  death-rate.      The   Local 
Government  Board   state  that  no  facts 
have  come  before  them  tending  to  show 
that  the  dietary  has  anything  to  say  to 
the  rate  of  mortality  in  the  workhouse. 
The  Board  consider  that  the  scales  ot 
dietary  now  in  use  in  the  workhouse  are 
sufficient,  and  if  the  Guardians  desire  to 
propose  any  alteration   in  the  scale  the 
Board  will,  if  they  consider  it  desirable, 
sanction  the  change. 

THE  COUNTY  DOWN  MAGISTRACY. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Down,  I   beg  to  ask    the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord,  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  Dromara  is  the  usual   Petty 
Sessions    where    Mr.  Murray,  of  Bally- 
nahinch,    lately    appointed  one   of  Her 
Majesty's  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Down,  was  expected  to  attend  ; 
if  it  be  true  that  Mr.  Murray,  at  Petty 
Sessions   in  Dromara  on  the  19th  June 
Jasf,  assisted  in  adjudicating  in  a  prosecu- 
tion for  trespass  in  pursuit  of  game,  and 
whilst  acting  as  a  Magistrate  and  during 
the  hearing  of  the  said  prosecution,  said 
he  regarded  the  Game  Laws  as  a  relic  of 
(>arbarism ;  and    if  such    language    was 
used  by  him,  will  the  Lord  ChancellorV 
attention  be  directed  to  it,  with  ^  view  to 
his  considering  whether  such  e^ppressions 
from    the  Bench  of  individual    opinions 
condemnatory  of  the  Statute  Laws    are 
consistent  with  the  obligation   taken    by 


Mr.  Murray,  as  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  to  administer  said 
laws  as  at  present  in  force  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  the  question 
appeared  on  the  Paper  only  this  morning 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good 
enough  to  postpone  it. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  As  the  question 
has  appeared  on  the  Paper  may  I  ask  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Murray  is  one  of  the  most  respected 
men  in  the  County  Down,  and  that  his 
appointment  was  approved  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  and  has  given 
satisfaction  to  every  class  except  the 
landlords.  Wa«  he  not  merely  express- 
ing an  opinion  with  regard  to  the  Game 
Laws  which  is  generally  entertained  by 
pei)ple  throughout  Ireland  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE  PRICE  OF  FORAGE. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the 
rise  in  the  price  of  forage,  he  will  in- 
crease the  allowance  of  Is.  9d.  per  day, 
now  made  by  "  The  Army  Annual  Act, 
1893,"  for  10  lbs.  of  oats,  12  lbs.  of  hay, 
and  8  lbs.  of  straw  per  day  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  allowance  payable  to  innkeepers  for 
billeting  horses  is  fixed  by  the  Army 
Annual  Act,  and  I  have  no  power  to  go 
beyond  the  maximum  there  laid  down. 
I  am  afraid  the  innkeepers  must  take 
one  year  with  another ;  and,  according  to 
the  contract  prices  of  forage,  the  inn- 
keeper is  losing  this  year  much  less  than 
he  has  l)een  gaining  during  several 
preceding  years.  Billeting  is  an  incident 
of  the  conditions  on  which  a  licence  is 
granted. 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  UGANDA. 

Mr.  L  ABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  be  has 
received  any  telegram  confirming  the 
telegrams  in  the  newspapers  respecting 
the  disturbances  in  Uganda,  and  the 
necessity  for  Sir  Gerald  Portal  having 
to  return  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :    Yes  ;   we  have  re- 
ceived such  a  telegram. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the 
House  have  the  advantage  of  perusing 
that  telegram  ? 
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•Sir  E.  GREY:  That  telegram  is 
almost  exactly  the  same  as  that  which 
has  appeared  in  the  newspapers.  It  has 
just  been  received,  and  we  have  no 
further  information. 

THE  BLOCKADE  IN  SUM. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean) :  I  desire  to  ask 
whether,  although  the  Grovernment 
stated  in  both  Houses  yesterday  that 
they  hoped  that  the  blockade  in  Siam 
would  be  averted,  that  blockade  had,  as 
a  fact,  been  declared  on  the  spot  on 
Wednesday ;  whether  they  have  yet 
received  notification  of  the  blockade  so 
declared,  and  of  its  nature,  or  have  been 
left  to  hear  of  it  from  Bhngkok  ;  what 
is  the  nature  of  the  blockade  declared  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
support  the  principles  with  regard  to 
blockade  and  its  effect  on  neutral  ships, 
and  also  with  regard  to  the  trade  in  rice, 
laid  down  by  Lord  Granville  on  behalf 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
Formosa  Correspondence  of  the  Autumn 
of  1884? 

•Sir  E.  GREY:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet's  reference  to  the  statement 
made  yesterday  does  not  give  the  words 
used  quite  correctly.  The  exact  words 
were— 

'*  It  is  Dot  yet  formally  notified,  and  perhaps 
it  is  not  too  much  to  hoi)e  that  the  neceasity  for 
it  may  yet  be  averted.** 

In  reply  to  his  questions,  I  desire  to  give 
him  all  the  evidence  at  my  disposal.     It 
is   as  follows :    Yesterday   afternoon    a 
telegram  was  received  from  the  Embassy 
at  Paris    to  say    that  M.   Develle    had 
stated  that  the  blockade  would  begin  on 
the  31st.     Late  in  the  evening  a  second 
telegram    was   received   from   Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Bangkok  saying  the 
blockade   had   been   declared  as  having 
begun    on    the    26th.      A    third     tele- 
gram was  received  almost  simultaneously 
from  the  senior  naval  officer  at  Singapore 
to  say  that  the  blockade  had  been  notified 
on  the  27th  as  beginning  on  the  28th. 
There  is  apparently  no  doubt  that  the 
blockade  is  intended  to  extend  across  the 
Gulf  of  Siam  from  Cape  Chulai  to  Lem 
Krabang,  and  that  three  days  have  been 
allowed    to     neutral     vessels     to     load 
cargoes  and  leave  Bangkok.     In  conse- 
quence of  the  telegrams  from  Bangkok 
and  Singapore,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   have    telegraphed    to    Paris    for 


prompt  explanations.  In  reply  to  the 
last  part  of  the  question,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  nature  of  the 
blockade  and  its  effect  on  neutral 
ships  are  being  considered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  consultation  with 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  When  in 
there  any  probability  of  a  decision  being 
arrived  at  as  to  whether  England  is  going 
to  allow  her  merchant  trade  to  be  inter- 
fered with  ? 

*SiR  £.  GREY  :  It  is  obvious  that  an 
answer  cannot  possibly  be  given  to  that 
question  until  the  Law  Officers  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  blockade 
and  the  effect  of  it. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  But  will 
our  vessels  in  the  meantime  be  allowed  to 
bo  captured  and  taken  into  Prize  Courts 
on  account  of  breaches  of  an  alleged 
blockade  while  the  Government  are 
making  up  their  minds  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  ;  The  hon.  Member 
must  see  his  question  is  one  the  answer 
to  which  depends  upon  grave  points  of 
International  Law  which  may  Involve 
the  gravest  consequences  ;  and  I  cannot 
possibly  make  any  further  statement. 

THE   HOMB   RULE  BILL. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Can  the 
Chief  Secretary  say  how  soon  the  amended 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Bill  will  be 
issued  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  il  made  inqmrj 
before  the  House  met  as  to  when  the  Bill 
would  be  reprinted.  I  understand  no 
time  will  be  lost,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  on  Saturday,  or 
at  latest  on  Monday. 


THURSDAY  NIGHrS  SCENES. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  the  absence  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
whether  the  Government  would  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability — I  mif^ht 
almost  say  the  necessity— of  the  appoint* 
ment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
deplorable  occurrence  of  last  night  ? 

[As  Mr.  J.  MoRLET  rose  to  ans-vrer 
the  question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladj^toxk 
entered  the  House  amid  Ministerial  cheem. 
The  question  having  been  repeated  by  Mr. 
Hunter.] 

Mr.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE :  That  » 
a   question   which    has   come  upon 
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necessarily  without  the  opportUDity  for 
previous  consideration.  It  is  one  of  very 
great  gravity  and  very  great  delicacy. 
The  only  admission  I  will  make  to  my 
hoo.  Friend  is  that  undoubtedly  these 
occurrences  constitute  in  themselves  a 
very  serious  fact  in  the  history  of  this 
House.  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  pro- 
ceed further  at  the  present  moment ;  but 
if  on  Monday  or  Tuesday  my  hon.  Friend 
will  repeat  the  question  he  shall  have  the 
best  answer  which  on  consideration  can 
be  given. 

THE   EDUCATION   REPORT   AND 
ESTIMATES. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK :  May  I  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  the  English  Education 
Vote  to-day  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  propose  to  take  it 
as  soon  as  the  Scotch  Vote  has  been  ob- 
tained. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  promise  that  the  Report  of  the 
Education  Department  should  be  circu- 
lated beforehand. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  was  curculated 
this  morning. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  apolo- 
gise  for  the  question,  but  I  may  observe 
that  I  have  not  received  mine. 

Mr.  ACLAND :  I  believe  some 
Members  do  not  receive  all  the  Parlia- 
mentary Papers.  But  those  who  do  no 
doubt  have  had  this  Report. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK:  The  Report 
contains  a  considerable  amount  of  infor- 
mation, and  it  is  really  impossible  to 
discuss  such  important  questions  at  such 
short  notice. 

Mr.  ACLAND :  Perhaps  I  may 
repeat  what  I  said  yesterday,  that  the 
statistics,  on  which  the  Report  is  a 
ranning  comment,  were  published  weeks 
ago. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCk  :  That  may  be  so, 
but  we  have  now  only  just  got  the  views 
of  tbe  Department,  and  it  is  putting  us 
at  a  great  disadvantage  to  call  on  us  to 
discuss  the  Education  Vote  when  we 
only  received  the  views  of  the  Depart- 
ment this  morning. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  There  are  no  views 
of  the  Government  in  the  Report,  and 
it  has  been  published  at  the  date  it 
usually  is. 


Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  we  have  only  got 
the  Report,  and  not  the  customary 
Appendices  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  All  the  tables  and 
statistics  have  been  in  the  hands  of 
Members  for  weeks. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Not  all. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
SuppLY^-considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES,  1893-4. 

Class  IV. 

£648,073,   to   complete  the    sum   for 
Public  E(}ucation,  Scotland. 

•The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  It  is  well,  perhaps,  that  I 
dhould  first  make  a  few  remarks,  brief, 
and,  I  trust,  businesslike,  and  I  hope  that 
the  Committee  will  think  when  they  have 
heard  my  statement  that  Scot^.h  educa- 
tion is  in  a  condition  that  is  satisfactory 
for  the  present  and  hopeful  for  the 
future.  The  Estimate  is  for  565,000  day 
scholars,  which  appears  to  be  a  falling-off 
of  2,000  from  last  year  ;  but  it  is  only  an 
apparent  diminution.  Last  year  there 
was  an  over-estimate  in  the  actual 
average  attendance,  which  was  549,000. 
That  number  has  been  increasing 
regularly,  though  not  quite  so  rapidly 
as  in  the  years  immediately  following 
free  education.  As  regards  finance, 
the  increase  in  the  Estimate  is 
£16,000,  of  which  £7,300  is  the  normal 
increase  in  the  annual  grant,  and  £7,600 
is  the  fee  grant  from  the  Exchequer. 
I  know  there  are  hon.  Members  who 
think  that  Scotland  should  get  10s.  a 
head  for  every  child.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  that  would  be  an  advantage  to  Scot- 
land. There  was  some  doubt  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  Scotland  was  getting  the 
whole  of  ll-80ths  to  which  she  was  en- 
titled, so  the  Scotch  Office  made  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Treasury,  and  after  some 
fighting — ^for  nothing  is  got  without 
fighting — Scotland  got  the  sum  which 
we  believe  is  her  due.  lu  addition  to 
that,  £40,000  was  paid  under  the  Customs 
and  Excise  Duties  Act,  in  aid  of  free 
education,  so  that,  instead  of  10s.  per 
child,  12s.  per  child  is  provided.     The 
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was  the  case  in  the  year  1888.     Bat  this 
attendance  is  kept  up  under  remarkable 
difficulties.     There  are  districts    which 
were  quite  unprovided  with  roads,  or  even 
with  a  substitute  in  the  shape  of  decent 
footpaths,  and   the   very  approaches  to 
schools  were  dangerous.     But  this  year 
the  Government  allotted  £10,000  to  im- 
proving the  footpaths  of  the  Highlands, 
with  a  special  view  to  education,  and  the 
Scotch    Office    tried    to    see    that    the 
money     was     spent     for    the    purpose 
for  which  Parliament  intended  it  to  be 
spent.     Now,  Sir,  I   want   to   say    one 
word  about  night  schools.    In  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
of  the  House,  these  night   schools   are 
founded  on  the  principle,  not  only  of  filling 
up  defects  in  the  elementary  education  of 
uofortunati)    persons,    but    to    give    to 
persons  not  able,  in  the  work  of  life,  to 
go  through  the  regular  round  of  secondary 
education,  a  real  and  solid  knowledge  of 
and  interest  in  the   higher   branches  of 
mental  cultivation.     This  has  been  verv 
well  expressed  by  Dr.  Ogilvie,  when  he 
says — 

**  It  is  recognised  that  the  future  of  the 
erening  schools  depends  on  their  advanced  pro- 
gnunme,  and  there  is  everywhere  an  earnest 
desire  to  foster  and  develop  them,  and  nu^e 
them  attractive  sequels  to  the  day  schools.  They 
promise  to  become  the  permanent  secondary 
schools  of  the  working  classes/* 

These  evening  schools,  which  are  so  con- 
genial  to   Scotland,  which  hung  heavily 
for  a  time,  have  taken  a  fresh  start.     In 
the  year    1891    there  were  207  evening 
schools,  and  in  the  year  1892,  257.     In 
the     year     1891     there     were      16,613 
scholars,  and  in  the  year  1 892  there  were 
19,000.       That   is   the    progress    made 
already,  and  the  Code  which  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  laying  on  the  Table  will  give 
it,  I  hope,  a  great  and  marked  impulse. 
The  age    of   scholars  at   night   schools 
will    be    continued    over  21.     The    In- 
spector's  General  Report  on  the  schools 
is     to      take     the    place    of    individual 
examit  s  ^ion,and  visit  without  notice  is  to 
take   t   «  place  of  announced  visit,  whilst 
the    grants    in   a   good   school    will    be 
sensibly   larger.     All  this   is   as   in  the 
English  Code,  but  there  are  certain  differ- 
ences in  our  New  Code  which  will  tell  in 
favour    of  simplicity,   and   obviate    the 
necessity    of     keeping     those     minute 
registers   which,    as    everyone    who    is 
acquainted  with    elementary    education 
knows,  are  the  curse,  though,  perhaps,  a 
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necessary  curse,  of  carrying  on  the 
system.  I  should  be  grossly  ungrateful 
if  I  said  anything  in  depreciation  of  the 
English  Code,  for  we  owe  it  very  much 
indeed.  We  have  adopted  their  Schedules 
of  subjects,  modifi^  carefully,  and  I 
think  wisely,  to  meet  Scottish  needs. 
We  have  printed  even  their  detailed 
schemes  of  education  with  the  necessary 
changes  ;  but  I  want  to  put  in  one  word 
of  explanation  here.  Managers,  I  hope, 
will  remember  that  these  schemes  are 
only  suggestions,  and  if  each  subject  is 
reasonably  well  taught  they  may  teach  it 
according  to  their  own  knowledge  and 
their  own  lights,  or  may  even  select 
other  subjects  than  those  mentioned  in 
the  Code. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  Is  the  Code 
printed  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  in 
type.  It  will  be  a  question,  I  should 
think,  of  a  day  or  two.  As  to  pensions, 
we  have  received  from  the  Treasury  our 
proportionate  share  of  increased  grant. 
At  present,  in  addition  to  what  was 
absorbed  by  teachers  who  were  in  office 
before  1851,  who  have  a  statutory  right, 
there  was  only  £920  a  year  given  to  most 
necessitous  cases.  We  have  now  received 
an  additional  sum  of  £830,  which  almost 
doubles  our  means  of  assisting  those 
teachers  who  have  a  claim  on  our 
sympathy  and  gratitude.  In  the  New 
Code  for  night  schools  we  have  learned 
something  from  England,  but  there  are 
matters  in  which  England  might  take  a 
leaf  out  of  our  book.  The  great  success 
which  has  attended  the  Scottish  Act  of 
1890  for  the  education  of  blind  and  deaf- 
mute  children  will  be  very  gratifying  to 
the  Representatives  of  a  country  which 
has  been  the  pioneer  in  this  matter.  The 
State  now  undertakes,  either  through 
taxes  or  by  local  funds,  the  education 
and  even  the  maintenance  to  the  age  of 
16,  of  children  who  are  in  this  unfortu- 
nate state  of  boily.  The  payments  for  the 
actual  teaching  of  the  children  are 
made  by  the  Department  in  the 
Estimates  in  the  case  of  some  500  to  600 
scholars.  The  other  day  £600  was  paid 
to  one  great  institution — namely,  the 
Deaf  and  Dumb  Institution,  Glasgow, and 
there  are  two  admirably  conducted 
institutions  of  the  same  class  in  Edin- 
burgh. That  is  not  all.  Under  the  Act, 
payments  for  the  maintenance  of  129 
children  at  these  institutions,  at  the  rate 
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languages  are  concerned  which  maj  he 
attribated  to  uncertainty  of  system  rather 
than  defect  of  zeal,  and  I  iiave  asked  a 
very  competent   gentleman  to  report  on 
the  teaching  of  modern  languages  in  the 
schools   of    Belgium    and    Switzerland, 
especially  on    the    point   whether    that 
system   is   founded  on  seeking  to  attain 
coLversational     facility,      or      through 
edncational   discipline  and  literary  prac- 
tice and  cultivation — in  fact,  whether  a 
classical     education,     as     far     as    time 
allows,  can  and  should  he  got  out  of  the 
fDodem   languages.      But,    Sir,    I  have 
^d  enough,  I  think,  for  the  purpose  of 
laying  before  the  House  the  new  points, 
«uch  as   they  are,   and   explaining  the 
progress  in  the  older  parts  of  the  system 
included  in  this  Estimate.       Of  the  vast 
amount  of  silent  and  normal  continuous 
work  that  has  been  going  on  for  so  many 
years  with  ever-improving  methods  and 
ever-increasing    energy    and  experience 
I  say  nothing,  and  it  needs  no  praise  of 
mine.     The  education  of  Scotland  is  the 
outcome   of    Scottish    history,  and    the 
express  image  of  Scottish  character  ;  and 
I    trust  that  the  House  will  cheerfully, 
itnd  readily,  and  even  promptly,  vote  the 
money   on  which    the  efficiency  of  that 
•education  depends. 

Mr.   graham  MURRAY    (Bute- 
shire) thought  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  feel  very  much  indebted  to 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman   for  the  ex- 
treme lucidity  of  the  statement  which  he 
had  made,  and  he  felt  sure  that  on  the 
Opposition  as   well  as  on   the  Govern- 
loent  side  there  would  be  a  disposition  to 
be    satisfied  with    the    general  progress 
which   he    had  indicated,  and   with    the 
geoeral  administration   of    the    Depart- 
ment   which    fell  under   the  right   hon. 
Oentleman^s cognisance,  and  of  which  he 
had  indicated  some  of  the  features.     At 
the    same   time,  he   felt  also  they  were 
under    very   great  and    most  unmerited 
disability  in  discussing  this  subject  as  it 
oug^ht    to   be    discussed.       Up    to  that 
moment  they  had  not  seen  a  copy  of  the 
Heport — an  advantage   which  was    not 
denied  to  English  Members.  He  believed, 
techuically  speaking,  the   Report  as  to 
Scottish   education    was    placed    on  the 
Xable  the  previous  night,  but,  of  course, 
tiiAt        meant       placing       upon        the 
X&bie     a     dummy     Paper ;     and     they 
iHTM-e,     therefore,     obliged     to     discuss 

rand  important  question  without 


knowing  what  they  had  to  discuss  at  all 
until  they  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man's    statement.     He    could    not    but 
regard  that  as  a  great  disadvantage  and 
a  great  pity.     He  did  not  indicate  who 
was  to  blame  in  the  matter,  but  if  the 
subject  were  to  be  adequately  discussed 
they  ought  to  have  had  the  Report  before 
them.     The  speech   of    the    right   hon. 
Gentleman,    in    point  of   lucidity,    left 
nothing  to  be  desired  ;   but  there  were 
certaiii  points  he  had  not  touched  upon, 
and  as  to  which  it  was  necessary  they 
should    have    some    information.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  he  did 
not  see  any  particular  difference  between 
the  cost  of  the  various  classes  of  schools  ; 
and,  therefore,  without  opening  up  the 
subject   of  denominational  education,  at 
any  rate,  they  had  to  congratulate  them- 
selves that  so  much  of  Scottish  educa- 
tion as  was  denominational  did  not  seem 
to  be  hampered  by  any  bad  managemeu^^ 
and,    in    fact,    upon    this    question    of 
economy  both  in  England  and  Scotland, 
the    economy    seemed    to  be   rather   in 
favour    of  the  denominational  than  the 
Government  system.      The   next   point 
touched  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  the  fact  that  greater  liberty  had 
been  given  to  the  teachers  to  map  out  the 
particular  curriculum  which  the  scholar 
was  to  follow,   and  he   was    extremely 
gratified    to   hear   the   unstinted    praise 
which  was  accorded   by   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  to   the    method    which   was 
undertaken,  certainly  as  an  experiment,  a 
few  years  ago.     There  were  some  at  that 
time  who  did  not  entirely  agree  with  it ; 
but  he  thought  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  taken  as  a  meed 
of  unqualified  praise.      He  thought   he 
should  not  be  doing  justice  to  one  who 
was   deserving  of  much  praise   in    this 
matter  if  he  did  not  recall  the  few  sen- 
tences that  were  pronounced  in  the  dis- 
cussion that  took  place  some  years    ago 
by  the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  Robert- 
son), who,  in  heralding  the  introduction 
of   the   system,  said    its    initiation    was 
really  duo  to  the  energy  and  constructive 
ability  of  the  gentleman  who,  more  than 
any  other,  had  the  control  of  the  develop- 
ment   of   the   Scottish  educational  pro- 
gramme by  virtue  of  his  official  position 
— namely,  the  Secretary  of  the  Scottish 
Education  Department.     The  next  ques- 
tion his   right   hon.   Friend    had    dealt 
with  was   the    question    of    the   High- 

2  M  2 
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land  schools.  They  were  glad  to 
find  the  average  attendance  had 
progressed  by  such  leaps  and  bounds 
since  the  year  1888.  He  did  not  know 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attributed 
that  progress  to  any  special  reason.  He 
spoke,  of  course,  of  what  had  been  done 
as  regarded  making  better  roads,  and  all 
would  agree  that  that  was  well-spent 
money  ;  but  that  he  understood  was  a 
work  which  had  been  done  quite  recently, 
therefore  the  increased  attendancof^o  far 
was  due  to  some  other  cause  than  that, 
and  it  would  be  well  if  the  right  "hon. 
Gentleman  would  explain  the  cause, 
because  it  undoubtedly  might  disclose 
some  method  or  benefit  which  they  might 
apply  in  other  places.  He  was  also 
pleased  to  hear  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  to  say  about  the  educa- 
tion of  blind  and  deaf  children.  They 
who  lived  in  either  of  the  two  great 
towns  of  Scotland  were  familiar  with  the 
interest  taken  there  in  that  subject,  not 
only  in  the  Institutions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to,  but  also  in 
the  case  of  Donaldson's  Hospital,  which 
was  one  of  the  best  Institutions  for  the 
blind  and  deaf  to  be  found.  As  to  the 
subject  of  fee-paying  schools,  he  would, 
for  reasons  which  the  Committee  would 
presently  appreciate,  rather  hold  over  his 
observations  on  that,  because  it  was  cog- 
nate to  another  matter  upon  which  he 
should  otherwise  have  to  trouble  the 
Committee  in  a  few  moments.  For  the 
same  reason  he  should  defer  his  remarks 
upon  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  secondary  education. 
There  were  some  matters  on  which,  as 
they  had  not  got  the  Report,  he  thought 
the  Committee  were  entitled  to  more  in- 
formation. One  great  subject  of  interest 
had  been  the  progress  of  attendance  in 
Scotland,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  read  them  out  certain  figures  showing 
the  progress  as  indicated  by  the  number  of 
scholars  in  attendance  in  1872  as  com- 
pared with  the  present  year.  There  was  a 
prophet  in  that  House  whose  voice  he 
was  sorry  to  say  was  temporarily  silenced 
— he  meant  Mr.  Caldwell — who  used  to 
assure  them  that  these  figures  were 
illusory  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  shown  them  that  such  was  not  the 
case.  But  there  was  another  question 
as  to  that  progress  which  was  equally 
interesting,  and  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  change  that  took  place  in  1872. 

Mr,  Graham  Murray 


Of  course,  there  was  a  great  change  in 
1872  from  the  old  Scottish  parochial 
school  system  to  the  system  of  Board 
schools  under  the  Education  Act.  But 
there  had  been  a  change  in  another  way 
since  those  days.  He  referred  to  the 
introduction  of  free  education,  and  cw- 
tainly  one  was  anxious  to  know  now 
whether  the  Department  were  in 
possession  of  such  statistics  and  had  got 
such  experience  as  would  enable  them 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  more  or  lew 
certain  as  to  what  the  tendency  of  free 
education  had  been  in  really  stimulating 
the  anxietv  for  education  as  evidenoed 
by  the  fact  of  the  numbers  that  betook 
themselves  to  that  education.  In  the 
Report  of  1891-2  statistics  were  given 
as  to  the  numbers,  and  then  the  Report 
went  on  thui 


"  Looking  to  the  magnitade  of  the  qnertioaip 
and  the  number  of  circumstances  wUch  may 
affect  it,  it  is  sfcarcely  yet  possible  to  proooance 
as  to  the  effect  which  this  scheme  may  bavv 
upon  the  successful  enforcement  of  the  ccan- 
puisory  clauses.  But  we  are  convinced  that,  a» 
a  general  result,  it  has  not  only  increased  the 
number  on  the  books,  but  also  added  consider- 
ably to  the  average  attendance.  Meanwhile^ 
we  can  only  repeat  the  hope  that  Scottish 
parents  will  show  their  sense  of  the  boon 
conferred  by  a  constant  and  vigorous  eSo/ri.  to 
make  the  school  attendance  of  their  children  fall 
and  regular." 

He  should  like  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  hopes  ex* 
pressed  in  this  Report  of   1891-2,  that 
the  new  scheme  of  free  education  would 
add  considerably  to  the  average  attend- 
ances, had  been  realised.      In   1888  the 
figure   of  increase   in   attendances    was 
ro5  per  cent.,  in  1889  it  was   1*27  per 
cent.,  in  1890  it  was  2*22  per  cent.,  and 
in   1891    it  was  3*90  per  cent.     This  in* 
crease  might  be  accounted   for   by  tlw 
fact  that  one  result  of  paying  do  fce» 
had  been  that  yery  much  younger  ciuU 
dren  w^re  sent  to  school ;  hut  it  woold 
not   be   altogether  just   to   include    the 
attendances  of  children  under  five  jeu^ 
of    age   in   a^timating   the    increaae     id 
attendances.     The  Committee  would  like 
to   know   whether  there    had   been     an 
increase    on   the   percentage   of    1891  t 
Again,    in     reference    to     the     naevhoJ 
of       collective       instead      of       indiri* 
dual     examination,     which     had      bee* 
introduced  into  the  Code  in   1886  as  »n 
experiment,  nnd  in  respect  of  which  the 
Report  of  1891  did   not  Mund  any  c<mi- 
fidcut   note,    I  he   Committee  wouhl«    he 
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thought,  desire,  if  possible,  some  fuller 
iDformatioD  from  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
mau  upon  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Training  Colleges  at  all.  He 
bolle^ed  that  these  Colleges  were  ex- 
tremely well  worked,  and  that  the  de- 
nominational element  was  of  so  mild  and 
indistinctive  a  character  that  it  did  not 
injuriously  affect  them ;  but  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  the  system  was 
«till  entirely  satisfactory  ?  Another 
question  of  interest  was  the  subject  of 
evening  continuation  classes  ;  but  here, 
again,  he  most  bitterly  regretted  the 
absence  of  any  Papers  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  Committee  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  had  put  a  Code  dealing  y^lth  the 
subject  upon  the  Table  ;  but,  if  so,  that 
was  admittedly  a  new  departure,  and  it 
was  a  great  pity  that  no  opportunity  had 
been  afforded  for  discussing  it.  It  was 
-said  that  this  Code  resembled  the  English 
Continuation  Code  ;  but  there  were  some 
portions  of  the  English  Code  that  were 
«pen  to  the  criticism  that  they  went 
beyond  the  scope  and  object  of  these 
Scotch  continuation  schools.  That  Code 
included  such  subjects  as  "  the  public 
life  and  duties  of  citizens,"  and  directed 
the  teachers  to  select  such  part  of  that 
subject  as  was  most  appropriate  to  the 
circumstances  and  needs  of  each  particular 
school.     The  Syllabus  said — 

*•  The  teacher  \\ill  select  that  part  which  is 
inost  appropriate  to  the  circumstances  and  the 
neetis  of  the  school  and  the  locality.  .  .  .  The 
object  of  the  teacher  should  be  to  proceed  from 
the  known  and  familiar,  such  as  the  policeman, 
the  rate  collector,  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
the  Town  Council,  to  the  history  of  and  reasons 
fur  our  local  and  national  institutions  and  our 
responsibilities  in  connection  with  them." 

And  it  was  added — 

"  Good  illustrations  and  diagrams  and  pictures 
will  be  of  great  service  in  teaching  this  sub- 
ject/' 

They  might  introduce  magic  lanterns. 
If  they  were  to  deal  with  subjects  which 
included  the  whole  scope  of  political  life 
they  would  be  introducing  controversial 
matters.  He  thought  he  had  shown  the 
Jitficulty  that  lay  in  the  way  in  relation 
to  this  branch  of  the  question.  He 
wanted  next  to  deal  for  a  moment  with 
the  question  of  secondary  education.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Oeutleman  that  under  the  system  of 
secondary  education   he  had  found  that 


the  leaving  certificate  examination  which 
was  introduced  by  the  late  Government 
had  been  attended  by  excellent  results. 
As  to  the  money  devoted  to  secondary 
education,  he  wished  to  say  that  Scotch- 
men were  certainly  not  satisfied  with  the 
position  in  which  the  administration  of 
the  fund  of  £60,000  was  left  by  the 
action  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  rose 
to  a  point  of  Order.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  question  of  this  fund  had  not 
been  already  dealt  with  ?  Had  it  not 
been  made  the  subject  of  a  Motion  during 
the  present  Session  ?  Apart  from  that, 
there  was  no  mention  of  it  in  this  Vote. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  said,  he 
only  proposed  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  administration  by  the  Education  De- 
partment, and  he  submitted  he  was  quite 
in  Order. 

The  chairman  ruled  that  the 
question  of  administration  could  be  dis- 

Mr."  B ARTLE Y  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
in  that  case  the  Report  muse  come 
within  the  scope  of  discussion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  question 
of  administration  might  be  discussed  in 
its  entirety. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
did  not  know  how  otherwise  he  could 
raise  the  question  if  not  now.. 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  it  might 
be  done  on  the  salary  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
had  made  some  careful  inquiries  about 
that,  and  he  had  been  told  that  if  he 
raised  the  question  in  that  way  he 
would  probably  be  ruled  out  of  Order. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  the  proper  time 
would  be  when  the  Minute  was  before 
them. 

Mr.  graham  MFRRAY  said,  they 
had  the  Report,  au«i  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  possible  he  could  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  was  understood  to  ask  whether  the 
subject  had  not  been  dealt  with  on  a 
previous  occasion  ? 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  given 
his  ruling,  and  he  thought  the  question 
of  administration  could  be  discussed. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  a  further 
question,  which  could  not  be  heard  in  the 
Reporters'  Gallery. 

Mr.  hunter  said,  the  question  of 
the  certificate  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 


779        Supply—Civil  Service        {COMMONS}  Estimates,  1890-4. 


Mr.  graham  MURRAY  mv 
would  not  wander  beyoud  the  limits  of 
proper  disuuKNioii.  He  believed  the  De- 
partmeut  had  gone  wroug  in  llie  matter 
by  trying  to  (five  in  to  the  clamour  of 
certaJQ  seelions,  and  they  were  exceed- 
ingly Borry  that  the  Department  did  not 
stand  up  to  the  Report  of  their 
Committee,  the  Members  of  which  i 
takeu  impflrtially  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  lie  hoped  that  by  next  year  the 
Department  would  re-eonsiderlhepoBili( 
in  regani  to  this  matter.  Then  the: 
was  the  question  of  the  9d.  limit,  whie! 
being  a  technical  matter,  might  uot  1 
quite  understood  in  all  parts  of  the 
House.  This  limit  arose  In  this  way. 
In  1872  the  existing  system  was  intro- 
duced. In  1«76  an  English  Act  was 
passed  dealing  with  elementary  educa- 
tion in  England;  but  hi  Seclion  oa  of 
that  Act  it  was  enacted  thut  certain  pro- 
visions in  the  English  Act  should  lie 
grafted  upon  the  Scotch  system.  In 
fact,  under  the  Act  of  1876  the  9.1.  limit, 
in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown — the  English  Attorney  General, 
the  Lord  Advocate,  and  the  Scotch  Solici- 
tor General  being  agreed,  and  the  English 
Solicitor  General  dissenting— was  read 
into  the  Scotch  Education  system.  The 
point  next  mooted  between  the  Controller 
and  Auditor  (Jeneral  nod  the  Department 
was  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  "ordi- 
nary." Another  opinion  was  consequenilv 
taken  from  iheLaw  Officers,  and  thev  laid 
down  that  "  ordinary  "  did  not  mean  in 
respect  of  ordinary  education,  and  did  not 
meauaverage  payments,  but  meant  simply 
ordinary  pnymeuiH.  That  supplie*!  the 
practiee,  which  went  on  nntil  1889,  when 
the  first  subvention  was  obtained  from 
Parliament  towards  the  relief  of  foes. 
Then  the  point  was  raised  bv  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General  as  to 
whether  in  calculating  the  9d.  payment 
from  the  scholar  the  fee  alone  was  to 
be  taken,  or  whether  in  the  case  of 
schools  that  had  got  fees  the  amount 
given  by  Parliament  in  relief  was  to  be 
included  in  calculating  the  Sid.  The 
opinion  of  the  Scotch  Law  Officers  was 
iaken,aml  t  itey  held  that  therelief  of  t  lie  fee 
grant  was  not  to  be  so  calculated.  The 
matter  went  before  tlie  Committee  on 
Public  Accounis — a  Committee  which, 
as  everyone  knew,  did  good  work  in  the 
House.     He  had  never  heard,  however, 


that  it  was  any  part  of  the  func 
that  Committee  to  give  an  opii 
law.  On  finance  their  opinion  t 
rivalle<l.  In  1 891 ,  however,  they  ii 
that  the  opiniou  of  the  Scute 
Officers  was  uot  in  harmony  w 
intentions  of  Parliament.  The 
mittee  on  Public  Accounts  did 
further  then  ;  but  thix  year — and 
sorry  the  Meniber  for  North  A 
(Mr.  Hnnler),who  was  familiarw 
subject,  was  uot  in  his  place — ihej 
great  deal  further,  for  they  repeal 
doubt  whether  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  was  in  harmonv  w 
intentions  of  Parliament,  and  ex 
regret  that  the  opinion  of  the  ] 
Law  Officers  as  well  ns  of  the 
Law  Otficei-s  hail  not  lieen  taken 
subject,  lie  had  no  objection 
opinion  of  the  English  Law  < 
being  taken  :  but  he  did  object 
suggestion  of  the  Committee  that, 
meantime,  future  payments  shoi 
made  at  the  risk  of  the  ace 
officer.  He  (Mr.  Murray)  war 
assurance  from  the  Secretary  foi 
1  that  he  was  not  going  to  di 
system  in  Scotland  at  the  i: 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac 
It  seemed  to  hiu)  that  all  the  Cod 
had  to  do  was  to  see  if  the  pa 
were  legal,  and  whatever  ibeir  v 
to  its  being  in  harmony  with  the  i 
Parliament  they  had  no  business  t 
the  recommcudation  that  until 
opinion  was  taken  the  payments 
be  made  at  the  risk  of  the  aco 
officer.  No  one  could  expect 
thai  official  —  who  in  this 
happened  lo  be  a  paid  Se 
of  the  Education  Department— 
take  on  his  shoulders  (his  gre 
bunlensome  payment.  He  regreti 
the  Government  had  put  tbeui 
position  of  having  to  discuss  thii 
tion  in  the  absence  of  Papers — j 
larly  so  far  as  the  evening  school 
concerned.  At  the  same  lime,  be  t 
right  hou.  Gentleman  oppw 
t  he  had  done  in  cxphiinit 
er,  and,  as  Scotchmen,  he  wi 
were  all  proud  to  see  that  tl 
gross  of  cihication  in  Scotland  wi 
it  was. 

Mh.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,: 
obligetl  to  reiterate  what  IimI 
from  the  hou.  Gcntlemati  who  hi 
sat  down  as  to  (he  difKcultv  in 
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they  had  been  placed  by  uot  having  the 
Papers  before  them.  He  desired,  with 
regard  to  Articles  133  and  134  of  the 
£dncation  Code,  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  a  question.  Article  134  said 
that  the  Scotch  Boards,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Scotch  Education  Department, 
might  maintain  a  certain  number  of 
schools  in  which  fees  were  charged  to 
infants  in  all  or  any  of  the  Standards. 
The  preceding  article  said  that  in  State- 
aided  schools  no  fees  should  be  exacted 
from  scholars  who  were  between  ^Ye  and 

14  years  of  age.  He  wished  to  contrast 
that  with  the  Statute  under  which  free 
education  was  given  to  England.  He 
wished  to  know  if  he  was  correct  in  the 
inference  that  Scotland  Had  not  been 
placed  on  the  same  footing  of  equality  as 
England  ?  Under  the  English  Act  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment to  take  steps  to  secure  proper 
accommodation  for  the  education,  with- 
out fees,  of  children  over  three  and  under 

15  ;  but  in  Scotland  the  limit  was  fixed 
between  ^vq  and  14.  He  should  like  to 
know  if  there  was  any  valid  reason  for 
this  difference,  which  was  very  consider- 
able ?  He  had  uot  had  time  to  properly 
consider  the  Reports  sent  in.  They  had 
come  in  detachments.  That  relating  to 
the  Western  Division — in  which  he  (Mr. 
Cochrane)  was  interested — gave  par- 
ticulars as  to  the  infant  department  and 
the  good  work  being  done.  It  stated 
that  the  numbers  of  infants  in  the 
schools  had  largely  increased,  and 
attributed  that  increase  to  the  abolition 
of  fees.  It  was,  therefore,  a  great  ad- 
vantage that  children  in  Scotland  could 
be  educated  without  the  payment  of 
school  pence.  The  Report  went  on  to 
say  that  children  went  to  school  at  an 
earlier  age  than  formerly,  and  the  infant 
room  in  many  of  the  schools  was 
quite  full.  Infants  in  Scotland  were 
largely  sent  to  school,  and  he  wanted 
to  know  why  they  should  not  have 
the  same  right  as  English  infants 
to  education  without  the  payment  of  fees  ? 
In  describing  some  of  the  drawbacks  in 
the  county  he  represented  the  Western 
Report  said  that  all  the  infants  were  put 
together,  and  the  teachers  only  got  un- 
qualified assistance.  Was  there  any 
reason  why  there  should  not  be  proper 
accommodation  and  proper  assistance  in 
these  schools  ?  In  one  school  in 
Kilmarnock  there  were  too  many  infants 


put  together,  and  an  inadequate  amount 
of  class  room  for  sectional  work.  The 
Report  for  1891-2  stated  that  the  relief 
of  fees  had  largely  increased  the  attend- 
ance of  children  of  early  years,  and 
brought  into  attendance  many  children 
under  school  age.  How  was  it  that  this 
matter  had  not  been  attended  to  ?  In 
1891— on  the  9th  July-^a  Debate  was 
raised  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  and  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  spoke  in  a  sympathetic 
manner  of  the  want  of  uniformity 
between  the  Scotch  and  English  Regula- 
tions.    He  said — 

*'  We  already  know  a  great  deal  as  to  Scotch 
opinion  on  this  subject.  Experience  has  shown 
that  Scotch  parents  are  anxious  that  their 
children  between  three  and  five  years  should  go 
to  school.  The  parents,  it  is  found,  are  sending 
them  in  largely  increasing  numbers,  as  stated 
in  the  Report  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment, yet  the  Government  propose  that  children 
between  three  and  five  years  who  can  now 
attend  school  free  should  in  future  be  liable  for 
fees.  Human  nature  and  the  circumstances 
with  re^rd  to  parents  and  children  are  the 
same  in  Scotland  as  in  England,  and  the  same 
causes  which  induce  parents  in  England  to  send 
their  children  to  school  below  the  age  of  five 
years  will  lead  Scotch  parents  to  do  the  same.'* 

And  he  finished  up  by  saying — 

"  Let  us  complete  the  good  work  by  asserting 
that  15  shall  be  the  age  up  to  which  a  child 
shall  be  sent  to  school  without  its  being  a  bunlen 
to  his  parents,  and  enabling  him  to  reap  the 
benefit  of  that  education  which  Parliament  has 
given." 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  at 
that  time  pointed  out  that  the  gift  of  free 
education  to  Scotland  had  been  quite 
recently  made,  and  it  was  desirable  that 
a  little  time  should  be  given  for  gaining 
experience.  He  (Mr.  Cochrane)  sub- 
mitted, however,  that  sufficient  expe- 
rience had  been  gained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
had  had  a  year  in  which  he  could  carry 
this  out,  and  perhaps  he  would  explain 
why  it  was  that  in  this  matter  Scotch 
children  had  not  been  treated  like  English 
children. 

Dr.MACGREGOR  (Invemess-shire) 
did  not  want  to  make  a  speech  on  educa- 
tion, but  there  were  two  or  three  ques- 
tions he  should  like  to  ask,  if  they  were 
in  Order.  In  the  first  place,  he  desired 
to  know  whether  the  question  of  the  re- 
tiring pensions  of  schoolmasters  in  Scot- 
land had  been  further  considered;  secondly, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, in  developing  secondary  education 
in  Scotland,  had  paid  special  regard  to 
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should  be  adopted  of  inducing  pupils  to 
attend  such  schools.     He  thought  that  a 
little  less  should    be    given    to    urban 
schools,  and  a  little  more  to  the  country 
schools.    Last  jear  in  the  Highlands  no 
less  a  sum  than  flO^OOO  was  given  by 
the  Scotch  Department  for  the  making 
of  footpaths,  so  that  little  children  might 
fttteud  school  in  something  like  comfort. 
There  were  large  tracts  of  country  in  the 
county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
where  there  were  no  roads  whatsoever. 
In  the  Stewartry  of  Kirkcudbright  there 
were    shepherds    who  were  anxious  to 
send  their  children  to  school,  but  who 
lived  four,  six,  and  eight  miles  from  a 
school  or  from  a  hamlet,  and,  therefore, 
had  to  get  their  children  educated  in  the 
best  way  they  could.     They    were  put 
to  considerable   expense   in  the  matter, 
and  if  Parliament  could  see  its   way  to 
assisting  these  poor  people,  say,  by  pay- 
ing half  the  expense  they  were  put  to,  it 
would  be  of  incalculable  advantage.     He 
was  aware  that  this  could  not  be  done  at 
present ;  but  if  assistance  was  given  to 
parents  in  the  Highlands,  why  should  it 
not  be  given  to  those  in  the  Lowlands  ? 
One  parish    he    could    name   was    106 
square  miles  in  extent,  with  a  small  popu- 
lation of  between    300  and  400.     This 
pwish  was  as  badly  off  ah  any  part  of 
^J^ye  or  Koss-sbire,  or  of  the  Highlands. 
With  regard  to  class  subjects,  when  deal- 
ing with  from  50  to  80  children  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  deal  with  them  all 
on    the  same   level  ;    but  if  they    were 
divided  they  could  be  more  easily  dealt 
with,    and      the      tuition      would      be 
more    acceptable    to    their    minds.     Of 
course,  a   few   more   teachers   might  be 
required  ;  but  if  a  little  more  money  were 
allowed  for  the  staff  of  the  schools  the 
r^ults  would  not  only  be  favourable  to 
the  schools,  but  also  to  the  pupil  teachers. 
If  the  staff  was  larger  the  teachers  could 
be    better    educated.       At   present   the 
pupil  teachers  were  very  badly  educated. 
It  was  all  nonsense  to  say  that  they  were 
well  educated.     If  they  were  to  be  good 
teachers  hereafter  Parliament  must  insist 
upon     their    being    well    trained.     The 
pupil  teacher  received  a  small  pittance  of 
£o,  £10,  or  £15  a  year,  and  for  that  had 
to  give  all    his   time   to  teaching — that 
was  to  say,  it  was  not  until  the  school 
hours  were  over  that  bis  turn  for  instruc- 
tion came,  when  he  was  tired  and  worn 
out.     He  (Sir  Mark  Stewart)  was  glad 


to  think  that  specific  subjects  were  gain- 
ing ground.     He  was  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culty they   stood   in   in   the   country  as 
compared  with  the  towns.     He  had  had 
some  experience  of  cookery  classes,  and 
was  bound  to  say  they  could  not  confer 
a  greater  boon  on  rural  populations  than 
by  teaching   young   girls   how   to   cook. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
in  order  to  keep  up  the  interest  of  these 
classes  something  more  should  be  taught 
than  the  mere  drudgery — than  the  peeling 
and  cooking  of  a  potato.    He  hoped  that, 
as  far  as  they  could,  the  Education  De- 
partment would  permit  of  specific  subjects 
being  taught  in  connection  with  cooking. 
In  regard  to  agriculture  he  was  glad  to 
think  that  in  the  Southern  part  of  Scot- 
land the  proportion  of  pupils   who  had 
continued  their  study  of  specific  subjects 
at  the  third  and   more   useful   stage   at 
which  they  generally  left  off  was  on  the 
increase.      In  Standard  I.,  in  1890,  the 
numbers  were  153  ;  in  Standard  II.,  in 
1891,  52  ;  and  in  Standard  III.,  in  1892, 
19.     The  more  they  increased  this  scien- 
tific teaching  the  better  it  was  for  the 
pupils  and  for  education  generally.     He 
was  sure   that   all   hou.    Members   who 
had    paid   any   attention   to  this  matter 
would     agree     with      him      when      he 
said      that      hitherto       the      Agricul- 
tural  Department   had   paid   too    much 
attention  to  mere  technical  education,  as 
in   dairying,  for  example,  and  had  ne- 
glected  the  more  scientific  branches  of 
instruction — that  was  to  say,  in  lectures 
and  explanations.     No  doubt  something 
was   being   done   in   this   direction,  but 
more   theoretic    teaching    was   required 
With  regard  to  free  education,  he  desired 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Department  as  to 
its  success  in  the  way  of  bringing  more 
children  into  the  schools  ?     Dr.  Kerr,  on 
this  subject,  said — 

"  It  is  probable  that  the  stimulus  supplieil  by 
this  novelty  has  ceased  to  operate,  so  far,  at 
least,  as  sending  very  young  children  to  school. 
There  is  besides  now  less  motive  for  a  full 
attendance  at  inspection.  But  after  taking 
these  causes  into  account  it  is  apparently  safe 
to  conclude  that  free  wlucation  has  not  pro- 
duced more  regular  attendance,  and  discou- 
raging to  find  a  decrease  in  IV.  to  VI.  and  such 
a  small  increase  in  ex-VI.  pupil:*.'* 

That,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  discouraging 
fact,  and  he  should  like  to  hear  what  had 
lieen  done  in  the  past  year  generally — 
for   this  statement   only  applieil  to  one 
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title  of  the  iiOD.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  continuBit;  lecture  lion.  Gentlemen  on 
tUe  MinijjteriBl  side  of  Houee,  especially 
those  who  sat  ou  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Both  the  hou.  M^ber  for  Dumbarton- 
shire and  himsetf  liad  weeks  ago  placed 
questionx  ou  the  Faper,aud  received  satis- 
factory Buawers  from  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  with  regard  to  these  continua- 
tion schools.  Great  complaint  had 
heen  made  tliat  the  Keftort  of  the 
Scotch  Educatiou  Department  was  not 
before  the  House.  That  was  un- 
doubtedly to  be  regretted  ;  but  those  who 
were  ac4uaiuted  with  questions  of  this 
nature  knew  that  it  was  owiug  to  ex- 
ceptional circumstaaces  that  that  Report 
was  not  before  the  House.  Apparently 
the  serious  ground  of  complaint  ou  this 
head  was  that  there  was  so  Utile  fault  to 
be  found  with  the  adminiHtrntion  of  the 
Scotch  Department.  Those  who  had 
heen  present  that  day  must  have  seen 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  had  been 
found  in  obtaining  grounds  for  serious 
objections  to  the  administration  of  the 
Department.  Altliongh  those  Reports 
were  undoubtedly  useful  for  the  informa- 
tion of  School  Hoard  a  and  Education 
Committees,  and  for  the  teachers,  Scottish 
Repreaeutatives  knew  from  their  visits  to 
Dover  House  that  there  was  no  Depart- 
ment more  carefully  and  efficiently  con- 
ducted than  the  Scotch  Department  of 
Kducatlou.  Many  of  them  did  uot  need 
to  refer  to  these  Reports.  Some  of  them 
in  various  ways  were  couuected  either 
with  School  Boards  or  Educational 
Trusts  or  College  Councils,  and  they 
knew  how  carefully  and  attentively  the 
Department  was  conducted.  As  he  had 
vaitl,  they  were  greatly  pleased  that 
Scotch  Education  Department  was  acting 
on  the  same  lines  and  principles  as 
English  Education  Department.  With 
respect  to  Training  Colleges,  there  wae 
one  point  on  which  he  wished  some  in- 
iormatiou  from  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, lu  many  cases  it  was  an  advantage 
to  teacbera  to  go  to  these  Training  Col- 
leges. They  were  anxious,  espeeially  in 
large  cities  like  Duudee,  that  the  facilities 
for  the  training  of  teachers  which  were 
posBesHe<l  in  these  Colleges — more  par- 
ticularly in  the  University  College  at 
Dundee,  which  was  one  of  the  best- 
equipped  and  best-couducted  local  Col- 
leges in  the  eonuiry — should  be  taken 
advantage  of.  They  had  Professors  of 
great  eminence  and  ability,  their  time  was 
Sir  J,  Leng 


not  fully  occupied,  aud  the  resoi 
that  well-endowed  Institution  we 
to  be  applied  to  the  lesseuingof  t 
aa  they  would  be  if  teachers  ' 
avail  themselves  of  the  adyanta| 
College.  He  hoped  that,  as  the 
for  teachers  was  continually  £ 
the  resources  of  that  institution  v 
taken  into  acconut.  A  Frol 
Teaching  in  the  University  of 
drews  would  be  only  too  glad  1 
bis  services  at  the  disposal  of  the 
tiou  Department  for  the  Col 
Dundee.  In  reply  to  the  questi^ 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hozier)  as  to 
they  were  satisfied,  for  his  ] 
begged  to  assure  bim  that  wit 
predating  iu  any  way  the  condui 
Department  under  the  previous 
ment,  they  knew  that  it  was  be 
ducted  ou  the  same  lines  now,  an 
was  doing  everything  iu  its  p 
bring  the  educational  system  of  1 
up  to  date  and  to  make  it  as  efl 
it  possibly  could  be  made. 

Mb.  HOZIER :  1  asked  i 
Friend  whether  he  was  satisRcd 
general  conduct  of  Scotch  Bus 
the  present  Government,  and  he 
answered  it  yet. 

Mb.  J.  P.  SMITH  (Lanark, 
said,  he  thought  the  Secretary  I 
land  and  the  permanent  officials 
be   congratulated   on    the    com 
education   in  Scotland.      The  ri 
Gentleman   had  said  he  HnnHl  I 
got  a  speedy  vote  ;   it 
towards  the  getting  < 
they  had  bad  the  Re 
In  the  first  place,  he 
hear    of    the    success 
examination    tests  ;    I 
glad  to  find  that  this 
were  able   to   give  a 
opinion  as    to  the   cc 
that  reform.     He  war 
of  the  success  of  the  n 
he  wanted  to    know 
who  had  receutly  pai 
to  certain  schouls   or 
distributed  over  the  ei 
was  sure  a  great  deal 
wa«  given  to  children 
of   such  certificates, 
what  might  be  taugl 
tinuation    schools,  be 
right  hou.  Friend  on  tl 
So  far  as  regarded  th 
schools  of  the  duties 
was  a  very  imimrtant  j 
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be  everj  man's  education.     It  had  been 
neglected  to  an  almost  incredible  extent, 
and  be  believed  it  would  be  quite  possible, 
without   introducing    politics,    to   teach 
something  of  the  duties  of  citizenship, 
just  as  in  Scotland  thej  taught  religion, 
according  to  "  use  and  wont."  As  to  fee- 
paying  schools,  that  question  should   be 
settled  bj  the  people  of  the  locality,  accord- 
ing to  the  best  interests  of  the  locality  ; 
but   while  such    schools    existed,   they 
should  be  treated  fairly  and  generously. 
They  were  doing  real  good  work,  and  he 
most    strongly    deprecated    their   being 
harassed  in  the  manner  some  hou.  Mem- 
bers had  attempted  to  harass  them.     It 
was    a    very    great     pity     that    by    a 
sort   of    side  wind  a  matter  was   intro- 
duced   into  Scotland  at   all  which  was 
never  intended  for  Scotland,  and  that  had 
worked   very   serious    inconvenience    to 
some  of  the   best   schools  in  Scotland. 
He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
whether,  in  considering  the  question  of 
getting  rid  of  the  9d.  limit,  he  would  not 
also  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  the  17s.  6d. 
limit  ?  That  pressed  very  hardly  on  many 
of  their  schools.  It  should  either  be  raised, 
or  the  Inspectors  should  be  given  some 
latitude  in  saying  how  the  schools,  which 
deserved  all  they  could   get  and  ought 
not  to  have  anything  taken  away  from 
them,    should    be    managed.     Then    in 
regard  to  leaving  certificates,  he  wished 
to  know  what   had   been   the  result  of 
throwing  open  the  leaving  certificate  ex- 
amination to  State-aided  schools  on  the 
Universities  and  other  Bodies  that  were 
willing   to    receive  the    children  ?     He 
approved  thoroughly  of  what  had  been 
done  in  this  matter,  but  he  asked  that  the 
examiners  for  these   leaving  certificates 
should  make  individual  Reports,  so  that 
their  names  and  their  individual  opinions 
might  become  known  in  the  same  way  as 
vroald   the   Reports    of    Her    Majesty's 
Inspectors    of     Schools.       Further,    he 
29hoaid  like  to  know  what  would  be  the 
action  of  the  Department  in  carrying  out 
the  Minute  of  the  1st  of  May  ?     Was  the 
provision  as  to  giving  the  grant  intended 
purely  to  deal  with  the  initial  starting  of 
tHe  scheme  or  with  the  working  of  the 
schools  from  year  to  year  ?     What  power 
^vrouid  the  Department  have  to  say  that  a 
scheme  which  was  satisfactory,  say,  10 
years  ago,  was  not  being  carri^  out  now 
in  an  efficient  way,  and  that  consequently 
tli«  grant  must  be  withheld  ?     Was  the 


0 

Department   laying    down    any   general 
principles  as  to  the  right  of  supervision 
it  was  to  have,  or  was  the  matter  to  be 
settled  by  arrangement  in  each  scheme  ? 
He  commended  the  action  of  the  Glasgow 
School  Board  in  dealing  with  their  pupil 
teachers  in  a  manner  that  would  ensure 
them  time  in  which  to  forward  their  own 
education,  and  asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  the  Department  might 
be  able  to  put  pressure  to  get  the  same 
system  introduced  in  other  parts  of  the 
country  ?     As  to  Training  Colleges,  the 
present     position     was      not    a     very 
satisfactory    one.       It    was     true    that 
they    were     nominally    denominational, 
but    not     in     reality     denominational. 
In     Glasgow     Free     Church    Training 
College,  for  example,  there  were  only  55 
Free  Cburch  students  and  105  of  other 
denominations ;     and    the    same    thing 
was  true  of  all  the  other  Colleges.     In 
all  theTraining  Colleges  in  Scotland  there 
were  only  464  students  of  the  Bodies  to 
which   the    Colleges   belonged,    against 
393  of  other  denominations,  so  that  not 
far  otF  half  belonged  to  other  denomina- 
tions.    Some  kind  of  assimilation  of  the 
Colleges  was  needed  in  order  tbat  the 
best  students  might  be  chosen  through- 
out,  and   that    system    which    allowed 
entrances  to  one  College  of  s*  udents  with 
low  marks  might  be  got  rid  of.     The 
very  early  age  at   which  children   left 
school  was  a  crying  evil  on  Scotch  edu- 
cation.    Had  the  Department  been  able 
to  make  an  impression  on  that  problem^ 
which    was    one  of    the    most    urgent 
character  ?      It  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant that  could  be  submitted  to  them. 
He  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  nothing  on  that  question,  or  the 
question  of  what  the  Department  were 
doing  in  regard  to  technical  education. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  hoping 
that  in  future  they  would  have  the  Reports 
in  their  hands  when  the  Estimates  were 
taken,  as  under  such  an  arrangement  they 
need  not  raise  so  many  questions  in  the 
House. 

Mb.W.  WHITELA W(Perth)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire  had 
urged  upon  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
the  desirability  of  paying  greater  atten- 
tion to  tbe  teaching  of  Gaelic.  They  all 
wanted  to  see  the  Gaelic  language  pre- 
served, but  he  did  not  see  how  it  could 
be  taught  in  schools  to  the  exclusion  of 
English.  In  Dr.  Stewart's  Report,  speak- 
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ing  of  pupil  teachers  aud  of  candidates 
examined  for  admission  to  Training 
Colleges,  he  regretted  that  very  few 
candidates  were  forthcoming  from  the 
Highlands  and  Islands,  and  that  only 
Skye  supplied  any  candidates  at  all,  and 
he  added — 

** Undoubtedly,  the  inhabitants  of  these 
Islands  are  hanc]icapi)ed  by  their  ignorance  of 
English,  but  there  aie  other  causes  at  work,  as 
well." 

Dr.  MACGREGOB  said,  that  what 
he  desired  was  not  that  Gaelic  should  he 
taught  to  the  exclusion  of  English,  but 
as  a  medium  for  better  acquiring  a  know- 
ledge of  English.  Where  there  was  no 
English,  it  appeared  to  him  that  teaching 
it  through  the  mother  tongue  would 
enable  the  children  to  acquire  a  hetter 
knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.    W.    WHITELAW  said,    there 
was    also    the   question  of    an    appeal 
by    teachers    against    the    decisions    of 
School  Boards  in  regard  to  themselves. 
He   suggested  the  desirability  of  finding 
some  kind  of  Court  of  Appeal  to  which 
teachers  might  go  in  cases   where  they 
were  dismissed  by  a  very  small  majority 
of   the  Board.     It  seemed    to    him   the 
only  course  feasible  was  to  allow  them  to 
appeal  to  the  8cottish  Education  Depart- 
ment ;  but  that  was  only  a  rough-and- 
ready  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter.  If, 
as  had  been  hinted  the  other  day,  legisla- 
tion   was    introduced  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  England,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  care  that  it 
was  dealt  with  in  Scotland  at  the  same 
time.     With  regard  to  school  attendance, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire  said 
he  thought  the  attendance  was  better  in 
consequence  of  free  education  ;  but  from 
all  the  Reports  to  hand,  he  thought  they 
might  safely  say  that  all   the  Inspectors 
were   unanimous   in  reporting  that  free 
education     had     practically     made      no 
difference    in    the   attendance  at  school. 
Something  more  was  wanted  to  induce 
parents  to  send  their  children  to  school. 
What  they  required  was  some  system  by 
which,  to  use  a  colloquial  expression,  they 
could  "  get  at  "  the  children.     In  one  of 
the  Reports  for  the  Northern    Division 
the  Inspector  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that 
what    was    wanted   was    that    children 
should  be  compelled  to  make  a   certain 
number    of  attendances  at  school  before 
they  were  allowed  to  leave.  Dr.  Stewart, 
in  his  Report,  gave  an  instance  of  how 

Mr.  W.  Whitelaw 


this '  might   possibly   work,  stating  thai 
a  few  weeks   ago,  in  one  of    the  large 
schools,   the  attendance  was   larger    by 
200  than  on  the  day  before.     Mr.  White, 
another  Inspector,  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  if  it  were   enacted    that    no  child 
should  be  employed  who  did  not  make  a 
certain  number  of  attendances  after  ^se 
years  of  age,  parents  would  see  it  to  be 
their    interest    to    keep    their   children 
regularly  at  school   after  five   years    cif 
age.     He  (Mr.  Whitelaw)  thought  that  a 
system    of    that    kind    would  not  only 
induce     parents    who    were    habitoallj 
neglectful  to  send  their  children  to  school 
more  regularly,  but  would  also  induce  the 
children  who  wished  to  go  to  school  to 
attend.     There    was    a  difficultv   aboui 
buildings   in  mining  districts  where  the 
population  shifted ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  instead  of  the  Department  insisting 
upon  an  increased  area  per  child,  in  every 
school    where    some    alteration    of   the 
building  was  made,  in  districts  where  the 
population  was  shifting,  some  relaxation  of 
the  rule  might  be  made  by  the  Depart- 
ment.    Something  must  be  done  to  over- 
come the  difficulty  of  the  scarcity  of  male 
pupil  teachers,  and  he  hoped  the  Depart- 
ment  would  give    its    attention  to   the 
matter. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Abei^een,  K.)said, 
he  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  tht 
question  of  Training  Colleges.  He  did 
not  propose  to  move  an  Amendment  oo 
the  question,  but  he  must  commend  tli« 
subject  to  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  The  Training  College* 
were  most  expensive.  They  cost  aboot 
£36  a  year  for  each  male  and  femala 
student,  a  sum  which  was  considerably 
beyond  that  which  University  education 
cost  in  Scotland ;  and  not  only  was  Um* 
system  more  costly,  but  it  was  anque** 
tionably  less  efficient.  He  believed  that 
at  the  present  moment  the  public  optnioa 
of  Scotland  was  if  not  altogether  ripe« 
at  all  events  almost  ripe,  for  a  transfer  to 
the  Universities  of  the  training  o( 
teachers.  So  far  as  the  Trainiair 
Colleges  were  concerned,  it  was  a  mera* 
question  of  compensation.  ArrangemcntK 
he  thought,  could  be  made  by  which  tb» 
transfer  could  be  effected.  If  the 
change  could  be  accomplished,  tfaov 
was  no  doubt  that  it  would  greatly 
raise  the  position  of  teachers  in  Sool-^ 
land.  It  would  add  immenselv  i» 
their  efficiency,  and  would  also  tUiengths^ 
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the  UniTersities  for  the  work  they  had    amouut  of  fee-grants.      He  was   bound 

to  say  that  the  operation  of  the  17s.  6d. 
limit  had  been  rather  to  encourage  School 
Boards  to  extravagance  than  to  habits  of 
economy,  and  he  would  be  glad  if  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  after  inquiry,  in- 
troduced a  measure  to  do  away  with  the 
17s.  6d.  limit.  In  1873,  when  15s.  was 
the  fixed  limit,  the  grant  per  head  in 
average  attendance  in  Scotch  schools 
was  only  lis.  10|d.  ;  in  1876  it  was 
148.  3^. ;  in  1879  it  was  16s.  lid. ;  and 
in  1880  it  was  17s.  2d.  Last  year  it  was 
over  20s.,  and  he  understood  that  it  was 
estimated  at  21s.  for  next  year.  This 
raised  questions  of  considerable  import- 
ance. He  wished  to  know  whether, 
supposing  through  the  action  of  a  County 
Committee  a  school  received  £100  out  of 
the  money  voted  by  the  Local  Taxation 
(Scotland)  Act,  the  money  would  be 
treated  by  the  Department  as  part  of  the 
schooFs  income  coming  from  a  source 
other  than  the  Parliamentary  grant,  and 
whether    the    earning    capacity   of  the 


to  perform.  He  recognised  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  had  scarcely  had 
time  to  deal  with  so  difficult  a  question, 
but  be  hoped  he  would  seek  for  oppor- 
tunities before  next  year  of  considering 
the  question. 

Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.)  said, 
it  was  well  known  by  the  Membei-s  for 
Scotland  that  the  Board  schools  there 
were  purely  denominational  schools. 
Ministers  came  in  to  examine  them  in 
the  Catechism.  That  made  it  impossible 
for  Catholic  children  to  attend  those 
schools ;  but  while  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Catholic  children  to  attend  those 
schools,  the  Catholic  ratepayers  contri- 
buted to  their  support.  He  appealed  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  and  to  Scottbh 
Members  on  both  sides  as  to  whether  it 
would  not  be  fair  that  the  Catholic 
schools  should  receive  some  share  of  the 
local  rate  to  which  the  Catholic  rate- 
payers contributed  ?  He  also  asked 
whether  there    could  not  be  something 

provided  in  the  Code  in  the  shape  of  school  would  be  raised  accordingly  ? 
temperance  teaching  as  well  as  teaching  i  With  regard  to  the  question  of  pupil 
in  regard  to  the  rights  and  duties  of  teachers,  the  difficulty  was  a  pressing 
citizens  ?  I  one,  for  it  was  almost  impossible  for  some 

•Mb.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  said  j  of  the  country  School  Boards  to  get 
that,  notwithstanding  the  somewhat  rosy  i  them.  But  the  prospect  of  a  teacher  was 
view  which  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  '  not  a  bad  one.  In  1870  the  average 
had  taken,  substantial  grievances  still  { remuneration  earned  by  male  teachers 
existed  in  Scotland  in  regard  to  educa-  1  amounted  to  about  £101  16s.  7d.,  and  in 
tional  questions,  and  one  of  those  griev-  ■  1891  it  amounted  to  £133  14s.  6d.  He  was 
ances  was,  he  thought,  the  fact  that  |  afraid  the  cause  for  young  men  not  coming 
while  of  the  total  Imperial  expenditure  ,  forward  was  the  difficulty  experienced  in 
education     as     much    as    £2    3s.  I  getting  ahead  after  they  had  gone  so  far 

on  their  course  of  study  and  work.  He 
thought  that  a  remedy  might  be  found  in 
a  wider  and  more  open  systein  in  con- 
nection with  the  Training  Colleges  ;  and 
if  the  Authorities  interested  in  the 
question  could  not  take  up  the  difficulty, 
he  hoped  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  have  the  courage  to  take  it  up. 
The  question  of  Training  Colleges  in 
Scotland  was  brought  very  prominently 
before  them  this  year  by  Dr.  Kerr,  who, 
in  his  Report  for  1892,  stated  that  in 
1891  there  were  in  the  whole  of  Scotland 
over  3,000  pupil  teachers ;  about  1 ,000  came 
forward  each  year  to  the  Training  Colleges. 
In  July,  1892, 1,003  candidates  presented 
themselves  for  examination.  Of  the  915 
of  both  sexes  who  had  been  pupil 
teachers,  84  per  cent.,  and  of  the  88  who 
had  not  been  pupil  teachers,  nearly  48 
per  cent,  passed  the  examination. 


on 


per      scholar      was     paid    in     Ireland, 
having     regard     to     the     average     at- 
tendance,   only    £1     16s.    per    scholar 
was       paid      in     Scotland.        He     ad- 
mitted that  there  had  been  a  considerable 
increase  in  school  attendance  since  the 
introduction  of  free  education,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  it  applied  in  most  part  to  the 
lower  standards.     He  would  like  to  re- 
ceive from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
statement  as  to  the  number  of  children  in 
attendance   at   the    various    schools    in 
Scotland  under  five  years  of  age.     He 
strongly  deprecated  a  very  large  increase 
in  the  number  of  these  children  coming 
to  the  schools.     However  beneficial  such 
a  system  might  be  in  the  large  towns,  it 
^WBM     impossible    in    rural    districts    to 
^et  these  young  children  to  the  schools, 
sind    they   would  have   a  corresponding 
disadvantage  in  the  rural  districts  in  the 
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iug  of  pupil  teachers  auil  of  candidates 
examiued  for  admissiou  to  Trainiag 
Colleges,  he  regretted  that  very  few 
candidates  were  forthcoming  from  the 
Highlaiids  aud  Islauda,  aud  that  only 
Skye  supplied  auy  caudidates  at  all,  and 
he  added — 

"Unduiibteill;,  the  inhaUtantfl  of  these 
Islands  are  hanrijcap|>ed  b]r  their  ignorance  of 
EngUiih,  but  tbere  aie  other  cauKB  at  work,  as 

Dr.  MACGKEGOR  said,  that  what 
he  desired  was  not  that  Gaelic  should  be  system 
taught  to  the  exclusion  of  English,  but  iuduce 
AS  a  medium  for  betteracquirioga  know-  neglect 
ledge  of  English.  Where  there  was  no  mora  re 
English,  it  appeared  to  him  that  teaching  ohildrei 
it  through  the  mother  tongue  would  attend, 
enable  the  children  to  acquire  a  better  buildinj 
knowledge  of  it.  populat 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  said,  there  that  ioB 
was  also  the  question  of  an  appeal  upon  ai 
by  teachers  against  the  decisions  of  school 
School  Boards  in  regard  to  themselves,  buildiu) 
He  suggested  the  desirability  of  finding  populat 
some  kind  of  Court  of  Appeal  to  which  the  rule 
teachers  might  go  iu  cases  where  they  meut. 
were  diamisned  by  a  very  Bmall  majority  come  tl 
of  the  Board.  It  seemed  to  him  the  pupil  te 
only  course  feasible  wau  to  allow  them  to  ment  v 
appeal  to  the  Scottish  Education  Depart-  matter, 
ment;  but  that  was  only  a  rough-and-  Mr. 
ready  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter.  If,  he  woul 
as  had  been  hinted  the  otherday,  legisla-  questioi 
tion  was  introduced  to  deal  with  this  not  pro 
question  iu  England,  he  hoped  the  right  the  quei 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  care  that  it  subject 
was  dealt  with  in  Scotland  at  the  same  for  So 
time.  With  regard  to  school  attendance,  were  mi 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire  said  £36  a 
he  thought  the  attendance  was  better  in  student, 
consequence  of  free  education  ;  but  from  beyond 
all  the  Reports  to  hand,  he  thought  they  cost  io  i 
might  safely  say  that  all  the  Inspectors  system  i 
were  unanimous  in  reporting  that  free  tionably 
education  had  practically  made  no  at  the  p 
difference  in  the  ftttemUnce  at  school,  j  of  Scot 
Something  more  was  wanted  to  induce  at  all  ev 
parents  to  send  (heir  children  to  school.  '  the  Ui 
What  they  required  was  some  system  by  <  teachers 
which,  to  use  a  colloquial  expressiou.tbey  |  Colleger 
could  "get  at  "  the  children.  Iu  one  of  question 
the  Reports  for  the  Northern  Division  i  he  thou) 
the  Inspector  gave  it  as  bis  opinion  that  transfer 
what  was  wanted  was  that  children  change 
should  be  compelled  to  make  a  eertaio  was  no 
number  of  attendances  at  school  before  raise  tli 
they  were  allowed  to  leave.  Dr.  Stewart,  latid. 
in  his  Report,  gave  an  instance  of  how  theiroffi' 
Mr.  IV.  Whitelaw 
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lat  the  Government  would  give 
attention  to  this  matter. 
0.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
I  rews  Universities) :  The  discussion 
ged  over  a  large  variety  of  topics, 
re  I  must  say  I  leave  the  hon. 
r  for  Dundee.     I  do  not  think  the 
ion  has  been  either  uninteresting 
ractical,  and  in  saying  so  I  would 
ly  commend,  if  I  may  say  so,  the 
ible  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
(I.     What  I  shall  say  will  not  add 
jiuch  to  the  number  of  topics  which 
aken  up,  and  the  burden  of  reply- 
which  rests  upon  the  Secretary  for 
vud.     But  I  am  anxious  to  say  this 
reuce  to  a  practice   which    seems 
vail  in  certain   quarters — namely, 
■ling  Members  to  an  opinion  unless 
:et  up,  when  it  is  expressed  in  this 
',  and  disavow  it.     I  am  unwilling 
i)ound  by  any  such  rule,  and,  there- 
feel  compelled  to  say,  with  refer- 
>  the  remarks  of  the  hou.  Member 
ith  Aberdeen,  although  I  am  not 
into    the    question    of    Training 
•s,  that  I  do  not  agree  with   his 
•  s,  and  I  entirely  dissent  from  his 
ions.      But  although  I  join  in  the 
luu  of  thanks  which  I  think  has 
11  merited  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
for  the  elucidation  he   gave   to 
tiwhat  dry  subject,  I  must  say  I 
>  join  in  the   feeling  that  it  is 
.  lettable    that   this    Committee 
'  asked  to  discuss  a  Vote   of 
pidly  becoming  one  of  the  large 
'  )epartments  of  the  country — 
ounting  to  £968,000  without 
ore  us  the  ordinary    Depart- 
Dort,   and   without   anything 
us  as  material  for  discussion 
(ch  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
4,  however  able  and  how- 
not  possibly  take  the  place 
'tal  Report  to  which  the 
)>een  accustomed  in  pre- 
'  natter  so  charged  with 
I  think  it  would  have 
nch,     in       the      first 
ortened    the    diacus- 
hal     this     Report 
must  all  feel  that, 
have  had  to  ask 
hope  I  shall  not, 
nal  information, 
^  hon.  Member 
*^hink  that  our 
^ault-finding. 
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"A  pliroe  ill  the  firet  or  secoiul  class  is 
neccaauy  (or  ailmisHJoii  to  a  Trsining  College. 
Tbe  number  nF  malt'  cfttiitiilBtes  who  were  ko 
placed  IB  152,  BDtl  of  female  cntidiiUteti  420.  On 
uomparint;  these  figures  with  those  of  1S91, 1  find 
CI)  that  the  number  of  pupit-teachen  who 
were  Buccesfiful  in  4  jier  cent,  smaller,  anil  of 
(hoae  who  had  not  been  pupil -teachere  6  per 
cent,  larger  than  in  the  previooti  jear ;  and  (2) 
that  the  number  of  successful  candidates,  152 
males  and  426  femalee,  should  have  been  190 
and  4il5  leBpectiTely  had  the  level  of  last 
year  been  reached.  1  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  either  the  papers  were  more  difficult  or  the 
markiag  more  iievere.  This  probably  points  to 
the  expediency  of  a  general  adoption  of  the 
plan  in  which,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledftc, 
the  G  losgow  Boanl  has  set  the  example — namely, 
that  the  pupil-teachers  shoulil,  in  general 
terms,  teacD  uoe-half  of  the  day  and  he  taught 
the  other.  Room  will  be  found  in  tbe  Traioing 
College*  for  Ihe  lu2  ijualified  male  students, 
that  being  the  number  of  places  left  vacant  by 
the  outing  student*;  but  for  the  426  qualified 
female  students,  tbei«  are  onlj  2T4  vacant 
places,  BO  that  152  will  either  enter  the  pro- 
(eaaion  through  the  side  door  provided  for  acting 
teachcri,  and  without  the  advantage  of  a 
Training  College  course,  or  seek  other  employ. 
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per  liea^,  but  iii  Scotlaod  ihej 
1 1  per  cent,  of  the  mouej  to  be 
EnglftDil.  The  facts  proved  th« 
Scotland  were  not  g-etting  a  fai. 
lent.  Last  year  the  estimated  u 
ebildren  for  whom  money  wa8  t 
567,000;  but  actually  there  fa 
forward  only  549,000,  and  he 
thiuk  there  had  been  a  satiafacte 
nation  tw  to  the  diserepancy. 
rate,  if  they  in  Scotland  had  goi 
head,  as  in  England,  they  woi 
got  £9,000  more  than  they 
by  tbe  1 1  per  cent,  arrongemei 
year,  however,  the  result  would 
he  expected,  because  they  were  e 
for2,000  children  less;  while  in 
they  would  have  200,000  of  an 
As  A  matter  of  fact,  neverthi 
1 1  per  cent,  calculation  woi 
them,  in  the  money  now  to  1 
£272,000,  or  £10,000  less:  t 
total  on  tbe  baais  of  lOa.  j 
This  vear  they  were  going  to  Ic 
Vote '£10,000.  He  had  alwa) 
agaiust  this  1 1  per  cent.,  becana 
satisfied  that  that  was  thi 
portion  paid  bj  Scotland,  and 
that  during  the  present  year 
had  been  iexucd  crediting  Ireli 
£350,000  more  for  Excise  than 
to  have  been  credited  with  stre 
his  doubts  on  the  subject, 
Mr.  G.  a.    WHITELAW 


ig  College  course,  or  seek  other  employ. 
The  majority,  bm  a  rule,  take  the  former 
alternative.  But  to  this  large  number  of  un- 
trained teachers  must  be  added  the  ITS  who 
failed  to  reach  a  first  or  second  class  in  Ihe  July 
admission,  many  of  whom  remain  in  tbe  pro- 
fession, being  qualifieH  to  act  as  axsiBtant 
teachen,  (hough  not  admigHible  to  a  Training 
College.  This  untraineil  element  is  un<lesirabty 
large.  Its  diminution  is  a  question  for  settle- 
ment by  the  Treasury  and  iirivate  enterprise." 

Then  further  on  Dr.  Kerr  said— 

'■It   in  not  snggealed   that  thew  anumaloui 
malta  occur  in  the  same  College  or  »re  due  *<■-,,  ,^  ,    ,  ,    ,         , 

favouritism.    The  eipUnalion  is  that  the  Col-  I^.VV.)    lioped   he   «hoi 

leges  are  entirely  scparale,  and  that  a  student  introducing  a  matter  which  wa 

is  lucky  or  unlucky  acconling  as  she  has  chosen  qq^   jj,^j  dealt       '  '         '        ' 

to  enteraCoIlegc  where  her  com|ictitorfl  are  tew  „„„,  !„,„,„, 

»ndill-pre|«ied,ornumerousan!lwdl-qiialifie-l.  8'*|"  "'^^^'- 
But  in  view  of  tbe  fact  that  the  Colleges  a; 


of  threen^uartersof  theirexpenditure    School  Boards  to   be  amalgam* 


thee: 

sup{)orteii  by  Oavemment  gnuls  ;  anil  that, 
tar  as  the  Presbyterian  Collcgesare  concerned, 
denominatinnsliHm  has  so  largely  ilisappeared  as 
' }  be  atmnst  left  out  of  account,  it  is  exceol- 


!  of  the  Maryhill  and  S\ 


the  Glasgow  School  Board, 
an  arrangement  which,  as  the 
Gentleman    knew,    would 


c  plaushould  l>eadopteil  |  benefits  both    to    Springbum, 


I  and  Glasgow,  and  would  add  bi 


ingly  desimble  that  s( 

by  which  merit  in  an  examination  o 

all  canilidates   should  receive    approiiroately  , .J    „  r  ,_  .l     i^t     _  _  o  i 

fair  recognlrinn."  ^^  small  cost  to  the  Glasgow  Scho 

,       , .       ,  ,    ,       I  and    Glasgow    ratepayers.     Tb 

It  secme-l  to  bim  that  statement*  of  that  I  f^^   amalgamation  bad  only    « 
kindmadcbysuchanautbanryaflDr.Kerr      ■  ■  ..„.-.' 

would  commend  Iheniaelvt 
mittee,  and  lie  hoped  the 


the  area  of  the  City  of 
bad  been  extended,  and  lbm> 
Boards  claimed    that    the  bono 


had  beou  put  forward  would  .ndiice  the  ,h^t  area  should  also  be  the  ed 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  place  the  Tram-  bo.mdaries.  He  spoke  tnore  i 
nig    Colleges    m    a    more    satisfactory    f„    Springbum.    and     the    S[ 


Board  had  put   forward  t 


position  than  they  were  at  preaoni.  .™«iu  uwi     •■<    lui  nmu  i;citivi 

Dr.   CLARK    (Caithness)  said,  that  I  why  they  couiidered  this  amal 
the  Bill  that  was  passed  did  not  give  lo  |  should  lake  place.     On«    was 
Scotland  the  same  sum  that  it  gave  to  I  line    which    divided    Springbu 
England.     The   English   Bill  gave  lOs.    Glasgow  for  educational  purpoe 
Mr.  BentAan)  1 
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from  it  the  better  classes  of  houses  and    hope  that  the  Government  would  give 
left    the     houses    which    were    almost    careful  attention  to  this  matter, 
entirely  occupied  by  the  working  classes,  '      Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
and  a  further  reason  was  that  that  par-  i  St.  Andrews  Universities) :  The  discussion 


licular  boundary  line  divided  a  district 
which  was  to  a  very  great  extent  in- 
habited by  migratory  working  classes, 
and  consequently  the  continuous  removal 
from  one  side  of  the  boundary  to  the 
other  interfered  with  the  continuity  of 
the  education  of  the  children.  He  would 
only  give  one  other  reason  why  attention 
8boaId  be  paid  to  this  matter,  and  it  was 
a  financial  one.  In  the  20th  annual 
Report  on  the  accounts  of  Scotland  he 
found  the  rate  of  assessment  in  Glasgow 
was   7d.  in  the   £1,  in  Mary  hill  it  was 


has  ranged  over  a  large  variety  of  topics, 
and  here  I  must  say  I  leave  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee.  I  do  not  think  the 
discussion  has  been  either  uninteresting 
or  unpractical,  and  in  saying  so  I  would 
specially  commend,  if  I  may  say  so,  the 
admirable  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened.  What  I  shall  say  will  not  add 
very  much  to  the  number  of  topics  which 
were  taken  up,  and  the  burden  of  reply- 
ing to  which  rests  upon  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  But  I  am  anxious  to  say  this 
in  reference  to  a  practice   which   seems 


lid.,  and  in  Springburu  it  was  lo^d.  i  to  prevail  in  certain  quarters — namely, 
which  latter  was  an  enormous  amount  for  |  of  holding  Members  to  an  opinion  unless 
any  district  to  be  rated  with.  In  1890-91  '  they  get  up,  when  it  is  expressed  in  this 
the  rate  of    Springburu  was  only  lOjd.,  ,  House,  and  disavow  it.     I  am  imwilling 


thus  showing  that   it  had    increased  by 
5d.      This      assessment      produced     in 


to  be  bound  by  any  such  rule,  and,  there- 
fore, I  feel  compelled  to  say,  with  refer- 


1891-2  in  Glasgow  £74,172,  in  Mary  hill  I  ence  to  the  remarks  of  the  hou.  Member 
£4,000,  and  in  Springburn  £950,  so  that  for  North  Aberdeen,  although  I  am  not 
the  total  for  the  whole  of  the  extended  '  going  into  the  question  of  Training 
ar^  would  be  £79,122.  If  these  various  ■  Colleges,  that  I  do  not  agree  with  his 
School  Boards  were  amalgamated,  the  j  premises,  and  I  entirely  dissent  from  his 
produce  of  an  assessment   of    Id.   in  the    conclusions.      But  although  I  join  in  the 


£1  would  be:  Glasgow,  £10,596  ;  Mary- 
hill,  £363;  and  Springburn,  £62.  If  they 
deducted  1-1 1th  of  £363  and  £62,  as 
the  amount  paid  by  landward  portions  of 
Maryhill  and  Springburn  from  the 
amount  produced  on  Id.  assess- 
ment in  Maryhill  and  Springburn,  the 
total  produce  of  such  assessment  by  the 
amalgamated  boards  of  Glasgow,  Mary- 
hill, and  Springburn  would  be  £10,983. 
If  these  districts  of  Maryhill  and  Spring- 
barn  were  amalgamated  with  Glasgow,  a 
rate  of  only  7^.  in  the  £1  would  produce 
the  sum  of  £79,122.  He  thought  that 
showed  what  a  great  benefit  would  be 
conferred  on  the  districts  of  Maryhill  and 
Spnogburn  by  this  amalgamation.  The 
rates  which  were  in  Springburn  (15jd.) 
and  in  Maryhill  (lid.)  would  be  reduced 
to  7^.,  showing  a  reduction  of  8d.  in  the 
first  case  and  of  3|d.  in  the  second,  whilst 


expression  of  thanks  which  I  think  has 
been  well  merited  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  elucidation  he  gave  to 
this  somewhat  dry  subject,  I  must  say  I 
must  also  join  in  the  feeling  that  it  is 
most  regrettable  that  this  Committee 
should  be  asked  to  discuss  a  Vote  of 
what  is  rapidly  becoming  one  of  the  large 
spending  Departments  of  the  country — 
a  Vote  amounting  to  £968,000  without 
having  before  us  the  ordinary  Depart- 
mental Heport,  and  without  anything 
more  before  us  as  material  for  discussion 
than  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, which,  however  able  and  how- 
ever clear,  cannot  possibly  take  the  place 
of  a  Departmental  Heport  to  which  the 
Committee  has  been  accustomed  in  pre- 
vious years  in  a  matter  so  charged  with 
facts  and  figures.  I  think  it  would  have 
tended     very      much,     in      the      first 


all  that  would  be  done  against  such  a  '  place,  to  have  shortened  the  discus- 
sion if  we  had  had  this  Beport 
before  us,  because  we  must  all  feel  that, 
to  a  large  extent,  we  have  had  to  ask 
for  information ;  and  I  hope  I  shall  not, 
in  asking  for  any  additional  information, 
fall  under  the  ban  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee,who  seemed  to  think  that  our 
position  was  rather  that  of  fault-finding. 

2  N 


benefit  would  be  the  imposition  of  the 
trifling  sum  of  ^.  on  the  present 
Glasgow  rate.  He  thought  that,  in  view 
of  the  circumstances,  the  people  of  Glas- 
gow would  not  object  very  strongly  to 
paying  this  farthing  considering  the  great 
boon  thej  would  be  conferring  on  their 
fellow-cttizenSy   and   he    expressed    the 

VOL.  XV.    [fourth  series.] 
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He  seemed  to  coogrfttutate  himeelf  and  I  1st  May,  n 
the  Cotnmittee  on  the  fact  that  those  on  ing  previc 
this  side  of  the  House  have  had  so  little  abaudoned. 
to  liDd  fault  with  in  the  past  six  or  eight  '  in  which  ]i 
months.  That  is  not  our  position.  Our  "" 
position  may  be  that  of  critics,  but  not 
that  of  searching  for  faults,  and  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
able  to  say  we  have  any  fault  to  find, 
because  we  may  have  called  attention  to 
various  items  tn  his  admiuistration,  am' 
have  offered  such  criticism  on  others  ai 
is  open  to  us.  I  say  such  criticism  as  ii 
open  to  us,  because  in  one  of  the  mos: 
important  items  which  is  before  the 
Committee  ive  have  not  tliose  opportuni- 
ties of  criticism  which  the  Committee  or  '  my  right  (1 
the  House  has  with  reference  to  other  the  Public 
classes  of  items.  It  is  a  source  of  regret  |  document,  < 
to  me  that,  whatever  Goverumeut  is  in  i  one  can  oul 
power,  such  topics  as  we  have  had  t 
discuss  twice  over,  upon  the  Minutes  c 
the  Council  on  Education,  must  be  dis-, 
cussed  after  the  hour  of  midnight,  and  it 
is  because  we  have  not  adequate  oppor- 
tunity after  that  time  of  discnasiug  t' 


prineiple  it 
Bodies  bef< 

pi.™.  1 1 


'  topic  alrea 

^  feel  bound 

a  that  whi< 

I  with  by  1 


suggestions 
relative  Vo 
the  Estima 
the    right 


been  put  to 
mportant  change  which  is  brought  i  a  categorici 
about  in  the  Minute  of  the  Department  I  hon.  and  le 
relative  to  secoadary  education  that  1  I  that  subject 
am  gla<l,  Sir,  you  gave  us  another  oppor-  <  rather  extrt 
tunity,  which  I  trust  we  have  not  I  Public  Aec 
abused,  of,  at  all  events,  meotiouiug  that  1  upon  itsetf- 
subject.  There  are  two  matters  with  |  iuterpret  in 
reference  to  that  particular  topic  as  to  to  be  the 
whichi wisbverymnchthcrtghthon.Gen-  but  also  to 
tleman  would  enlighten  the  Committee,  the  Legisia 
One  of  these  is,  how  far  he  has  got  in  the  not  received 
re-organ i sat  tou  which  was  promised  of  I  need  for  f re 
local  advisory  and  administrative  the  j  altogether 
Committees  ?  Questions  have  beeu  i  Public  Acc< 
events,  wh 
legislation  1 
for  the  Go 
humbly  thi 
within  the  ] 
all.  Ther 
matters  whi 
the  Commit! 
will  lead  to 
Gentleman. 


raised  on  previous  occasions  which  would 
have  been  dealt  with  if  this  Report, 
which  we  have  not  got,  had  been  printed 
and  laid  before  the  House.  Questions  were 
raised  as  to  the  amount  of  representation  on 
these  Committees  as  between  the  School 
Boards  and  Local  Authorities,  and  I  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  give  us  satisfactory  assurances  that 
that  matter  has  not  broken  <lowi),  but,  on 
the  contrary,  is  being  put  in'a  way  which 
will  lead  to  its  being  settled.  The  other 
matter  is  this — Promises  were  made  in 
another  place  by  a  distinguished  Member 
of  the  Government,  when  this  topic  was 
under  discussion,  which  I  understood  had 
die  endorsement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nan,  in  reference  to  a  modiffeation  of  the 
icheme  embodied  in  his  Minute  of  tho 
Sir  C  Pearson 


tion  evenm) 
which  have 
land  and,  I 
as  to  teach i  I 
do  not  belii 
ence  betweei 
ciple  u  to  tl 
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tage  to  be  derived  from  such  tuition.     I, 
for   oue,  would,  in    the   highest   degree, 
commeud  that  as  a  proper  subject  for  in- 
struction, but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  the 
hon.Meml)er  for  Dundee  completely  missed 
the  point  that  was  made  on  that  topic  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.     His  objec- 
tion   was    not    to  tuition  upon  a  certain 
class  of  subjects,  but  to  the  suggestions 
which  were  made  in  a  certain  document 
touching  the  corresponding   subjects   in 
England,  and  the   mode  in  which   that 
teaching  was  to   be  carried  out ;    and  I 
must  say  I  shall  look  with  interest  to  the 
Code  which  is  said  to  be  in  preparation 
or  to  have  been    laid   on    the   Table — 
though  none  have    seen  it — with   refer- 
ence to  Scotland  in  the  same  Department. 
I  hope  and  believe  it  will   not  be  open  to 
the   objections   to    which    the   Code    in 
England   seems  to  be  obviously  open   in 
certain   particulars,   and,  among   others, 
those  mentioned  already  by  more  than  one 
speaker.     The  two  matters  with  which  I 
conclude   are   rather    matters  of    detail, 
but  it  has  been  found  convenient  to    use 
this  general  subject  for  the  purpose  of 
directing   attention    to   such    matters   of 
administration.     One  of  them  has  already 
been  entered  upon,  and  I  am  not  sure  I  am 
entitled    to    call    upon    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  to  deal  with  it  in  any  practi- 
cal shape  ;  but  I  do  desire  to  urge  it  upon 
his    careful    consideration,   and    that    is 
with  reference  to  the  question  of  the  dis- 
missal of  public  school  teachers.     I  have 
no  doubt  the  right   hon.  Gentleman   has 
considered   that   matter  with    particular 
reference  to  a  case  which  arose  in   the 
month  of  December  last   in  the  East  of 
Scotland,  and  which  has  already,  I  think, 
been    alluded   to  by  an   hon.   Gentleman 
behind  me.       It  was  a  case,  so  far  as  I 
can  discover,  where  there  was  no  unfit- 
ness   or   inefficiency  on  the  part   of   the 
teacher  who  was  dismissed  by  five  to  two 
by  the  School  Board,  and  who  is  without 
appeal.     I  am  aware,  of  course,  that  the 
liepartment     must     act     according     to 
Statute.     This  case  gave  rise  to  so  much 
feeling  in  the  neighbourhood  that  there 
was  an  indignation  meeting  o     the  rate- 
payers, and  it  has  also  been  very  severely 
aoi  mad  verted  upon  by  the  local  associa- 
tion of  the  Educational  Institute  of  Scot- 
land.    I  must  say  I  think  this  is  a  matter 
well   worth  the  right   hon.  Gentleman^s 
consideration — although,  like  a  previous 
speaker,  I  have  no  suggestion   to  oflTer — 


and  I  sure  we  shall  be  satisfied  if  he 
woftld  assure  us  the  matter  has  had,  and 
is  receiving,  his  attention.  The  other 
matter  is  of  a  somewhat  humble  kind, 
but  one  whose  importance  to  the  com- 
munity cannot  be  over-rated  ;  and  that 
is  the  question  of  cookery  and  classes  in 
domestic  economy.  I  cannot  imagine 
anything  which  goes  nearer  the  comforts  of 
the  future  population  of  these  islands  than 
that  there  should  be  a  good,  well-organised 
system  in  that  direction,  and  I  would 
commend  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
statement  which  I  believe  he  has  had 
before  him,  and  as  to  Avhich,  it  may  be^ 
we  shall  hear  something  in  the  forth- 
coming Departmental  Report — as  to  the 
propriety  of  fixing  a  minimum  of  in- 
struction to  be  received  by  those 
elementary  school  teachers,  and  of 
students  who  require  to  become  qualified 
to  teach  cookery  and  domestic  economy. 
I  believe  that  some  difficulty  is  likely  to 
grow  up  through  the  want  of  any  recog- 
nised or  authorised  Body  for  the  granting 
of  certificates  .  to  such  teachers.  I  ob- 
serve that  in  the  Reports  of  two  In- 
spectors, Dr.  Kerr  and  Mr.  Ogilvie,  they 
speak  favourably  of  the  movement ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  will  be  seen 
that  if  this  is  to  be  allowed  to  be  set  on 
foot  without  sufficient  organisation,  not 
only  should  we  not  get  that  good  which 
might  l>e  obtained  from  proper  tuition  in 
these  subject>,  but  the  thing  would  be 
very  apt  to  become  disorganised.  There- 
fore, 1  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  l>e  able  to  give  us  some  assurance 
that,  although  one  is  disappointed  to  see 
this  matter  is  not  dealt  with  in  the  Code 
issued  at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  he  will 
keep  it  in  view,  and  possibly  deal  with  it 
administratively  in  some  other  way. 

•Sir  G.  TRE VELYAN  :  I  may  say,  at 
the  outset  of  my  reply,  that  I  feel  very 
much  I  have  been  treated  with  great 
consideration  to-day.  I  do  not  think  it 
possible  to  have  had  the  Reports  laid  on 
the  Table  at  an  earlier  period,  because 
they  would  have  been  imperfect ;  and  the 
state  of  things  has  arisen,  not  by  the 
fault  of  the  Education  Department,  but 
from  the  arrangement  of  the  business 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  regret 
very  much  that  these  Reports  were 
not  before  the  House.  The  material 
was  before  the  House  in  the  shape  of  the 
Statistical  Returns,  which  I  have  always 
thought  the  most  interesting  portions  of 

2  N  2 
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thepublicBilioas  of  tlio  Department — aud 
alao  the  extremely  exc;ellQut  and  Special 
Reports  upon  wkicU  the  General  Keport 
is  founded,  and  no  oae  vrbo  has  listened 
to  the  diHCuasiou  tliitt  afternoon  can  doubt 
that  the  Scottiith  Members  thoroughl; 
UDderetaud  how  to  use  the  material 
which  they  Lave  already  iu  their  hands. 
I  wilt  show  my  gratitude  iu  the  best 
w»y  I  cao — namely,  by  referring  to  nil 
the  points  which  liavc  been  brongbt 
forward  to-day  in  the  most  succinct  and 
sufficient  manner  I  can  command  ;  but 
I  will  just  answer  the  queatious  put 
to  me  by  the  right  bou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  University 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire with  regard  to  secondary 
education.  They  asked  me  what  is  the 
supplementary  pecuniary  arrangement 
which  would  be  made  next  year  with 
regard  to  the  distribution  of  the  grant? 
There  is  only  one  change  that  will  be 
made,  but  it  ia  an  important  change,  and 
oue  which  I  have  already  explained  in 
the  House  in  reply  to  a  question.  Of 
the  £57,000  for  next  year  a  sum  of  £200 
will  be  paid  over  to  every  county 
irrespective  of  population  or  valua- 
tion, as  a  sort  of  dividend  before 
the  division  of  the  estate,  and  that  will 
be  paid  over  accompanied  by  the  re- 
commendation and  suggestion  of  the 
Department  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
the  endowment  of  the  upper  claaa  schools; 
but  in  case  that  suggestion  is  not  adopted 
it  will  none  the  less  he  paid  over  for  the 
primary  reason  that  this  is  done  in  order 
to  place  in  a  somewhat  better  position 
thosei  counties  which  suffer  from  a  lock 
of  population.  I  will  now  take  the 
questions  put  before  me  by  the  hon.  aud 
learned  Member  for  Buteshire.  Ite  asks 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  increase  iu  the 
attendance  in  the  Highlands.  I  believe 
there  arc  two  principal  causes.  One  is 
that  a  very  largo  amount  of  money  has 
been  speut  by  the  Slate  upon  Highland 
education  iu  the  niauuer  I  previously 
described,  which  has  ouabled  the  High- 
lands to  get  very  much  better  equipment 
for  their  nchoolf.  And  I  am  bound  to 
say  there  is  another  consideration,  and 
that  is  the  exertiiins  of  Mr.  Robertson, 
the  Chief  Inspector,  oue  of  the  best  and 
most  able  public  officers  with  whom  1 
have  had  to  deal,  and  who  baa  shown  not 
only  educational  but  very  great  admi 
trative  power  in  the  advice  he  gave  on 
Sir  G.  Trecelyan 
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r  matters  connected  with  the 
lauds,  and  especially  on  the  advic« 
he  gave,  first,  with  regard  to  the  i 
oted  by  the  Treasury  for  footpat 
hen  as  to  the  localities  to  whic 
mouey  should  be  applied.  The 
Gentleman  asks  what  is  the 

Mse  in  the  percentage  of  the 
ance  of  these  children  ?  And 
becu    aBked,  what    is  the   effect  < 

lation  upon  the  attendance  ? 

matter  iu  which  hon.  Membei 
do  what  they  are  perfectly  compe 

-collate  the  information  for  thci 
from  the  Reports  of  the  Chief  Ins 
that  have  beeu  laid  before  them, 
much  the  increase  iu  the  average 

I  has  beeu  promoted  by  free 
tioD  can  only  be  guessed  at,  and  ) 
most  effectual  ly  by  those  who  have 
tical  experience  and,  to  a  certain 
by  those  who  have  read  what  is 
upon  the  subject  ;  but  that  guess 
be  absolutely  conclusive.  In  tl 
Reports  the  Department  has  i 
pressed  itself  with  any  certainty 
matter,  because  absolute  certainty 
yet  been  arrived  at.  So  far  as 
are  concerned,  the  average  attc 
rose  between  1889  and  1890  by  2- 
cent.,  and  between  1890  and  1 
3*90  per  cent.,  whereas  in  the  tv 
vioua  years  it  had  only  risen  by  1 
cent,  and  1-27  per  cent,  respe 
There  can  hardly  be  auy 
those  ligures  were  cousiderably  : 
by  the  institution  of  free  edi 
Between  1891  and  1892  the  Depi 
was  considerably  disappointed 
that  the  rise  in  that  period  was  oi 
per  cent.,  so  it  may  be  said  lohav 
back  to  what  it  waa  l>efore  free  od 
was  set  up.  With  regard  to  the 
ing  Colleges,  I  am  very  glad  to  s 
the  connection  between  the  T 
Colleges  and  the  Uuiversiticfl  ik  be 
much  closer  in  the  sliape  of  atl< 
on  University  classes.  No  \e» 
169  students  in  the  Training  C 
have  gone  through  the  coiuve  ol 
Greek,  Mathematics,  and  Logic 
course  of  the  past  year.  Stud 
Training  Colleges  are  still,  to  a 
whelming  degree,  pupil  teachen 
boo.  and  learned  Gentleman — na 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  o] 
have  had  a  word  to  say  about  the 
of  aubjects  iu  the  English  Cot 
especially  they  have  made  somt 
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effective  remarks  upon  the  method  hy 
which  the  Department  propose  to  teach 
men  to  be  good  citizens.  I  am  afraid 
many  of  us  in  this  House  may  have  a 
limited  idea  of  the  duties  of  citizen- 
ship. The  age  being  raised  to  21, 
the  question  may  be  asked  whether  it  is 
not  rather  dangerous  to  set  up  a  system 
of  teaching  people  of  adult  age  how  to  be 
good  citizens  ?  For  myself,  I  think 
the  first  duty  of  a  good  citizen  would  be 
to  vote  Liberal,  and,  no  doubt,  hon. 
Members  opposite  consider  the  first 
duty  would  be  to  vote  Conservative. 
["  No,  no  ! "]  Well,  if  hon.  Members 
take  that  remark  seriously,  I  will  not 
press  it,  for  it  is  a  matter  which  under 
DO  administration  will  enter  into  the 
curriculum  of  the  night  schools.  The 
scheme  for  teaching  the  duties  of 
citizenship  which  has  been  laid  down 
most  admirably  by  the  English  Depart- 
ment, altered — I  hope  judiciously — to 
suit  the  needs  of  Scotland  is  a  scheme  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  employ.  It  is  said 
that  there  is  something  ludicrous  in  the 
idea  that  they  should  begin  the  teaching 
of  good  citizenship  by  teaching  men 
their  relations  to  the  municipal  and 
parochial  officers.  But  one  of  the  ablest 
masters  of  the  principles  of  elementary 
instruction  used  to  tell  me  he  always 
began  to  teach  geography  by  teaching 
the  conformation  of  their  own  parish,  and 
after  he  had  taught  them  that  he  pro- 
ceeded to  the  country  and  then  to  the 
Kingdom,  and  so  expanded  the  subject  of 
education.  Politics  in  the  broadest  sense — 
that  is  to  say,  the  duties  of  citizens  to 
the  State  and  their  fellow-citizens — is 
very  judiciously  taught  in  the  scheme 
laid  down  by  the  English  Department  ; 
and  I  am  not  at  all  afraid,  for  my  part, 
that  it  will  degenerate  into  that  partisan 
teaching  to  which  I  referred  in  a  light 
conversational  manner  a  few  minutes  ago. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked 
roe  a  question  upon  a  matter  with  which 
he  has  had  great  acquaintance,  and  into 
which  he  went  at  considerable  length  and 
considerable  detail — that  is,  the  question 
of  the  9d.  limit  and  the  relation  of  the 
Department  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts.  Into  that  question  I  am  not 
going  to  enter,  as  it  is  a  purely  legal 
question,  a  question  that  requires  a  man 
to  be  a  lawyer  in  order  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  its  merits ;  but  upon  the  administra- 
tive point,  I  may  say  we  are  advised  that 


until  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  has 
been  taken  on  the  point  raised  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts  the 
decision  on  the  Committee  bn  Public 
Accounts  is  binding  on  the  Department, 
and  we  could  not  go  outside  it  and  set 
that  opinion  at  defiance,  especially  when 
it  would  be  accompanied  by  placing 
the  responsibility  upon  a  gentleman 
(the  Secretary  of  the  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Department)  whose  claim  on 
Members  of  this  House  has  been 
recognised,  I  am  glad  to  see,  in  every 
speech  that  has  been  made.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  this  is  not  a  Scottish 
question  only  ;  that  England  is  in  the 
same  plight  as  we  are,  and  even,  I 
believe,  in  a  more  serious  condition  ;  and, 
until  this  question  has  been  settled  for 
Scotland  and  for  England,  I  must  say 
that,  as  a  Department,  we  are  bound  to 
hold  our  hand.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Cochrane)  quoted 
a  Debate  from  Hansard  of  two  years 
ago,  in  which  the  question  was  raised  of 
making  the  age  in  Scotland  three  years 
and  15  years,  as  in  England,  instead  of 
five  years  and  14  years  for  Scotland,  and 
which  alteration  was  demanded  by  a 
certain  number  of  Members,  including 
myself.  At  that  time  we  tried  to  make 
it  three  years  and  15  years,  but  were  out- 
voted. There  is  just  this  to  be  said 
about  it — there  would  be  no  gain  for 
Scotland  as  a  nation,  no  monetary  gain, 
by  the  change ;  because,  of  course,  we 
should  only  have  the  same  sum  of  money 
to  spend  over  the  whole  extent  of  Scot- 
land, and  our  fee  grant  depends,  not  on 
the  number  of  Scotch  scholars,  but  on  the 
number  of  the  English  scholars  ;  but  I 
am  glad  to  think,  though  it  is  not  obli- 
gatory, that  Scotch  children  under  five 
are,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  most  part 
educated  free.  But  I  agree  there  is 
nothing  in  the  speech  of  mine  that  the 
hon.  Member  read  out  which  I  am  not 
bound  to  make  good  as  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  charge  of  the  Education  De- 
partment. I  will  look  into  the  matter  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  remind- 
ing me  of  it.  As  to  the  teaching  of 
Gaelic,  I  entirely  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Inverness-shire 
(Dr.  Macgregor),  and  in  the  counties  in 
Scotland  in  which  he  takes  especial 
interest  it  is  a  specific  subject,  and  no 
less  than  2,287  pupils  obtained  the  grant 
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for  proficieDcy  in  tliis  special  subject  last 
jear,  and  1,602  cbi'ldren  are  at  tbU 
momeut  being  taught  by  Gaelic-epeaking 
pupil  teachers.  Theu,  Sir,  ae  regards 
the  loBpectors  of  secondary  schools,  the 
hou.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire  regretted 
the  chauge  of  Exaniiuera  for  leadiog 
certificates.  I  may  say  my  boo.  Friead 
is  mistakcu  ia  sayiog  the  Examiners  are 
constaDtly  changed.  The  Esamiuera  for 
Latiu  aod  Mathematics  have  been  the 
same  for  some  years,  and  the  bon.  Baronet 
opposite  seemed  to  think  there  was  a 
different  standard  for  different  schools. 
But  the  fact  is,  the  same  papers  are  sent 
round  all  the  schools,  aod  I  cannot  say  I 
should  regret  that  there  should  be  an 
occasional  change  of  Examiners,  in  order 
to  bring  now  blood  into  the  system  of 
final  examinations.  This  is  done  by  such 
Universities  as  Cambridge  and  Oxford 
in  the  Mathematical  Tripos,  and  with 
very  successful  results.  Tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Hozier) 
ia  mistaken  in  thinking  that  it  was  eu- 
tirely  under  bis  suggestion  that  tlie  in- 
creased grant  was  got  for  the  pensions  to 
teachers.  Already  the  Department  liad 
made  application  to  the  Treasury,  or,  at 
any  rate,  had  used  their  influeuce  in  that 
direction;  but  I  fully  agree  tbe  bon. 
Member  had  no  public  notice  of  it,  and  de- 
serves every  credit  for  tbe  seal  he  sbowe<l 
in  the  matter.  As  regards  the  Bowling 
Public  Hall,  that  is  a  questiou  on  which 
1  am  bound  to  say  I  thiuk  the  School  Board 
have  come  to  a  right  decision.  It  was  ori- 
ginally subscribed  for  as  a  public  ball  for 
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instructions  by  wbicb  tbe  prop 
put  into  tbe  bands  of  Trustees. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
Leug)  has  referred  to  the  in 
question  of  tbe  traiuiug  of  tei 
the  Universities.  I  can  only  say 
subject  abalt  receive  my  careful  a 
but  I  think  that  whatever  is 
Dundee  would  have  to  be  done  : 
University  alike.  The  lion.  Mc 
Partick  (Mr.  Parker  Smith)  aak 
the  merit  grant.  It  is  now  obt 
about  100  schools,  and  the  ap 
for  it  has  been  spreading  very  fa: 
As  regards  the  question  that 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  M 
(Mr.  Diamond)  referred  to,  I  an 
cannot  enter  into  that  large  si 
this  moment ;  but  I  fully  recogi 
him  that  Roman  Catholic  chili 
as  be  described  it,  in  a  disodva 
position  iu  Scotland,  as  compa 
Roman  Catholic  children  iu 
Iu  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
for  Korth-Wcst  Lanark  (Mr. 
Wbitelaw),  Marybill  and  Sj: 
cannot  be  taken  iu,  unless  tL 
space  brought  within  the  I. 
the  Municipality  of  Glasgo* 
eluded,  which  will  involve  a  di 
of  tbe  School  Board  area  of  G< 
Go  van  agreed  the  Depart  mei 
sanction  the  amalgamation  < 
Boards.  Now  I  tbink  I  b« 
through  every  qu::Btiou  ibal  I 
raised, and  1  earnestly  hope  that  b 
hers  will  allow  us  to  take  this  \ 
GRAHAM  MURRAY 


I  of    the   community  ;    and    the  !  regretted  the  determin 


Trustees,  in  making  it  over  to  Ae  School 
Board,  absolutely  divested  themaelves  of 
their  trust,  the  IScliool  Board  naturally 
taking  their  place.  When  the  School 
Board  had  no  longer  any  use  fur  the  liall 
their  first  idea  was  that  it  should  be  sold, 
and  tbat  was  acquiesced  in  by  the  Depart- 
ment ;  but  when  we  fouud  there  was  a 
great  desire  ou  the  part  of  the  people  of 
Bowling  to  have  the  use  of  the  ball  we 
withdrew  that  sanction  ;  we  thought  the 
value  of  the  hull  to  the  public,  for  whose 
use  it  was  origiually  built,  was  much 
more  to  the  people  than  the  paltry  £50 
that  would  have  Iwen  got  for  it.  Tbe 
ch.inge,  in  the  view  of  the  Department, 
was  acceptable  (o  the  great  majority  of 
tbe  people  at  Bowling,  and  was  accept- 
able to  the  School  Board,  who  showed 
considerable  energy  in  carrying  out  tbe 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


I  of  I 


hou.  Gentleman  with  reganl  I 
limit,  and  he  did  not  think  the  r 
Gentleman  quite appreciatetl  tbe 
When  tbe  Government  were  in  p 
of  the  opinion  of  tbe  Law  Offici 
past  that  certain  payments  w< 
it  seemed  to  him  that  in  tbat  p< 
afi'airs  it  was  not  fair  to  cri 
practical  administration — and  I 
the  hon.  Member  for  Duudee 
Long)  would  take  note  of  this 
not  fair  to  hamper  the  practical 
tratiou  in  order  to  get  a  seconi 
of  Law  Ofiicors  which  might 
not  concur  with  the  first. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  )>c  reported  upoi 
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CROWN  LANDS  BILL.— (No.  232.) 
SECOND      BEADING.        [ADJOURNED     DE- 
BATE.] 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [19th  July]  read. 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
The  Government  have  not  been  able  to 
^et  over  the  objections  made  to  this 
Bill ;  therefore  I  propose  to  move  that  the 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  be  dis- 
charged. I  propose  to  introduce  another 
Bill  dealing  alone  with  the  non-con- 
tentious matters  contained  in  the  Bill ; 
but  at  present  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  be  dis- 
charged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  the 
Bill  withdrawn."— (5ir  J.  T.  Hibbert.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 
resolution. 

•Mr.  lopes  (Grantham)  said,  he 
desired  to  call  attention  to  the  continued 
depression  in  agriculture ;  and  to  move — 

**That  this  House  regrets  that,  notwith- 
atAnding  the  severity  of  the  depression  to  which 
Attention  was  called  in  the  Graicioos  Si>eech 
from  the  Throne,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  thought  it  their  duty  to  entertain  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  during  the 
Session,  or  to  take  other  action  to  lessen  the 
difficulties  and  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
Agricultural  interest." 

He  hoped  the  House  would  find  an 
-apologj  for  his  action  in  the  importance 
of  the  subject.  At  the  moment  it  was 
impossible  that  this  House  could  discuss 
ADj  matter  of  graver  magnitude  to  the 
^community  at  large,  or  of  greater  national 
<Mncem,  than  the  prevalence  of  distress 
Among  the  agricultural  community.  The 
4;a8e  he  ventured  to  submit  was  no  senti- 
mental or  sensational  grievance ;  it  was 


I  real  and  substantial.  They  did  not  expect 
1  the   Government   to   have   applied    any 
heroic  or  drastic  remedies,  but  he  thought 
they  had  reason  to  complain  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  attempted  to  mitigate 
the  evil,  or  to  lessen  the  difficulties  which 
they  had  acknowledged  to  exist  in  this 
matter.    The  question  of  agriculture  was 
mentioned  in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  ;  and  the  fine,  well-sounding, 
sympathetic    words   employed  were  em- 
phasised by  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment chose  a  young  and  inexperienced 
Member    representing     an     agricultural 
constituency  to  move  the  Address.     No 
wonder,  then,  that  hope  and  unbounded 
charity  towards  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   was     aroused    in    the    breast    of 
every    agriculturist.      But     great     dis- 
appointment  was   created   when  it  was 
learned   that  this   unwonted  expression 
of    sympathy    was    only    to    take    the 
form   of   a   general   inquiry — a   general 
inquiry  into  all  agricultural  grievances, 
which  was  exactly  what  no  agriculturist 
wanted.     Such  an  inquiry  meant  delay, 
whilst     they     wanted     something     im- 
mediate, and  something  which  would  be 
practical ;    and   he   must    denounce  the 
conduct  of    the   Government   as   a   de- 
liberate attempt  to  shunt  and  shelve  the 
question  on  which  awkward  promises  had 
been   made  in   the  rural  constituencies. 
It  was  for  these  reasons  that  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   the   Member    for    the 
Sleaford  Division  (Mr.  Chaplin)  moved 
an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for  the  ap- 
pointment  of  a   Committee,   his   object 
being  to  limit  the  scope  of  the  inquiry, 
and  so  hasten  the  remedies  to  be  applied. 
Now  they  were  told,  at  the  fag-end  of  a 
somewhat  memorable  and,  at  the  same 
time,  wearisome  Session,  that  they  were 
to  have  a  Royal  Commission.     The  only 
possible  practical  effect  of  such  a  Com- 
mission would  be  to  postpone  for  three  years 
any  remedy  which  could  be  devised.  It  was 
like  asking  for  bread  and  being  given  a 
stone.  But  why  was  not  this  Commission 
appointed  before  ?     The  Prime  Minister, 
when   challenged   the    other    day,    was 
obliged  to  admit  that  on  certain  days  of 
every  week  during  the  Session  the  Go- 
vernment could  have  moved  for  a  Com- 
mittee.    We    had    the    answer    of    the 
Prime   Minister  that  any  discussion  on 
the  appointment  or  reference  to  a  Com- 
mittee  to   inquire   into   this   calamitous 
state  of  things  (though  it  would  only  have 
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£248,000,000;     in   June,  1892,   it   was 
£179,000,000,   or  a  decrease  of  nearly 
£70,000,000.     This  was  not  a  landlord's 
question.  It  was  equally  a  tenant's  ques- 
tion, and  was  fast  becoming  an  agricul- 
tural  labourer's  question.       Up    to   the 
present  the  agricultural  labourer  had  been 
better  fed,    better  clothed,    and    better 
housed  than  in  past  years.       But  there 
was  every  reason  to  believe  that  if  the 
present  depression  continued  there  would 
be  a  decline  in  his  wages,  and   that  at  a 
season  of  the   year  when    he   would   be 
most  injuriously  affected.       He  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  the  present   state  of 
things  was  almost  unprecedented.     They 
had  had   bad  seasons  before,  failure  of 
haj,  low  prices,  and  so  on,  but  never  an 
accumulation  of  all  these  evils,  and  this 
when  the   agricultural   classes   were   in 
such  an  impoverished    condition.     On  all 
sides  were  to  be  seen  the  depopulation  of 
the  country-side,  migration  into  towns, 
and  the  keen  competition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  with  the  working  men  of 
the  towns.     But  the  evil  went  further, 
for  nearly  all   the   small  shopkeepers  of 
the  small  towns  depended  upon  the  agri- 
cultural community  living  around  them  ; 
and  the  depression  had    had  the   effect 
of    seriously    reducing    their     incomes. 
He  would  strongly   impress    upon    the 
Government  that  the  position  of  the  yeo- 
men also  was  exceedingly  difficult  at  the 
present  time.       He  sometimes  wondered 
how  it  was  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  were  always  advising  the  return 
of  the  yeomen  to  the  soil  and  the  growth 
of  a  peasant  proprietary,  were  continually 
crying  out  for  fresh  burdens  on  the  land. 
Mid     would      never     give     any     relief 
whatsoever   from  those  burdens.     What 
had    the   Government    done    to  relieve 
the  distress  which  they  had  admitted  ? 
Year  after  year,  month  after  mouth,  and 
<hiy  after  day  the  case  had  become  more 
argent,  and  yet  the  House  had  sat  for 
six  months  and  nothing  whatsoever  had 
been    done.       Inside     or    outside      the 
House     the     feeling    of    dissatisfaction 
was  growing.       All  agriculturists  were 
agreed  that  the  subject  of  local  taxation 
should  be  entered  into,  and  all  needless 
burdens  removed.     They  were  not  advo- 
cating   Protection,    though     gentlemen 
opposite    must    acknowledge    that    the 
pressure  of  foreign  competition  was  far 
greater  than  the  supporters  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws  led  them  to  expect. 


The  pressure  of  foreign  competition  em- 
phasised  the   fact   that   those    needless 
j  burdens  ought  to  be  removed.  The  repeal 
'  of  the  Corn  Laws  had  affected  not  only 
'  the   ability  of  the   land   to   bear   those 
[  burdens,    but  the  justice  and  equity  of 
the  burdens  themselves.     If  it  was  just 
that  a  class  which  enjoyed  special  fiscal 
advantages  should  also  bear  special  fiscal 
burdens,  it  was  equally  true  that  when 
those  advantages  had  been  taken  away 
the  burdens  ought  to  have  been  removed. 
Such   relief  would   come    with   peculiar 
grace  from  gentlemen  opposite,  because 
all  fresh  impositions  upon  the  land  since 
1846 — police,  lunatics,  highways,  educa- 
tion, and  sanitary — had  been  imposed  by 
them.    Of  the  taxes  which  had  been  im- 
posed upon  the  land  since  1846  gentlemen 
opposite  had  never  removed  a  single  one. 
It  was  true  that  agriculturists  had  had 
very    great    relief    during  the  last  few 
years  ;  but  for  that  they  were  indebted  to 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  had  provided  the  funds.     But  the 
rates  were  still    increasing.      They  not 
only  had  new  rates,  such  as  the  education 
and  sanitary  rates,  but  the  highway  rates, 
owing  to  the  abolition  of  turnpikes,  were 
far  more  serious  than  before.  They  never 
contended  that  it  would  have  been  possible 
for  the  Government  to  re-model  the  whole 
of  their  local  taxation,  but  they  could  have 
followed  the  precedent  set  by  their  pre- 
decessors and  made  personal  property  con- 
tribute a  just  quota.     At  the  present  time 
there  was  every  reason  why  this  should 
be  done.     Of  late  years  land,  its  products 
and    its   amenities,   were   decreasing   in 
value,    whilst  all   other   descriptions   of 
proi>erty  were  increasing.     In  1881  land 
assessed  to  Income  Tax  was  valued  at 
£51,000,000.     In  1891  it  had  fallen  to 
£41,000,000.      The     total     amount     of 
profits     from     trades     and     professions 
assessed  under  Schedule  D  in  1881   was 
£255,000,000,   whilst    in     1891    it    had 
increased     to     £351,000,000.       It    was 
an   economical    mistake   to   put    excep- 
tional    burdens     upon    any    one     class 
of   property,    because   it  prevented   the 
circulation   of   capital,   discouraged    im- 
provements, and  operated  as  a  restrictive 
tariff  in  favour  of  the  foreigner.  They  had 
impressed  upon  the  Government  the  neces- 
sity of  slaughtering  imported  cattle  at  the 
port  of  disembarkation  in  order  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  disease,  and  Bills  had 
been  brought  in  on  both  sides  to  prevent 


821 


Agricultural 


{28  July  1893} 


Depression. 


822 


Tbej  had  given  no  encouragement ;  thej 
had  expressed  no  sympathy,  and  given  no 
assistance.  It  was  not  a  class  question, 
because  all  classes  were  equally  affected 
by  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest.  Thanking  the  House  for  its 
indulgence  and  attention,  he  concluded 
by  moving  the  Resolution. 

•Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Reso- 
lution, out  of  sympathy  for  agriculture, and 
certainly  not  as  wishing  to  join  in  a  Vote  of 
Censure  against  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  supporter.  He  regretted  most 
sincerely  that  nothing  had  been  done  for 
agriculture,  because  he  came,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  from  a  county  full  of  dis- 
tress, where  many  worthy,  industrious, 
careful  men,  through  no  fault  of  their 
own,  were  being  ruined,  many  of  them 
asking  themselves,  sometimes  with  tears 
in  their  eyes — "  What  shall  I  do  ?  I  cannot 
dig ;  to  beg  I  am  ashamed.**  From  being 
comfortably  off  they  now  saw  no  haven  of 
shelter  before  their  eyes  but  the  workhouse 
or  the  grave.  Looking  back  over  the  com- 
paratively narrow  vista  of  20  years,  he 
felt  as  though  he  had  then  lived  in  the 
Garden  of  Eden,  for  in  those  happy 
days  the  farmer  had  a  pleasure  in  his 
business  and  made  a  fair  income 
by  his  industry.  He  went  on  his  farm 
a  happy  man;  he  went  home  a  cheerful 
and  contented  man,  and  his  aim  was  to 
increase  the  produce  of  his  farm,  and 
to  cultivate  it  like  a  garden.  The 
landowner  possessed  a  property  which 
was  supposed  to  be  the  securest  in  the 
country.  The  labourer  saw  his  em- 
ployment constantly  increasing,  his 
wages  rising,  and  his  general  independ- 
ence improving  year  by  year.  Alas, 
what  a  contrast  there  was  to-day  !  The 
farmer,  with  no  relaxation  of  industry, 
was  now  unable  to  make  both  ends  meet; 
his  heart  was  full  of  care;  he  saw  bank- 
ruptcy staring  him  in  the  face,  and  his 
farm,  especially  if  it  belonged  to  him, 
ifvas  like  a  millstone  hung  round  his  neck. 
The  landowner  saw  his  rent  vanishing 
jind  the  value  of  his  property  constantly 
diminishing,  while  the  agricultural 
labourer's  chance  of  employment  was 
getting  smaller  aud  smaller,  and  his 
wages  were  getting  lower.  Laud  was 
neglected  or  vacant,  aud  cottages  were 
standing  deserted.  Contrasting  the  past 
-with  the  present,  it  seemed  as  if  some 
demon  had  risen  from  the  pit,  and,  waving 


his  hand  over  the  fair  fields  and  happy 
country  homes,  had  blighted  them  with  a 
curse.  But  this  was  not  the  first  genera- 
tion on  which  such  a  calamity  had  fallen. 
This  century  had  seen  some  very  re- 
markable ups  and  downs  in  agricultural 
affairs.  It  had  contained  two  periods 
of  remarkable  agricultural  prosperity, 
and  also  two  of  verv  great  distress. 
The  first  period  of  prosperity  began  a 
little  before  the  last  century  went  out,  and 
continued  unbroken  for  14  years,  and 
then,  with  slight  variation,  down  to  1819 
or  1820.  The  second  period  was  from 
1853  to  1878 — nearly  a  quarter  of  a 
century.  The  first  period  of  agricultural 
distress  was  more  severe  than  the  present. 
It  began  in  the  "twenties,"  lasted 
through  the  "thirties,"  and  into  the 
"  forties  " — about  another  quarter  of  a 
century.  The  second  period  of  distress 
began'  in  1879,  and,  alas!  continued 
and  increased  still,  and  would  be 
much  added  to  by  the  drought  of  the 
present  year.  The  first  great  period  of 
prosperity  occurred  partly  under  Free 
Trade  and  partly  under  the  Corn  Laws 
of  1815,  while  the  second  quarter  of  a 
century  of  prosperity  was  entirely  under 
Free  Trade.  The  first  period  of  distress 
occurred  under  a  system  of  very  high 
Protection — Protection  amounting  almost 
to  prohibition  ;  while  the  second  period, 
which  the  country  was  suffering  from 
now,  was  under  Free  Trade.  But  there 
was  one  thing  he  would  point  out  that 
was  common  to  both  of  these  periods,  and 
that  was  that  the  distress  had  been  in  times 
of  low  prices,  and  the  times  of  prosperity 
in  higher  prices.  He  was  persuaded 
that  one  key,  and  one  alone,  unlocked  the 
mystery  of  the  cause  of  these  periods  of  ups 
and  downs,  of  high  and  of  low  prices,  of 
prosperity  and  of  distress — namely,  great 
alterations  in  the  supply,  and  conse- 
quently in  the  value  of  money.  Facts 
were  stubborn  things.  He  would  prove 
his  assertions  by  facts.  The  first  period 
of  prosperity  was  coincident  with  the  era 
of  paper  money — of  money  made  with 
the  printing  press  ;  the  second  with  the  era 
of  the  great  gold  discoveries,  the  largest 
output  of  metallic  money  the  world  ever 
saw.  The  first  distress  followed  the  return 
to  the  metallic  standard,  and  the  second 
followed  the  falling-off  of  supplies  of 
gold  and  the  increased  demand  for  it,  due 
not  to  any  natural  cause,  but  to  legislation 
against  silver.    These  facts  were  in  direct 
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They  admitted  with  regret  that  the  com- 
plaintB  in  the  Petitions  which  had  been 
referred  to  them  as  to  the  existing  dis- 
tress were  founded  on  fact ;  that  the 
returns  from  an  arable  farm  were  bj  no 
means  adequate  to  the  charges  and  out- 
goings. The  fall  in  prices  they  agree 
explained  the  trouble.  Thejr  expressed 
the  hope 

"*  that  eitlier  from  the  savings  of  more  pros- 
perous times,  or  from  the  cremt  which  farmers, 
past  punctuality  of  payment  may  command, 
mrmers  possess  resources  which  will  enable 
them  to  surmount  the  difficulties  under  which 
they  labour." 

They  touched  upon  questions  referred  to 
in  the  Petitions  such  as  tithes,  rates  and 
taxe»,  warehousing  of  grain,  Com  Laws, 
Ac, ;  but  they  saw  no  adequate  relief  to 
be  had  in  dealing  with  any  of  these.  As 
to  Protection,  they  said — 

**  The  ruinously  low  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  at  this  moment  cannot  be  ascribed  to 
any  deficiency  in  the  protecting  power  of  the 
law.  Protection  cannot  be  carried  further  than 
monopoly." 

No  corn  was  admitted,  then,  while  the 
price  was  under  80s.  a  quarter.  On  the 
change  in  the  value  of  money  they  said — 

"Your  Committee,  however,  cannot  but 
aacribe  a  proportion  of  the  depression  in 
prices.  .  .  to  the  measures  which  the  restora- 
tion of  our  currency  had  rendered  necessary.  .  . 
an  effect  which  has  been  aggravated.  .  .  by  the 
endeavours  of  other  countries  to  revert  to  a 
metallic  currency  simultaneously  with  ourselves. 
They  deeply  lament  the  derangement  which 
the  fluctuations  of  the  last  10  years  in  the  value 
of  the  currency  had  occasioned  in  all  the  trans- 
actions of  life,  together  with  the  individual 
loss  and  suffering  unavoidably  produced  by  the 
return  to  a  fixed  standard.'* 

They  also  said — 

**  The  departure  from  our  ancient  standard  in 
proportion  as  it  was  prejudicial  to  all  creditors  of 
money  and  persons  dependent  on  fixed  incomes 
was  a  benefit  to  the  active  capitals  of  the 
conn  try.  And  the  restoration  of  the  standard 
has  been  in  its  turn  proportionately  disadvan- 
tageous to  the  productive  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  also  attended  with  embarrassment 
to  the  landowner  having  mortgages  and  fixed 
charges  to  meet,  fixed  when  land  bore  a  higher 
▼alae  in  reference  to  the  impaired  value  of 
money." 

Following  the  Report  of  that  Conmiittee 
the  Small  Note  Act  was  passed,  which 
^ave  some  relief  while  it  lasted.  The  Com- 
mittee of  1833  was  presided  over  by  Sir 
cFames  Graham.  In  their  Report  they  re- 
ferred to  the  hope  expressed  by  the  former 
Committee,  and  said  they 

"  With   deep  regret  express  the   fear  that 
tlie     difficulties    alone    remain    unchanged " ; 


that  the  ^Savings  are  gone,  or  greatly 
diminished";  the  '^ credit  failing/*  ana  *Hhe 
resources  generally  exhausted."* 

They  went  on  to  say — 

"  Less  labour  and  capital  are  being  applied  to 
the  soil.  Ancient  com  lands,  especially  clay 
lands,  are  going  out  of  cultivation. 

^^  This  arises  from  low  prices  and  inadequate 
profit  of  cultivation." 

They  agreed   with   the    Conmiittee    of 

1821  as  to  the  effect  of  the  currency 
changes,  and  referred  to  the  decay 
of  yeomen  farmers,  which  they 
considered  dae  to  the  fall  in 
prices  and  to  the  altered  value  of  money. 
They  quoted  from  the  Report  of  the 
Conmiittee  of  1821  their  remarks  as  to 
the  cruel  effects  of,  first,  the  depreciation 
of  money,  and  after  of  its  appreciation, 
and  pleaded  for  the  desirability  of  steadi- 
ness of  price.     They  said — 

"Fresh  experiments  in  the  value  of  money 
must  affect  the  price  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce, shake  public  confidence,  and  lead  to  the 
derangement  of  all  settled  contracts,  and  they 
ought,  after  past  experience  to  be  viewed  by 
the  Legislature  with  peculiar  caution." 

It  would  have  been  well  if  this  had  been 
remembered  before  Germany  changed 
her  standard  in  1872,  America  hers  in 
1873,  France  hers  in  1874,  Austria  hers  in 
1892,  and  India  hers  now.  Before  the 
Committee  of  1 833  the  following  testimony 
was  given.  Mr.  Joseph  Sandars,  com 
merchant,  Liverpool,  said — 

**  During  the  depreciation  of  the  currency 
from  1797  to  1819  tnere  was  a  period  of  very 
unusual  prosperity  amongst  fanners  ;  the  Bank 
Restriction  Act  of  1797  was  reversed  in  1819, 
and  we  have  seen  a  descending  scale.  ...  I 
think  agriculture  has  not  reached  the  bottom  of 
that  scale." 

^*  The  distress  was  very  materially  aggravated 
by  the  Act  of  1826,  which  repealed  the  Act  of 

1822  permitting  the  issue  of  £1  notes." 

Mr.  John  Cramp,  of  Thanet,  farmer  and 
valuer,  said — 

•*  How  do  you  think  prices  have  been  lowered 
so  much? — By  the  diminution  of  the  circu- 
lating; medium.  What  has  lowered  agricultural 
produce  has  lowered  everything  else. 

Mr.  William  Smith,  near  Derby,  farmer 
and  agent,  said — 

'*  All  this  insolvency  is  owing  to  the  fall  in 
pricea" 

"Not  a  more  industrious  set  of  men  living." 

"Their  property  swept  away  by  the  Act  of 
1819." 

Mr.  Henry    Burgess,  Secretary    to  the 

Committee  of  Countiy  Bankers,  said — 

"If  the  metal  which  is  standard  becomes 
scarce  that  will  produce  an  alteration  in 
prices. 
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the  quantity  of  money  it  the  first  step  in  the 
high  road  to  rain/* 

Earl  Stanhope,  in  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1830,  in  the  Debate  on  the  Address,  said — 

'*To  what  is  the  univerral  distress  owing? 
It  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  erroneous  basis  on 
which  our  currency  has  been  placed  since  1819. 
Prices  have  not  fallen  in  agricultural  produce 
only ;  the  depression  has  b^n  continuous  and 
universal  ever  since  the  Act  of  1819  passed, 
and  especially  since  the  suppression  of  small 
notes  took  effect  in  the  beginning  of  last  year. 
Such  a  universal  and  continued  depression  can 
be  ascribed  only  to  some  cause  pressing  alike 
upon  all  branches  of  industry,  and  that  cause  is 
to  be  found  in  the  enormous  contraction  of  the 
currency  which  has  taken  place/* 

In  the  Debate  on  the  distress  of  the 
country  in  March,  1830,  Mr.  Western, 
M.P.  for  Essex,  said — 

"  It  wag  to  the  change  in  the  currency  that 
we  were  to  attribute  our  distress/* 

Mr.  Hudson  Gumey  said — 

*'To  me  it  does  seem  perfectly  clear  that  the 
one  and  only  source  of  all  our  difficulties,  and 
of  all  the  distress  that  press  so  large  a  portion 
of  our  population  to  the  earth,  is  the  affair  of 
money — the  great  and  inconceivable  error  of 
making  gold  their  only  standard/* 

Mr.  Attwood  said — 

"  The  conduct  of  the  Government  respecting 
the  currency  had  operated  as  a  confiscation  of 
the  property  of  the  landed  man  for  the  benefit 
of  the  monied  man.** 

Sir  F.  Burdett  said — 

"The  fatal  Bill  of  1819.  Subsequently  to 
that  measure  there  was  a  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk  (Sir  T. 
Gooch)  which  was  obtained,  and  a  partial  relief 
was  obtained  for  the  existing  distress  by  the 
iflsoe  of  £1  notes/* 

He  mocks  at  the  worship  of  the  '*  golden 
idol." 

**They  sacrificed  the  agricultural  interest, 
the  shipping  interest,  and  the  commercial 
interest,  to  the  public  creditor,  to  placemen, 
and  to  pensioners.** 

In  the  Debate  on  agricultural  distress 
on  May  25,  1836,  on  a  Motion  of  the 
Marquess  of  Chandos,  the  Earl  of  Darling- 
ton seconding,  said — 

^  So  desperate  was  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
culturists that  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  brave  all  difficulties,  and  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  It  would  be  found  that 
the  contraction  of  the  currency  was  the  root  of 
the  evil." 

The  famous  Mr.  Cobbett  said — 

<*  The  real  cause  of  all  the  agricultural  diffi- 
cnltiea  of  England  was  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  value  of  money.  Therein 
Ibj  the  true  source  ot  the  national  misfortunes. 
.  .  .  The  original  moving  power  by  which 
Cheir  distress  had  been  occasioned  was  the  well- 


known  currency  measure  of  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet  near  him.'* 

Mr.  Benett  said — 

**He  agreed  with  Mr.  Western  that  the 
causes  of  the  agricultural  distress,  and  the 
sources  of  i-elief  must  be  sought  for  in  the 
currency  question.** 

Daniel  O'Connell  said — 

**  There  was  such  a  place  as  Ireland  ;  agri- 
cultural distress  was  as  great,  if  not  greater,  in 
that  country  than  in  England.  They  had  been 
during  the  Debate  wholly  forgotten.  The 
remedy  proposed  by  the  noble  "Lord  (relief  of 
taxation)  was  only  like  clipping  or  paring  the 
thorn  in  the  field.  One  remedy — the  only  sure 
remedy — was  passed  over — namely,  one  that 
would  have  the  effect  of  mitigating  the  horrors 
of  the  Gold  Currency  Bill.  If  no  one  else  would, 
he  would  put  in  his  claim  for  that  scheme, 
which  was  better  than  all  the  other  schemes  he 
had  heard  that  night  proposed.** 

On  Mr.  Cayley's  Motion  for  a  silver 
standard  on  1st  June,  1836,  O^Connell 
said  again — 

**  A  more  destructive  Bill,  a  more  iniquitous 
Bill,  than  that  of  1819  had  never  been  intro- 
duced. There  never  had  been  a  Bill  more  fatal 
to  jbhis  country  or  so  fatal  to  Ireland.  There 
was  no  pressing  necessity  for  that  measure.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  have  been  concocted  in  in- 
sanity, and  for  no  other  purpose  than  to  make 
a  mighty  experiment  on  the  power  of  human 
suffering  to  see  what  weight  it  would  bear.  He 
rememl^red  persons  having  valuable  interests 
in  land  leased  to  others  who  had  also  interests, 
and  all  were  swept  from  the  face  of  the  land  by 
the  effect  of  that  Bill  as  by  a  plague  or  pesti- 
lence. 

**  The  monied  interest  had  a  strong  motive  for 
upholding  the  present  system.'* 

Mr.  Wodehouse  said — 

**  All  other  remedies  would  prove  utterly  in- 
effectual. He  had  been  one  of  the  Committee 
who  sat  in  1822  upon  agricultural  distress,  and 
he  had  been  one  of  a  small  minority  who  were 
opposed  to  the  adoption  of  their  Report  on  the 
ground  put  forward  by  Mr.  Huskisson,  that  it 
did  not  sufficiently  take  into  account  the  altered 
value  of  money.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
present  state  of  the  currency  had  already  done 
incalculable  mischief,  particularly  to  those  con- 
nected with  agriculture,  and  still  threatened  to 
overwhelm  them  with  immeasurable  ruin.** 

Mr.  Richards  said,  their  distress 
"was  entirely  caused  by  the  Bill  of  1819.** 

Sir  R.  Peel  declared 

**  that  the  Bill  did  increase  the  distress  of  the 
country  to  a  certain  degree  1  do  not  deny.  It 
was  impossible  to  escape.  .  .  After  20 
years  of.  .  .  .  Inconvertible  paper.  .  .  , 
Without. 

"  By  depreciating  the  standard  the  prices  of 
all  commodities  would  be  raised.*' 

And  the  last  quotation  he  would  give 
was  from  Lord  John  Russell,  on  the 
Com  Laws.   In  1843  he  said — 
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tuced  to  predict  that,  unless 
in  prices  woa  stayed,  notti 
that  CommisBton  would  do 
of  any  good.  The  hon.  Men 
had  preceded  him  bad  spoke 
great  loss  agriculture  bad  ru: 
the  fall  in  prices.  Mr.  W.  C. 
T&e  Farmer's  Almanack  of  ti 
year,  showed  that  the  gross  v« 
agricultural  produce  of  Grea 
was  uow  £35,000,000  a  yeai 
the  mean  of  the  years  1865 
Au  enormous  loss  to  fall  auni 
oue  single  industry  iu  the 
Land  had  fallen  iu  value  £20 
acre.  Well,  this  was  the  disea 
was  the  cause  of  the  fall  i 
To  those  who  were  acquainted 
facts  (which,  unhappily,  lay  ou 
to  most  people)  the  cause — or,  b 
oue  great  cause — was  perfectly 
tbegold  standard  con u tries niou< 
the  second  time  in  the  centur 
rising  in  value.  Why  this 
case  was  also  very  plain, 
continually  increasing  popul 
production  of  commodities,  i 
been  a  large  decrease  iu  tl 
of  gold,  as  compared  with  the 
worse  still,  legislation  in  coui 
country  against  silver  had  been 
enormously  increasing  the  d< 
gold.  The  natural  effect  pro 
that  gold  bad  risen  in  value  > 
had  fallen.  When  these  chan 
some  astute  perHons  saw  t 
arising,  and  spoke  of  it.  Lord 
field  spoke  (if  it  iu  the  House  u 
1879,  and  the  late  Chancellor  c 
chequer  (Mr.  Goscheu)  spok( 
the  Houae  of  Commons  as 
as  1883.  Lord  Beacouslield  sa 
is  appreciating  every  day,  i 
appreciates  tbe  lower  becomi 
Mr.  Goscben  attributed  part  of 
cultural  distress  then  l>egiuninj 
to  tbe  same  fact.  He  sboul 
oiake  a  few  quotations  from  M 
in  teres  ting  l>ook.  Prices  ana 
Compureif,  publisbedin  1868.  '. 
there  said  be  predicted  in  1 
paper  he  read  on  "  The  Fall 
since  1873," 

"That   we  were   in  the  preieDce 
nomenoD  knuwn  to  ectinoniIMB  u  tl 
tion  ot  money." 
He  added  (page  38) — 

*■  We  can  Kay  paeiUvely  now  tbat 
change  from  a  nigh  to  a  low  lerel 
dne  to  achaoge  in  mone^  of  the  nai 
ho  direction  of  contraction." 
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After  setting  forth  the  facts,  he  writes — 

"  The  inference  seems  conclusive  that  since 
1873  the  alteration  in  the  economic  movement 
has  heen  in  money,  and  to  this  must  be  ascribed 
the  change  in  prices  which  has  occurred." 

On  page  41  he  said — 

"  The  rising  prices  of  commodities  between 
1850  and  1873,  although  commodities  were  in- 
creasing as  much  as  they  have  done  since, 
were  maintained  by  continual  additions  to  the 
stock  and  efficiency  of  money.  Since  1873  the 
movement  of  additions  to  the  stocks  which  was 
a  very  pronounced  one — ^has  been  arrested,  if 
there  nas  not  been  an  actual  withdrawal  from, 
or  diminution  of,  stock  uncompensated  by  any 
increase  in  the  efficiency  of  money.  Conse- 
quently, the  fall  of  prices  since  1873  is  explained 
by  the  check  to  the  previous  movement." 

Later  on  Mr.  Gifien  said  that  if  (as  he 

had  shown  to  be  probable) 

'•  the  supply  of  new  money  is  not  equal  to 
quite  keep  things  at  an  equilibrium,  then  we 
may  have  a  long-continued  fall  from  generation 
to  generation." 

The  effects  to  follow  were  given  in  the 
following  passages  : — 

"The  weight  of  all  permanent  burdens  in- 
creased. 

**  Debtors  pay  more;  creditors  receive  more. 

**  It  prevents  those  who  have  debts  to  pay 
gaining  by  the  development  of  industry,  as  they 
would  otherwise  gain. 

"  The  weight  of  the  gold  debt  of  a  country 
like  India  enormously  increased. 

*"*■  Spells  ruin  to  individuals  and  classes. 

"The  probabilities  appear  to  point  to  a 
further    .    .    .    run  upon  gold,'* 

He  even  suggested  that — 

"We  may  have  to  devise  a  substitute  for 
money  that  will  be  more  stable  in  value." 

He  well  said  (page  55) — 

"  Many  mischiefs  might  have  been  avoided  if 
all  concerned  had  realised  10  or  15  years  ago 
what  was  likely  to  happen  in  money,  and  good 
will  be  done  now  if  possibilities  are  kept 
steadily  in  view/ 

The  Daily  News  of  June  27,  1893,  said— 

"Every  country  which  forsakes  silver  for 
gold  inevitably  throws  more  work  upon  gold, 
and  increases  its  value  in  relation  to  mer- 
chandise— in  other  words,  prolongs  the  depres- 
sion of  prices  in  the  great  markets  of  Europe 
and  North  America." 

Similar  opinions  were  held  by  thinkers  in 
Germany  and  in  the  United  States.  At  the 
Silver  Convention  at  St.  Louis,  in  Novem- 
ber, 1889,  Mr.  Senator  Stewart  said — 

"The  fact  that  money  is  gone  up  and  pro- 
perty down  is  felt  throughout  the  land.  Every 
farmer  in  the  great  valley  of  the  Mississippi 
feels  it ;  every  wealth  producer  in  the  East 
feels  it  too ;  every  mortgagor  is  suffering  from 
this  fraudulent  change  in  his  contract.  The 
weight  of  the  fanner*s  mortgage  is  becoming 
heavier  every  day,  while  his  power  to  lift  it  is 
constantly  diminishing.  Despair  is  upon  him  ; 
he  and  his  family  are  suffering ;  hope  is  taken 
away.     It  takes  more  bushels  of  wheat,  more 
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bales  of  cotton,  more  hours  of  toil,  to  pay  his 
debt  by  30  or  40  per  cent,  than  when  he  con- 
tracted it." 

The  truth  was  that  the  pound  sterling  in 
England  and  the  Colonies  had  been 
changed  from  an  honest  pound  of  steady 
value  into  a  cruel  oppressor  of  the  pro- 
ducer continually  reducing  prices  and 
profits,  and  so  reducing  the  employment 
labour  and  forcing  down  wages.  It 
1  >come  to  unfortunate   debtors   an 

il  "  of  extortion  of  the  worst  Shy- 

IdcK  type.  The  Government  had  stood 
by  and  seen  producers  here  and  in  the 
Colonies  robbed.  India  had  pleaded  in 
vain  for  assistance  in  the  reduction  of  the 
continually -growing  burden  of  her  Debt, 
and  the  English  farmers  had  made  the 
same  plea  without  being  listened  to.  At 
the  Brussels  Monetary  Conference  re- 
cently the  attitude  of  Great  Britain  was 
unfriendly  to  the  proposal  to  restore  the 
currency  to  what  it  was  before.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Government  were 
dealing  a  double  blow — to  the  poor  ryot 
in  India  on  the  one  hand,  increasing  the 
toil  he  would  have  to  give  for  his  money, 
and  to  the  poor  farmer  in  England,  in- 
creasing his  toil,  on  the  other.  What  he 
wanted  the  Government  to  do  was  to  treat 
money  (whether  silver  or  gold)  as 
a  friend  to  the  people,  not  as  an 
enemy.  He  wanted  them  to  help  to 
restore  the  currency,  which  had  been 
tampered  with.  There  was,  in  his 
opinion,  no  other  remedy  to  our  depres- 
sion. This  was  a  life  and  death  question 
with  the  English  farmer.  If  he  was 
wrong  in  his  views,  he  was,  at  least, 
honestly  wrong,  but  he  was  persuaded 
he  was  not  wrong.  It  was  far  from  his 
wish  to  blame  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture (Mr.  Gardner).  He  did  not  wish 
to  hurt  the  Government,  only  to  mend 
it.  For  the  sake  of  his  suffering  neigh- 
bours at  home,  he  had  embraced  this 
opportunity  of  pleading  their  cause. 
The  Government  might,  by  adopting 
the  views  he  had  advocated,  bring 
about  greater  prosperity,  not  only 
to  agriculture,  but  to  all  classes 
of  the  people.  If,  instead  of  treating 
money  as  an  enemy,  they  would  look 
upon  it  as  a  friend,  if  with  free  ports 
they  would  give  also  free  mints,  they 
would  bring  blessings  upon  the  country, 
they  would  fill  up  the  Exchequer,  they 
would  remove  agricultural  depression, 
and  they  would  efiTect  an  enormous 
amount  of  good. 
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Amendment  proposed,  | 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House  regrets  that^  notwithstanding  the 
severity  of  the  depression  to  which  attention 
was  called  in  the  gracious  Si)eech  from  the 
Throne,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not 
thought  it  their  duty  to  entertain  the  proposals 
which  have  been  matle  during  the  Session,  or  to 
take  other  action  to  lessen  the  difficulties  and 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  Agricultural 
interest," — (Mr.  Zapes,) 

instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposetl  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.     LAMBERT     (Devon,     South 
Molton)   said,  he   was   sure   that  every 
Member   who   approached  the   question 
would  have  a  feeling  of  the  deepest  sym- 
pathy   with    the    agriculturists    of    this 
country,  who  were  suffering  very  severely 
from  the  depression  which  now  existed  ; 
but  he  must  demur  to  one  or  two  of  the 
propositions   put    forward   by    the   hon. 
Member   opposite    (Mr.   Lopes).       The 
hon.  Member  said,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  supporters    of   the   Government  did 
not   tell    their    constituents    that    they 
intended   to   pass   the   Home  Rule  Bill 
this  year.     The  hon.  Member  must  have 
grievously   misread   his   opponents'    ad- 
dresses and  speeches   if  he  thought  any 
such  thing.     He  (Mr.  Lambert)  did  not 
gmdge  the   time   spent   in   passing  the 
Home   Rule   Bill,   because   he  believed 
that  measure  would  so  relieve  the  work 
of  Parliament  that  they  would  soon  have 
time  to  attend  to  those  duties  which  so 
urgently  needed  seeing  to  at  home.     He 
l)elieved   the  division   of   rates  between 
landlord  and  tenant  was  a  non-controver- 
sial reform.     It  was  recommended  by  the 
Richmond  Commission,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  did  not  dare  to  oppose  it, 
although  when  they  were   in  Office  they 
did  not  pass   it.     The   hon.    Gentleman 
opposite  rather  taunted  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture     (Mr.     Gardner)    with   not 
having  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.     He  (Mr. 
Lambert),    on    the   other  hand,  congra- 
tulated   his    right    hon.    Friend    on    his 
patriotism.     It  was  said   that  the  late 
Minister  for  Agriculture  refused  to  take 
Office  at  first,  because  he  was  not  offered 
a  position  in  the  Cabinet,  and  his  right 
hon.   Friend   (Mr.  Gardner)    was  to  be 
congratulated  on  having  shown,  at  least, 
as  much  patriotism   as  his  predecessor. 
The  cause  of  afrricidtural  depression  was 
foreign  competition  caused  by  increased 
proluctiou    in   foreign   countries.      This 


had  conduced  in  Great  Britain  to  cheap 
food.        He   would   ask   hon.   Members 
opposite,    especially   those    representicg 
borough    constituencies,    whether    they 
were   prepared   to   say  that   cheap  food 
was  not  a  blessing  to  this  country  ?   The 
present  Government  was  asked  to  cure 
all  the  ills  that  agriculture  was  heir  to 
before  they  had  been  12  months  in  Office. 
Was  agricultural  distress  more  acute  now 
than   it   was   a   year  ago  ?      [^Cries  of 
"  Yes  !  "]     And  what  was  the  reason  ? 
The  weather.     If  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site could  control  the  weather  thev  would 
be  very  desirable  men  to  have  to  conduct 
the  agricultural  operations  of  the  country. 
He  had  been  unable  to  follow  the  con- 
clusions   of    the   hon.   Member  for   the 
Woodbridge  Division  (Mr.  Everett).    He 
(Mr.  Lambert)  confessed  that  the   sub- 
ject of  bi-metallism    was  rather  beyond 
his   comprehension.     It   seemed    to   him 
that  if  greater  prosperity  would  be  pro- 
duced by  making  the  ratio  of  silver  to 
gold  15  to  1,  the  result  of  making  the 
two  metals  of  equal  value   would  be  to 
get  15  times  more  prosperity.     Nodoobt 
the  farmers'  produce  had  diminished  in 
value  owing  to  the  depreciation  of  silver, 
but  the  working  classes  sold  their  laboar 
for  gold.    Not  only  had  gold  appreciated^ 
but  wages  had  increasetl,  so  that  working 
men  had  received   more   than  fonnerlv, 
and  what  they  had  received  bought  more 
of  the*  necessaries  of  life.     If  it  was  in- 
tended, by  placing  an  artificial  valne  on 
silver,  to  increase  the  price  of  food,  that 
was  nothing  less  than  Protection,  which 
he  felt  sure  the  country  would  not  hare 
for  a  single  moment.     The  question    of 
bi-metallism  had  already  been  settled  by 
a  large  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    The  Mover  of  the  Resolution  had 
said  he  wanted  to  obtain  a  reduction  of 
taxation.      He     (Mr.      Lambert)      wa5 
against      all      rates     and      taxes       oa 
principle,  and  hated  and  detested  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin),  speaking   mX 
Lincoln  on  January  21,  1893,  said — 

"  Many  large  measures  would  be  dealt  with  in 
the  comingr  li^essioD.  He  tbou^t  tber  oogfat  to 
devote  their  energies  to  obUdning  a  Puiia^ 
mentary  Inqnirj  without  delaying  the  whole 
question  of  the  burdens  on  land,  aivl  the  tXMci 
proportions  of  taxation  which  ought  to  be  borne 
by  landed  property  on  the  one  hand  ami  per* 
sonal  property  on  the  other,** 

Why,  then,  had  the  right  hon.  GentK^* 
man  refused  the  inquiry  which  had  heeo 
offered  by   the   Govermnent   again  aad 
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again  ?  A  ParliameDtarj  luquirv 
baviDg  been  offered,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether,  supposing  all  rates  upon  land 
were  abolished,  the  landlords  would  not 
immediately  raise  the  rents  ?  For  him- 
self, he  was  against  all  rates  and  taxes  on 
principle.  But  would  hon.  Members 
opposite  agree  with  the  landlonl  that  the 
rents  would  not  be  increased  ?  If  the 
tenant  farmers  were  to  support  the  Con- 
servative Party  they  would  not  obtain  an 
amendment  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act.  When  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  was  before  the  House  in  1883  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  voted  in  13  out  of  14  Divisions 
against  the  tenant  farmer.  He  must 
protest  agaiust  putting  all  the  blame  for 
agricultural  distress  ou  the  present  Go- 
vernment. Foreign  competition  was  the 
cause  of  it,  and  the  acuteness  of  the  dis- 
tress this  year  over  that  of  last  was  owing 
to  the  weather.  As  to  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  on  bi-metallism,  he  failed  to 
see  how  that  would  remedy  matters, 
whereas  it  meant  Protection,  and  the 
country  would  not  stand  it.  The  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  which  was  blocked  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sleaford 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  What  was  the  reason 
for  his  attitude  ?  He  would  be  glad  if 
he  would  explain  that.  He  (Mr.  Lam- 
bert) rather  thought  he  knew  the  reason. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  did  not  block  it. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  said,  he  would  ask 
how  it  was,  then,  that  the  inquiry  was 
not  going  ou  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  have  explained 
half-a-dozen  times  why  I  placed  my 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  said,  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to 
give  him  a  reason  for  the  attitude 
he  had  taken  up.  He  thought  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid  of  what 
the  Committee  would  recommend.  Their 
proposals  might  be  too  Radical  for  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
care  to  have  an  outside  tribunal  inter- 
fering with  rents.  The  House  of  Lords 
was  very  much  interested  in  agriculture. 
Why  had  they  not  prepared  a  Bill  and 
sent  it  to  the  House  of  Commons  ?  He 
maintained  that  the  Department  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
had  not  failed.  Thp  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gardner)  had  done  everything 
io  his  power  to  mitigate  the  agricultural 


depression  and  meet  the  farmers  as  well 
as  he  could.  Anything  that  would  make 
food  dearer  in  this  countrv  would  not  be 
palatable  to  the  working  classes.  He 
considered  the  tiU9  remedy  for  agricul- 
tural depression  lay  in  the  producer  and 
the  consumer  being  brought  closer  to- 
gether, in  the  tenants  having  greater 
security  for  their  capital,  and  more  free- 
dom in  cultivation,  fair  rents,  anil  farms 
more  suitable  to  their  capital  ;  and  he 
should  vote  in  support  of  the  Goveru- 
ment  in  negativing  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Ripon)  said,  this  Debate  had  been  looked 
forward  to  with  the  greatest  interest. 
Farmers  in  the  country  had  been  waiting 
and  waiting ;  the  depression  had  been 
getting  deeper,  and  sometliing  was  ex- 
pected from  the  Government  with  regard 
to  their  interests  which  had  been  so  long 
and  grievously  delayed.  He  thought 
they  were  justified  in  asking  the  Govern- 
ment why  they  had  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
the  prayers  of  the  farmers  and  labourers, 
who  were  looking  forward  to  a  time,  not 
only  of  depression,  but  to  a  time  of 
poverty.  In  the  Debate  on  the  Address 
the  Opposition  were  told  that  they  did 
not  propose  any  remedies.  But  on  that 
occasion  he  said  it  was  not  the  duty  of 
the  Opposition  to  propose  remedies.  Had 
anything  tangible  l>een  proposed  by  the 
Government  for  their  acceptance  ?  Only 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire,  not  into 
one  definite  suggestion  of  relief,  but 
into  the  whole  question  of  agriculture 
and  its  depression.  That  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  an  abominable  sham. 
Such  an  inquiry  would  have  lasted  one, 
two,  or  three  years,  at  the  end  of 
which  time  the  present  Government 
would  not  have  been  responsible  for 
what  was  going  on.  Then  a  Royal 
Commission  had  been  proposed.  The 
Board  of  Agriculture  cost  the  country 
over  £57,000  a  year.  The  farming 
interest  was  in  a  state  of  depression  ;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  the 
House  that  he  had  not  a  penny  too 
much,  and  yet  a  Royal  Commission  was 
to  be  appointed,  which  would  cost  at 
least  £25,000,  to  ascertain  facts  which 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  could  put  the 
Government  in  possesj»ion  of  in  a  few 
months.  The  Government  had  in  that 
Department  the  best  men  who  could  give 
advice  with  regard  to  the  question ;  but 
l)ecause  the  Government  did  not  wish  to 
oive  instant  relief  a  desire  was  shown  to 
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postpone  the  subject.  He  believed  that 
the  tenant  farmers  understood  the  mean- 
ing of  these  Select  Committees  and 
Royal  Commissions  as  well  as  the  fact 
that  the  Government  would  not  give 
them  that  relief  which  was  sought.  Now 
it  was  known  what  the  professions  of  the 
Government  and  its  supporters  during  the 
last  Election  were  worth,  and  when  the 
time  came  again  to  solicit  a  renewal  of 
their  confidence  the  Government  would 
be  brought  face  to  face  with  their  broken 
promises,  and  would  not  be  returned  by  a 
majority  to  the  House. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE   (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,   Saffron  Walden)  :  I  think 
the  accusation  made  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  not  carrying  out  the  policy  em- 
bodied in   the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
comes     rather     strangely     from     hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     At  the  time   the 
Speech  was  delivered  it  was  hoped  that 
the  House  would  proceed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  by  means  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  but,  owing  largely  to  the  action 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  this  Commit- 
tee  was  not   appointed.     I    would   call 
attention  to  the  character  of  the  Resolu- 
tion  which  has  been  presented  by   the 
hon.  Member.     The  Resolution  conveys 
an  attack  on  the  Government  in  terms 
studiously  vague  and  ingeniously  compre- 
hensive.    It   enables   all    sorts   of   men 
holding  opinions   absolutely  opposed  to 
each  other  on  the  subject  of  agricultural 
distress  and  its  remedies  to  join  together 
in  a  general  attack  on  the  Government. 
I  would  like  to  know  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  what  steps  the  Government 
have  failed  to  take,  and  what  are  their 
sins  of  omission  ?     I  do  not  believe. that 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  get  up 
and  say  honestly  that   he  knows  more 
than  three  recommendations  of  a  heroic 
and  specific  character  for  dealing  with 
agricultural  distress.    These  are  : — First, 
the  reform  of  our  fiscal  system — in  other 
words.  Protection  ;    secondly,  reform  of 
our  currency — in  other  word8,bi-metallism; 
and,  thirdly,  reform  of  our  climatic  con- 
ditions— in  other  words,  better  weather. 
I  think  all  of  these  recommendations  are 
equally  impossible  under    present    con- 
ditions.    Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  this 
Session   in  the  House  of   Lords  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Address,  said  there  were 
only     two     remedies     for     agricultural 
distress — the  one  the  weather  and  the 
other  prices.     One  of  these  you  cannot 
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alter,  and  the  other  you  will  not   alter. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  has 
testified  that,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
he  thinks  there  is  only  one  remedy,  and 
that  In  bi-metallism,  because  be  objects 
to  any  inquiry  except  one  as  to  prices. 
As  to  the  proposals  which,  as   the  hon. 
Member  has  pointed  out,  have  l>een  made 
during  the  Session,  the  Government  has 
waited  with  expectancy — and  I  myself 
almost  with  longing — to  hear  what  are 
the  recommendations  from  hon.  Geutle> 
men    opposite    who     pose     before    the 
country  as  being  the  special  friends  of 
the  farmers.     I  admit  with  regret  that 
the  majority  of   the  farming  interest  in 
this  country  are  disposed  to  support  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.    But  this  distress  is 
admitted  to  be  as  bad  as  ever  it  has  been, 
and  there  is  a  wicked  Liberal  Govern- 
ment     in     power    which    neglects    the 
interests  of  the  farmers.     Whv  have  not 
hon.     Gentlemen     come     forward     this 
Session  and  pointed  out  what  is  to  be 
done  ?  They  have  brought  in  Bills  dealing 
with  swine  fever  and  with  the  marking 
of  meat.     But  will  any  sane  man  in  the 
House   say    that   these    Bills   represent 
everything  that  ought  to  be  done  to  meet 
the  agricultural   depression  ?     The  Go- 
vernment   have   been  most   anxious    to 
bring  in  a  measure  dealing  with  swine 
fever  when  the  state  of  business  of  the 
House  permitted.  That  Bill  was  brought 
in  yesterday,  and  I  hope  hon.  Memberv 
opposite  will  allow  it  to  be  considered  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  What  are  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  should  not 
be  in  Order  if  I  were  to  go  into  that  now. 
It  is  not  before  the  House.  But  I  mar 
inform  the  House  that  it  is  a  Bill  which 
proposes  to  transfer  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  the  business  of  dealing  with 
swine  fever,  which  at  present  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Authorities.  This  i^ 
one  of  the  proposals  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  accused  of  not  bringing  forward. 
I  pass  now  to  the  question  of  marking 
foreign      meat.       The      hon.      Memb^ 

attacked  the  Government  because  thev 

• 

did  not  accept  at  once  a  proposal  of  this 
nature.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  laie 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  ht» 
place,  and  I  would  be  surprised  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  saj« 
that  he  would  be  prepared,  as  a  Minister 
in  a  Conservative  Govemoient,  lo 
accept   a   proposal   for   the  marking  ol 
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nieat  without  due  consideration  before- 
hand.     The  Government  were  accused 
by  the  hon.  Member  of  not  dealing  with 
this  question,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Government  assented  in  the   other 
House  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
to  inquire  not  only  into  the  marking  of 
foreign  meat,  but  into  the  marking  of  all 
foreign  and  colonial  produce.      The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  aware  of  that 
fact,  but  he  was  careful  to  suppress  it  when 
attacking  the  Government.     Then  there 
is    the   subject   of   railway   rates.     The 
President  of  the   Board  of   Tnule   has 
done    all    he    could   for   the   benefit  of 
aigriculturists  in  this  direction ;  and  at  the 
present  moment  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  is  presiding  over  a  Committee 
which  is  endeavouring  to  see  what  can  be 
done  for  the  protection  and    benefit   of 
agriculturists.      The    Government   have 
also  given  attention  to  the  subject  of  the 
adulteration   of    fertilisers  and    feeding 
stuffs.      My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford,  during  the  late  Govern- 
ment, brought  in  a  Bill  on  that  subject ; 
but,  unfortunately,  he  was  unable  to  get 
it  through  the  House.     I  had  the  honour 
of  introducing  a  measure  on   the  same 
subject   this    Session ;    the    House    has 
accepted  its  Second  Reading  ;  it  has  been 
referred    to  a    Grand   Committee ;    and 
there   is   every  possible    chance   of  the 
measure,  which  will  be  of  great  use  to 
agriculturists,  becoming  law  this  Session. 
It  has  also  been  said  that  some  reform  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  is  essen- 
tial for  the  benefit  of  the  tenant  farmers. 
I  have  always  entertained  that  opinion. 
It    certainly    does    not    lie    with    hon. 
Members  to  accuse  the  Government  of 
indifference    with   regard    to    the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Sleaford 
especially  argued  that  this  very  measure 
should    be   referred    to   a   Select   Com- 
mittee.   Now,  what  do  we  propose  to  do  ? 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  did  not  say  the 
measure — ^for     there    was     no    measure 
before  the  House — should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee.     What  I  said  was 
that  a  Select  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Certainly,  that 
is  what  I  say.  The  measure  to  which  I 
refer  is  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act, 
which  is  the  law  at  the  present  moment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to 
refer  the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee. 
But  we  propose  to  refer  it  to  a  Royal 


Commission,    which    is    better   than    a 
Select  Committee,  because  a  Royal  Com- 
mission can  continue  its  work  when  Par- 
liament is  not  sitting,  and  will  place  us 
in  a  position  of  being  able  to  formulate 
legislation  on  the  subject  in  the  ensuing 
Session.     Then  there  is  another  matter. 
I  was  surprisetl  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
complain    because    the    Government  did 
not  accept  a  Resolution  for  closing  the 
whole  of  the  ports  of  this  country  against 
foreign  cattle.     What  necessity  is  there 
for  such  action  at  the  present  moment  ? 
Foot-and-mouth  disease,  which  has  cost 
the  agriculturists  of  this  country  millions 
in  the  past,  is  almost,  I  may  say  entirely, 
extinct,  and   the  cases  of   pleuro-pneu- 
monia  have  fallen  from  472  in  1891  to  13 
in  the  first  28  weeks  of  this  year.     I  feel 
proud,  as  President  of  the  Agricultural 
Department,  to  be  able  to  tell  the  House 
and  the  agriculturists  that  as  regards  the 
diseases  under    our    immediate    control, 
we     have      practically     a     clean     bill 
of     health.     As     I     have     said,    there 
is       no      practical,      instant       remeily 
for  agricultural  distress.     That  was  ad- 
mitted   at  the   great  Agricultural  Con- 
ference  held   last   year  at   St.  James's 
Hall.     The  Government  now  propose  a 
Royal  Commission   to  inquire  into   that 
subject.     We  do  not  make  this  a  Party 
question.  We  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  join  us  in  this  matter  for  the  good 
of  agriculture.     As  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, we  think  the  condition  of  agri- 
culture    too    serious    to   be    made    the 
shuttlecock  of  Parties,  or  the  ground  for 
a  partisan    attack  on    the    Government. 
We  now  propose  a  Royal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  subject.     We  hope  that 
Commission  will  be  appointed  ;  that  it 
will  not  be  such  a  lengthy  matter  as  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission,  which 
sat  for  three  years  ;  but  we  hope  that  it 
will  be  a  small  and  effective  Commission. 
Hon.     Gentlemen    opposite    will    have 
nothing  to  do  with  a  Select  Committee. 
Are  they  now  going  to  hold  back  from 
the  Royal  Commission  ;  are  they  going 
to  join  with  the  Government  in  an  honest 
endeavour  to  adopt  effective  remedies  for 
distressed    agriculturists ;    or    are   they 
going  to  slam  the  door  in  the  farmers* 
faces  ?      I  hope  that  they  will  not    do 
so.     I    trust    that    the  Royal    Commis- 
sion will  be  appointed  shortly,  and  that 
hon.  Gentlemen,  both  in  the  House  and 
outside,  of  all  shades  of  political  opinion 
and    of     all    positions     in   agricultural 
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life,  will  joiQ  with  the  Goverumeut 
iu  the  iaquirj  which  we  propose  to 
institute.  I  have  said  that  no  kind  of 
heroic  measures  are  possible  in  dealing 
with  agricultural  distress  at  this 
moment ;  but  I  consider  that  the  Royal 
Commission  will  give  the  farmers  an 
opportunity  of  laying  their  grievances 
and  proposing  remedies  before  that  non- 
party tribunal,  with  the  result  that,  as  I 
hope,  the  Government  will  be  in  a 
position  to  make  in  thd  next  Session  pro- 
positions which  may  prove  to  be  of 
practical  benefit  to  those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  and 
which  will  afford  some  measure  of  relief 
to  the  greatest,  though,  I  regret  to  say, 
by  no  means  the  most  prosperous  of  our 
industries. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
had  accused  the  Conservative  Party  of 
not  having  given  their  attention  to  the 
question  of  the  relief  of  agriculture.  But 
that  was  the  first  opportunity  they  had 
had  of  discussing  the  matter  this  Session. 
The  Government  had  put  down  a  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  but 
they  would  not  give  a  single  evening  for 
its  discussion.  In  fact,  the  Prime 
Minister  said  the  other  night  that  the 
matter  was  not  worth  discussing,  and 
that  such  a  discussion  would  have  been  a 
waste  of  time. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg 
the  hou.  Gentleman  to  quote  the  words  I 
used.  I  said  nothing  whatever  of  that 
nature. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  said,  that  that  was 
what  he  had  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Till  the 
hon.  Gentleman  quotes  me  he  has  no 
right  to  make  such  representations. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  said,  that  he  was  at 
the  time  only  speaking  from  memory ; 
but,  fortunately,  he  was  now  able  to  quote 
the  report  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
words,  which  were  as  follows  : — 

"  The  discussion  ou  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  have  been  pure  waste  of 
time." 

And  he  added — 

**  We  were  not  disi)08ed  to  devote  any  portion 
of  the  Session  to  pure  waste  of  time.*' 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is 
so  ;  on  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
under  the  circumstances  and  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  desired.  We 
desired  the  appointment  of  a  Committee. 
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Mr.  JEFFREYS  said,  that  he  must, 
of  course,  accept  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man's explanation.  He,  however,  still 
stood  by  what  he  had  stated  in  the  first 
instance.  It  hail  been  entirely  borne  oat 
by  the  quotation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  which  he  had  since 
been  enabled  to  read  to  the  Homte.  If 
the  Government  had  desired  to  appoint  i 
Committee,  the  whole  matter  might  have 
been  got  over  in  a  single  evening.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  whole  thing 
was  a  sham  put  forward  to  delude  the 
agricultural  population.  The  Miui^tef 
for  Acfriculture  had  referred  to  the  Bill 
he  had  introduced  as  to  swine  fever.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  ur^ned 
in  the  House  day  after  day  and  week 
after  week  to  introduce  the  Bill,  and 
strong  representations  had  been  made  to 
him  outside  by  the  Central  Chamber  cl 
Agriculture  to  deal  with  the  matter,  90 
that  the  Bill  was  only  put  forward  now 
under  pressure  at  the  end  of  the  SessJion. 
It  was  not  for  him,  as  an  agricuhunt<t,  to 
look  a  gift-horse  in  the  mouth,  and,  if 
the  Bill  were  a  good  one,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  passed  into  law.  It  was  sail 
that  the  late  Government  were  respon- 
sible for  passing  a  very  bad  Bill  dealing 
with  railway  rates.  That  subject,  how- 
ever, was  dealt  with  by  a  Commiseioa, 
who  took  evidence  and  appointed  the 
various  rates  ;  so  that  the  Houne  had  do 
opportunity  of  discussing  them  before- 
hand. It  was  said  that  the  ntunber  of 
rates  were  some  millions.  It  wa»  » 
matter  with  which  the  House  could  »>« 
cope,  so  that  it  had  to  be  entirely  left  !«• 
the  Commission  to  fix  the  rate*?.  Ht- 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  extraordinan* 
low  prices  which  now  prevailed  in  agri- 
cultural produce  were  not  due  to  over^ 
production.  The  acreage  under  wheat, 
for  instance,  had  during  the  last  10  rear* 
decreased  bv  865,000  acres.  He  wtmW 
remind  the  House  that  during  that  tiiB« 
the  population  bad  increased  by  3,000,000. 
Last  year  the  United  Kingdom  produml 
7,000,000  quarters  of  wheat,  wrbtlr 
14,000,000  quarters  were  imported. 
That  was  a  matter  for  very  grave  co»- 
sideration,  not  only  by  the  House,  Injt  bt 
the  country.  We  hail  to  import  twice  a* 
much  wheat  as  we  produc^ed,  and  if  hn 
any  evil  chance  we  had  to  go  to  war  xht 
countrv  wouhl  have  reason  to  rpirrrt 
very  much  that  wheat  ]ia<l  gone  out  rf 
cultivation  to  such  an  exteuT.  It  wa- 
said  that  the  labourers  were   not  fieeli«|r 
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the  depression.  But  they  were  now 
l>eginning  to  feel  the  depression.  He 
could  assure  the  House  that,  owing  to  the 
failure  of  the  hay  crop,  labourers  <jould 
not  get  the  high  wages  they  bad  been 
getting.  There  were  now  a  great  many 
of  them  out  of  employment,  even  in  the 
midst  of  the  summer,  and  they  were 
willing  to  harvest  the  crops  at  a  lower 
rate  than  he  ever  remembered.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Devonshire  had  said  that  the 
owners  of  land  were  in  a  better  position 
than  the  tenant  farmers.  He  did  not 
hold  that  opinion.  The  owner  of  the 
land  had  to  stick  to  the  land,  but  the 
tenant  farmer  had  only  to  give  a  notice 
to  quit  and  out  he  went.  The  landlords 
were  endeavouring  to  farm  the  land 
themselves.  He  himself  farmed  as  much 
land  as  anyone  in  the  country.  The 
tenant  farmers,  finding  that  they  could 
not  make  a  living  out  of  the  land,  were 
naturally  leaving  it,  were  taking  up  other 
occupations,  and  it  was  a  great  loss  to 
the  landlords  to  lose  these  tenants,  who 
had  always  been  considered  the  back- 
bone of  the  country.  Another  matter  of 
great  importance  to  agriculturists  was  the 
qn^tion  of  the  reduction  of  the  burdens 
on  land.  That  question  had  been  before 
Parliament,  off  and  on,  during  the  whole 
Session  ;  but  the  Government  did  not 
attempt  to  do  anything  in  that  way.  It 
was  suggested  that  they  should  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  distribute  the  rates  equally 
between  owner  and  occupier  ;  but  that 
would  be  no  good,  for  the  rates  would 
still  have  to  come  out  of  the  land.  What 
they  did  want  was  to  have  the  rates  re- 
duced. Under  the  late  Government  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  reduced 
them  by  giving  large  contributions  in  aid 
of  local  taxation.  Why  could  not  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  do 
the  same  ?  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  had  a  surplus,  would 
devote  it  to  reducing  the  rates.  He 
wished  to  show  the  House  how  unfairly 
agriculturists  were  rated.  A  doctor  or 
shopkeeper  in  a  country  town  making 
£600  a  year  merely  paid  rates  on  his 
house,  which  was  probably  assessed  at 
£50  a  year.  A  fanner  to  make  £500  a 
year  had  to  farm  500  acres — he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  many  farmers  did  not  make 
£1  an  acre — and  not  only  did  he  pay  on 
his  house,  but  on  every  acre  of  his  land, 
and  if  the  500  acres  were  assessed  at  only 
lOs.  an  acre  he  would  have  to  pay  on 
£250  a  year,  though   only  making  the 


same  income  as  the  shopkeeper. 
That  was  to  say,  he  paid  about  five 
times  as  much  in  rates  as  the  pro- 
fessional man  earning  the  same  in- 
come. That  was  surely  most  unfair. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  had  sug- 
gested as  a  remedy  the  cutting  up  of 
large  farms  into  small  holdings.  Every 
landowner  would  gladly  do  so  if  he 
could,  but  where  could  he  find  the  money 
for  the  necessary  buildings  ?  If  the 
Government  said  that  large  farms  ought 
to  be  cut  up  into  small  holdings  they 
ought  to  advance  the  money  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest,  as  thev  had  advanced 
it  to  Irish  agriculturists,  and  then  the 
landowners  would  most  gladly  do  it. 
The  Minister  for  Agriculture  during  the 
late  Government  was  continually  urging 
the  redemption  of  the  tithe  rent  charge 
on  an  equitable  basis.  But  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  got  into  Oflfice 
nothing  had  been  heard  of  the  matter. 
The  fact  was  that  the  whole  of  the  time 
of  the  House  had  been  so  taken  up  by 
one  object  that  agriculture  had  been  for- 
gotten. He  could  only  hope  that  some 
good  would  come  out  of  this  Debate,  that 
it  would  not  be  a  pure  waste  of  time,  and 
that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  a  surplus  he  would  give 
some  relief  to  distressetl  agriculture. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  I  have  a  surplus  I  shall  be  ex- 
tremely happy  to  give  it  to  everybody, 
especially  to  anyone  in  such  a  deserving 
position  as  the  agriculturist  is  acknow- 
ledged to  be.  I  beg  the  hon.  Member  to 
believe  that  I  am  not  without  sympathy 
and  feeling  for  the  great  agricultural 
distress,  which  has  this  year  been  aggra- 
vated beyond  even  what  it  was  before. 
But  I  have  been  watching  during  the 
Debate,  as  in  former  Debates,  to  find 
what  were  the  ideas — I  will  not  say  the 
proposals — of  hon.  Members  who  are 
intimately  connected  with  agriculture  as 
to  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the 
depression.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  complaine<l  that  there  has 
not  been  time  enough  given  to  agri- 
cultural discussion  this  Session.  But 
one  night  was  given  during  the  Debate 
on  the  Address  ;  and  now  a  second  night 
has  been  taken ;  yet  I  confess  I  failed 
altogether  to  ascertaui  what  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  desired  on  the  first  occasion. 
What  are  the  measures  which  hon. 
Members  would  propose  if  they  were  in  a 
position  to   do   exactly  as   they  liked  ? 
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Nobody  has  stated  them  to-night.  With 
reference  to  minor  matters,  such  as  swine 
fever,  the  Government  have  entertained 
proposals  ;  and  though  the  hon.  Member 
complained  that  steps  have  been  taken 
very  late,  they  are  in  abundance  of  time ; 
for  the  proper  time  to  deal  with  swine 
fever,  as  was  stated  in  the  Report,  was  at 
the  end  of  the  year.  The  hon.  Member 
has  spoken  of  railway  rates.  Is  there  any 
complaint  against  theGovernment  for  their 
conduct  in  this  respect  ?  The  hon.  Member 
said,  "  Oh,  that  was  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee "  ;  but  all  the  questions  with 
which  you  have  proposed  to  deal  have 
equally  been  referred  to  a  Commission  or 
to  a  Committee.  Then  what  did  the 
hon.  Member  say  ought  to  have  been 
done  ?  He  referred  to  the  redemption  of 
tithes.  If  that  was  a  good  thing,  why 
did  not  the  late  Government  deal  with  it 
in  their  Tithe  Bill  ?  The  hon.  Member 
also  referred  to  the  reduction  of  burdens. 
That  is  one  of  the  principal  questions  we 
desire  should  be  inquired  into  by  a  Com- 
mission or  a  Committee.  Great  light 
has  been  thrown  on  the  question  of  the 
burdens  of  the  land.  Many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen do  not  concur  in  the  conclusions 
contained  in  the  Report  which  has  been 
published  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  but  if  those  conclu- 
sions are  disputed,  they  must  be  inquired 
into.  It  is  impossible  to  call  upon  the 
Government  to  act  upon  the  assumption 
that  the  statements  in  that  Report  are 
unfounded.  I  am  very  much  surprised 
to  find  in  Hampshire  that  the  rates  in 
this  hard  year  have  been  higher  than 
ever  before.  That  is  the  result  of  the 
policy  of  subsidy  which  has  taken  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  £7,000,000  a 
year.  Yet  the  Government  are  asked  to 
proceed  further  in  the  same  direction. 
If  more  money  is  to  be  found,  where  is 
it  to  come  from  ?  Who  is  to  pay  ?  The 
Exchequer  ?  But  the  Exchequer  is 
supplied  by  taxation,  and  who  are  you 
going  to  tax  in  order  to  give  this  addi- 
tional relief  ?  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  envied  the  lightness  of  rating 
and  taxation  of  professional  men.  Is  it, 
then,  from  the  professional  men  that  this 
money  is  to  be  raised  ?  Will  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen place  that  before  the  country  as 
their  policy  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  argue 
the  question  in  a  controversial  manner, 
but  I  think  the  Government  have  a  right 
to  ask  what  are  the  proposals  which  they 
have  not  adopted  ?  The  only  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  who  has  made  a  really  definite  pro- 
posal was  the  hon.  Member  behind  me, 
who   has  profound    convictions,    know$ 
what  he  wishes,  and  says  what  he  means. 
But  he  must  forgive  me  for  saying  that 
I  do  not  share  my  hon.  Friend's   coo- 
victions   altogether.     He  said  the   onlj 
time  when  there  was  real  prosperity  was 
in  the  time  of  a  great  war,  when  we  are 
furnished    with     printing-press    money. 
My  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  if  only  eDOOgb 
money  could  be  manufactured,  if  monej 
could   be   made    a  friend  instead  of  an 
enemy — which   might    be  done  by   the 
printing  press,  everything  would  go  well 
and  there  would  be  high  prices.  The  que;*- 
tion  is,    does    the   country  want     high 
prices  ?     For  my    own   part,  I   do  not 
The  weather   has  also  been  referred  to, 
and  this  year,  it  was  said,  in  conseqoeoce 
of  the  weather,  many  labourers  have  been 
thrown   out    of     employment.       Woold 
they  have  been  better  off  if,  in  addition 
to  their  other  misfortunes,  prices  had  been 
higher  ?     I    have    seen    labourers    who 
remembered  the  days  of  high  prices  ;  and 
did  they  get  high  wages  ?     When  wheat 
was  1208.   a    quarter   wages  were    ls,» 
day.       Those    were    the    days   of     7*. 
or     8s.     a     week.       It     is,     therefore, 
deluding  the  labourer  to  tell  him  thmt  br 
making  prices  high  you  wonld  give  him 
high  wages.     Remember  that  it  was  im- 
mediately after   the  repeal  of  the  Con 
Laws  that  the  great  rise  in  the  wages  ol 
the   people   of  this   country  took  place. 
Since    1845  the    wages   of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  have    increased  by  neaHj 
50   per  cent.     Where  they  then  got  9s. 
a   week  they    now  get  12s.    or  13s,    I 
believe  that  the  fall  in  the  prices  of  agn> 
cultural   produce    has  been   due   to  thr 
great  competition  that  has  been  brought 
about  by  the  increased  facilities  of  inter^ 
communication  between  all  parts  of  the 
world.     I  do  not  think  the  beneficence  o! 
Nature  has  become  the  common  propernr 
of   the  people  of  this  country.     That  i^ 
the  cause  of  the  lower  prices,  not  only  of 
the  produce  of  the  earth,  but  of  all  coui- 
mon   commodities.      The  labourer   g^po> 
not  only  his  bread  cheaper,  but  also  hi* 
sugar,  his  tea,  his  clothes,  his  lighisy  ht* 
fuel,  and  everything  that  is  necessmrr  ft^r 
his   existence  and  for  the  comfort  of  li> 
life.      These    things    are  20   per    oist. 
cheaper  than  they  used  to  be.  When  jvc 
consider  that,  and  also  bear  in  mind  thas 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  SO  per  ccdl 
in  the  purchasing  power  of  the  Uboiircr*« 
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wages,  you  will  understand  what  has  been 
the  improyement  in  the  condition  of 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  consequence 
of  the  policy  which  began  with  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws*  What  is  it  you 
wish  to  be  done  ?  I  know  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  bi-metallism  ;  but  the 
majority  of  the  House  have  pronounced 
against  bi-metallism,  and  the  Grovern- 
ment  cannot  be  blamed  for  not  introducing 
a  policy  which  the  House  has  con- 
demned. [Mr.  Chaplin  :  No. J  I  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  avoided 
the  word  bi-metallism — ["  Oh,  no  ;  we 
never  mention  it  I"] — but  the  House  quite/ 
understands  what  is  meant  by  the 
Resolutions  which  are  associated  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  name.  Well, 
if  you  do  not  mean  bi-metallism,  do  you 
mean  Protection,  and  if  you  do  will  you 
say  so  ?  K  I  were  to  ask  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  how  he  means  to  raise 
prices  as  against  the  consumer,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  me  that  bi- 
metallism would  raise  prices.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  No ;  but  it  would  prevent 
their  fall.]  Then  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  satisfied 
with  prices  as  they  are,  and  all  they 
desire  is  to  prevent  their  fall.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  That  is  not  my  view.]  I 
admit  that  with  my  less  intelligent  mind 
I  ought  not  to  attempt  to  develop  any 
scheme  framed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. One  ought  never  to  attempt  to 
expound  a  creed  in  which  one  does  not 
believe.  I,  therefore,  will  not  attempt 
to  explain  the  creed  of  bi-metallism.  But 
how  do  hon.  Gentlemen  who  say  that  low 
prices  are  the  bane  of  agriculture  propose 
to  raise  them  ?  I  have  heard  no  sugges- 
tion from  hon.  Members  opposite  on  the 
point,  and  I  think  it  extremely  hard  that 
they  should  condemn  the  Government 
for  not  making  a  proposal  for  raising 
prices  when  they  do  not  explain  them- 
selves how  it  is  to  be  done.  If  there 
are  matters  like  the  question  of  rates 
which  hon.  Members  think  can  afford 
relief,  the  Government  are  perfectly 
ready  to  consider  them,  and  it  is, 
in  fact,  for  that  very  purpose  that  we 
propose  a  Committee  or  Commission.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  Committee  ought 
to  be  confined  to  two  or  three  particular 
questions.  What  are  they  ?  Ought 
bi-metalli^m  to  be  one  of  them  ?  Or  Pro- 
tection ?  [  Cries  of  "  No  !  "]  Then 
what  are  the  subjects  which,  according 
to  hon.  Members  opposite,  ought  to  be 
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inquired  into  with  a  view  to  relieving 
the  agricultural  industry  ?  If  any  remedy 
should  be  suggested  that  could  be 
adopted  with  fairness  to  the  rest  of  the 
community,  no  man  would  be  readier  to 
welcome  it  than  myself.  We  are  fully 
conscious  of  the  sufferings  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  which  is  almost  the 
greatest  interest  of  this  country.  The 
whole  community  are  deeply  concerned 
in  the  prosperity  of  this  interest,  by 
which  I  mean  the  landowner,  the 
labourer,  and  the  farmer.  If  there  be 
any  palliative  measure  that  can  be  pro- 
pounded the  Government  will  be  most 
anxious  to  consider  it.  I  do  not  regard 
this  as  a  Party  Motion  at  all.  ["  Oh  I  " 
and  "  Hear,  hear  !  "]  An  hon.  Member 
interrupted  me.  Oh,  it  is  you  (indicating 
Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) — then  I  am  not 
surprised. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  rose  amid 
loud  cries  of  "  Order,  order  !  "  and  said  : 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order,  Sir.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  It  is  you — I  am 
not  surprised."  I  beg  to  say  that  state- 
ment is  absolutely  untrue.      I  made  no 

sound  whatever.     At  the  time 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  sufficient  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  did  not 
interrupt. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right  hon. 
Member  can  have  all  the  advantage  of 
the  statement  he  has  made.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  wasted  time,  but  I 
will  not  waste  any  more.  All  I  can  say 
is  that  if  any  practical  suggestion  be 
made  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
the  Government  will  be  most  desirous  to 
consider  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, while  professing  the  greatest 
anxiety  to  allow  me  a  few  moments,  has 
succeeded,  with  singular  skill,  in  allowing 
me,  I  think,  exactly  five  minutes.  Amid 
the  gloomy  surroundings  of  agriculture 
at  the  present  moment,  there  has  been,  at 
all  events,  one  feature  in  the  course  of 
the  Debate  which  I  think  both  sides  will 
recognise,  and  that  is  the  admirable 
speech  in  which  this  Resolution  was 
proposed,  and  those  among  us  who 
had  the  good  fortune  to  remem- 
ber the  career  of  Sir  Massey  Lopes 
in  this  House  during  many  years — he 
being  one  of  the  most  prominent  and 
distinguished  of  the  agricultural  Represen- 
tatives— will  be  glad  to  see  that  many  of 
the   qualities   of  the   father  have   been 
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'ausmitteil  to  the  son.  In  the  few, 
liDUtesatinyiliaposalitisdifliculttokDow 
xoctly  towhnt  part  of  the  Debute  to  tiiru. 
'he  right  hoti.  Gentlemau  closed  his 
hservatioDS  by  Hiking  what  remetliea 
on,  Membere  ou  the  Opposition  side  had 
i  propose.  I  tbiuk  we  are  entitled  to 
sk  again,  even  if  it  be  for  the  last  time, 
rhat  tbe  Government  had  in  their  mind't 
s  a  remedy  when  with  great  pomp  ami 
ircnmstance,  at  Ihe  eommencement  of 
be  Session,  they  anuoiiDced  the  appoint- 
lent  of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
griciiltural  distress  ?  The  hon.  Member 
M  the  South  Molten  Division  referred  to 
be  fall  in  prices  as  a  cttnse  of  agricul- 
ural  depression.  I  admit  that  is  a 
real  cause.  Bnt  the  hou.  Member  asked 
whether  those  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
be  House  wished  to  see  a  change  in  the 
svel  of  prices,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
be  Exchequer  argued  on  much  tlie  same 
ines.  The  Government  and  their  siip- 
orters  told  the  House  over  and  over 
gain  that  they  kuew  that  the  fall  in 
rices  is  the  maiu  cause  of  agricultural 
epressioG.  What  an  unmitigated  sham, 
lien,  is  the  inquiry  Ihcy  are  projK>siug  ! 
Va  uow  know  what  the  G  overnmcn  t  mean 
fhen  they  express  symjiathy  for  agricul- 
iirists.  The  result  of  the  Delwte  does 
ot  depend  on  the  Opposition  side.  We 
re  in  a  minority  in  the  House.    It  might 

0  much  for  agricitlturo  if  the  Resolution 
rere  successful ;  but  the  result  depends 
n  two  things.  It  depends,  first,  on  the 
onduct  of  Liberal  agriculturist  Mem- 
er» ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it  depends 
n  the  Irish  vote.  If  Lilieral  Meml)ers, 
epreseutiiig  agricultural  constituencies, 
I'ho  have  always  been  su  loud  in  their 
irofessions  of  sympathy,  will  act  up  to 
hem  now,  then  the  agricnltura!  interest 
fill  be  strong  enough  to  override  the 
rish  vote  and  teach  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
crnment  a  lesson  they  will  not  easily 
orget.  But  if  they  continue  in  their 
dhesion — I  will  not  call  it  slavish  ad- 
lesion — to  the  policy  of  a  Minister  who 

1  as  been  prepared  to  sacrifice  every 
inglish  interest  at  the  bidding  of  his 
rish  supporters,  the  agricultural  Jn- 
crest,  like  every  other  interest  in 
his  country,  will  be  overridden  by 
he  Irish  vole.  At  least,  it  shall 
lot  be  said  of  us  that  in  this  time 
if  great  trial  we  did  not  do  our  best,  on 
ne  of  the  few  opportnuities  left  open  to 
IS,  to  press  and  urge  on  tiie  Government 
he  claims  of  what  is  the  greatest  and, 
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■undoubtedly,  so  far  as  the  Governmen 
are  concerned,  the  most  studiously-neg 
lected  interest  in  the  country. 

Question  put. 

Tbe  House  divided  :— Ayes  161  ;  Noei 
137.— (Division  List,  No.  252.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Si:pPLT' — Committee    upon     Monday 

EDUCATION  PROVJSIONAL  ORDER  CON 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [lA>riU\. 

(No.  411.) 
Reported,     with     Amendment     [Pro 
visional  Order  eontirraed]i;  as  amended,  t- 
be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  (No.  2)  BILl 
[icrd.].— (No.  *!».) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro 
visional  Order  confirmed]  ;  Bill  to  b 
read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

SEAMEN'S  PROVISIONS  BILL.— (No.  191, 
Order  for  Committee  this  diky  read,  »iii 

discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (SCHOOL 

ATTENDANCE)   BILL.-(No.   241.) 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committe 

report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wed 

needay  next. 

BURGHS  OAS  SUl-PLY  (SCOTLAND)  AC 
(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILI,.-(Nu.  402.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;  rend  the  thir 

time,  and  passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — Cougeato 
Districts  Board  (Ireland)  (No.  3)  Bill 
without  AmeuJraent. 

Salmon  Fishery  Provisional  Order  Bill 
with  an  Amendment. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  15)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intitule 
"An  Act  to  consolidate  Euactmeut 
relating  to  Trustees."  [Trustee  (Con 
solidation)  Bill  [Z,or(f«.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,   inlituled,  "An  At 

to     consolidate     the    Copvhold     Acts. 

[Copyhold  (Cousolidation)'Bill  ILoids. 

Hoow  ndjouriicil  at  a  quarttr  after  Twelv 

o'clock  till  Monday  uex 
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MARRIAGE   OF   HIS   ROYAL    HIGHXESS 
THE  DUKE  OF  YORK. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  said,  he 
had  the  hoDour  to  inform  their  Lordships' 
Hoiw»e  that  on  Saturday  he  accompanied 

the  Duke  of  Westminster  to  York  House  to 
present  the  congratulatory  Address  voted 
by  their  Lordships  of  the  14th  instant, 
on  the  marriage  of  Their  Royal  High- 
nesses the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York, 
which  they  had  most  graciously  received, 
and  had  given  him  the  following  reply 
for  their  Lordships  : — 

"  My  Lords, 

**We  thank  you  for  the  kind  sentimcntn 
expressed  towards  us  in  your  message,  and  we 
rejoice  to  be  assured  that  the  approval  with 
which  our  marriage  has  been  received  by  the 
entire  Nation  is  so  cordially  shared  by  your 
Lordships'  House. 

"29th  July,  1893." 

THE  "COSTA  RICA"  PACKET. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

•THEEARLOFjERSEYasked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (having 
given    private    notice   of   the   question) 
whether   the   case   of   the    Costa    Rica 
packet  was  being  proceeded  with  ?     As 
the  matter  was  still  under  consideration, 
[t  would  not,  perhaps,  be  prudent  to  enter 
into  the  details  connect^  with  it ;  but, 
as  the  case  had  created  considerahle  ex- 
citement among  the  traders  of  New  South 
Wales  and  elsewhere  in  that  portion  of 
the  Empire,   he   would   be  glatl   if  the 
noble  Earl  could  give  some  public  inti- 
mation that  the  matter  was  being  actively 
pushed    forward.      He    would   only  say 
that  Captain  Carpenter,  who  was  charged 
with  an  act  of  piracy,  was  taken  prisoner 
on  his  arrival  in  port,  put  into  prison, 
and  very  cruelly  treated  by  the  Dutch 
Authorities,  although  the  Dutch  Procu- 
rator G.meral  had  stated,  in  a  letter  10 
months  before,  that  he  had  advised  the 
officer  of   justice  at   that  place  that  it 
would    be    very   difficult    to    prove   the 
charge    against    him.     The    interests   of 
Captain   Carpenter,  the   crew,   and    the 
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owners  of  the  ship  were,  of  course,  quite 
safe  in  the  noble  Earl's  hands  ;  but  an 
assurance  that  the  matter  was  being 
actively  pushed  on  would  give  public 
satisfaiction. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Rosebery)  :  There  are  two  points  with 
regard  to  this  question — one  is  the  case 
of  the  captain  of  the  Costa  Rica  packet, 
and  the  other  that  of  her  owners.  In 
regard  to  the  former.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  advised  that 
Captain  Carpenter  is  entitled  to  compen- 
sation on  the  ground  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  evidence  to  warrant  the  action 
taken  by  the  Netherlands  Government 
against  him.  As  to  the  case  of  the 
owners,  we  have  lately  l>een  supplied  - 
with  fresh  points  of  evidence  by  the 
Government  of  New  South  Wales  ;  and 
those  points  are  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  in  connection 
with  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 


FRANCE  AND  SUM. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
have  not  given  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
any  notice  of  this  question  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  shall  fully  understand  if  he  refuses 
to  answer  it.  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  whether  he  can  conveniently  tell 
the  House  what  are  the  precise  terms 
which  Siam  is  said  to  have  accepted  from 
France  ?  If  the  question  is  not  convenient 
now,  will  the  noble  Earl  be  prepared 
to  give  us  any  information  on  the  subject 
to-morrow  ? 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  could 
only  give  a  rough-and-ready  answer  now  ; 
to-morrow  I  might  be  able  to  give  a 
fuller  answer. 

LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF  PASSAGE    BILL. 

(No.  210.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 


ing, 


read. 


Lord  HALSBURY  said,  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  improve  the  procedure 
and  practice  of  a  very  ancient  Court  of 
Record  in  Liverpool,  which  he  believed 
had  done  good  work  in  its  day  ;  and  it 
certaiidy  had  had  from  time  to  time 
presiding  over  it  very  distiuguishe*! 
Judges.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
both  simplify  and  to  increase  its  useful- 
ness in  the  district.     Among  other  things, 
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it  was  intendetl  the  Court  should  have 
jurisdiction  to  try  causes  remitted  from 
the  High  Court,  aud  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  were  remitted,  and  some 
other  minor  circumstances  with  respect 
to  them  were  clearly  defined.  He  need 
not  detain  their  Lordships  hy  making  any 
further  statement  than  to  say  that  he 
believed  the  matter  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  that  he 
approved  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'" 
— (The  Lord  Halsbury,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  support  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  relating  to  the  Liverpool 
Court  of  Passage  and  its  jurisdiction. 
Its  provisions  were  introduced  into  an 
Omnibus  Bill  relating  to  the  Liverpool 
Corporation  ;  but  it  appeared  to  me  it 
was  not  desirable  to  deal  with  the  subject 
in  a  Private  Bill  of  that  description,  and 
I  thought  the  clauses  relating  to  this 
matter  should  be  dealt  with  in  a  Public 
Bill.  I  promised,  therefore,  to  give  such 
a  Bill  my  support,  subject  to  the  Amend- 
ments in  the  original  proposal  desired  by 
the  Liverpool  Corporation.  The  Amend- 
ments proposed  have  been  acceded  to  by 
the  Corporation,  speaking  generally,  and 
I  am  very  happy  to  be  able  to  give  the 
Bill  my  support. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
received  urgent  requests  from  Liverpool 
to  support  this  measure.  I  am  happy  to 
give  it  my  support,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  right  I  should  allow  it  to  pass 
without  saying  so. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Conmiittee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

BEHAR    CADASTRAL    SURVEY. 
QUESTION.   OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  predecessor  in  Office  had 
stated,  in  a  Despatch  to  the  Government 
of  India  on  the  Behar  Cadastral  Survey, 
dated  24th  December,  1891,  that  one- 
half  the  cost  of  the  recent  survey  and 
record-of-rights  in  the  Benares  Division 
of  the  North- Western  Provinces  "was 
defrayed  from  the  unexpended  balance 
of  a  special    fund    contributed    by  the 
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landholders  "  ;  whether  it  was  a  fact,  as 
suggested  by  the  British  Indian  Associa- 
tion   and  other  Native  Associations  of 
Bengal,  in  their  Joint  Memorial  to  the 
Viceroy  on   the  subject    of  the   Behar 
Survey,  that  this    "special  fund"  had 
been  contributed  by  the  landholders  foe 
altogether  a  different  purpose  ;  that  itfi 
diversion   from   that   purpose  had   been 
concealed    by  the    Government   of    the 
North- Western  Provinces  until  divulged 
by  the  India  Office  Despatch ;  and  iJbal 
that  Government  had  consequently  beeo 
"  at  least  technically  guilty  of  a  brctick 
of  trust"  ;  and  whether  any  Report  or 
other  Paper,  to  indicate  the  circumstaDcei& 
in  which  the  "  special  fund  "  referred  to 
in  the  Despatch  was  "contributed  by  ibe 
landholders,"  and  subsequently  used  for 
defraying  one-half  the  cost  of  the  Benares 
Survev,  could  be  laid  before  Parliament  ? 
He  wished  to  make  a  few  preliminary 
observations  before  putting  the  queetioo 
on  the  Notice  Paper.     The  LieuteoaDl 
Governor  of  Bengal  (Sir  Charles  Elliott) 
had  admitted  that  the  proposed   Sorver 
of  Behar  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
Administration,   and    had   attempted   t(» 
show  the  zemindars,  or  landowners,  that 
it  would  be  of  advantage  to  them,  ms  it 
would   lead   to   enhancing   their   renta; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  preteiKkd 
that  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  rroCfsi 
or  occupiers  ;  and  although  the  promoters 
of  the   Survey   had    not  succeeded    in 
persuading  the  ryots  of  this,  they  ap- 
peared to  have  persuaded  Viscount  Crow 
that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  rvot*. 
Nevertheless,  the  elections  for  the  Legi*- 
lative  Council   showed  that  both   laod* 
owners  and  occupiers  were  equally  averse 
to  the  Survey,  for  all  the  opponents  <rf 
the  Survey  had  been  elected,  and  aU  its 
supporters    rejected.       Nearly    all    the 
Indian  Press  had  opposed  it,  and  oidj 
two  voices  had  been  raised  in  it5  favour. 
One    was    The  Pioneer^   a  semi-official 
paper — though   even    The    Pioneer  ad- 
mitted  that   it  was  not   fair   to   throw 
nearly  the  whole  expense  of  the  Surrey 
upon  the  landowners  and    caltivctors ; 
but  the  Bengal  Government  woald  not 
have  entertained  this  scheme  if  it  bad  had 
to  provide  the  cost.    The  other  voice  wi* 
that  of  an  indigo  planter,  and,  no  donbt, 
some  of  these  planters  were  interested  in 
the  Survey  ;  but  a  recent  annotmecipwt 
in  The  Indian  Mirror  of  Jnne  30  sho««i 
that  this  planter  (Sir  WUHam  Hodmi) 
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had    been    decorated    for    his    support. 
He  said  ^'  some  of  the  planters,"  because 
«ll  were  not  interested  in  this  Survey, 
for  some  of  them  were  in  the  position  of 
zemindars,  and  others  in  the  position  of 
rjoiSy  and,  therefore,  sided  with  the  other 
zemindars  and  ryots  in  opposition  to  the 
Survey.     It  was  not,  however,  desirable 
to  further  the   views   of   the   remaining 
planters,  for  their  attempts  to  force  the 
cultivation  of  indigo  upon  unwilling  cul- 
tivators,  which  had  given   rise    to  the 
Indigo  Commission  about  35  years  ago, 
were  not  extinct,  and  a  newspaper  called 
^ew  India  J   of  July   3,   related   how  a 
Hindu  zemindar  and  banker  of  Muzafier- 
pore,  owning  a  village  called  Banerpore, 
bad    made    it   over   under   a    perpetual 
Mukurri  lease  to  Mr.  Barklay,  the  ma- 
nager of  the  Motipur  Factory,  with  the 
result  that  Mr.  Barklay  obtained  2,000 
bighas  of  land  for  indigo,  and  that  200 
ryots  had  to  depart  and  settle  in  some 
other   village.      These  cultivators   peti- 
tioned the  collector,  and  it  was  said  that 
he  put  away  the  Petition  on  the  shelf, 
and  that   he   was   rather   intimate   with 
Mr.  Barklay,  and  stayed  every   Sunday 
night  in  the  factory.     The  acting  Lieu- 
tenant Governor,  or  locum  tenens  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  had  gone  to  Behar 
to  inquire  into  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  population  ;  and  as  he  was  a  Bengal 
officer  it  was  hoped  that  he  would  take  a 
more  favourable  view  of  the  matter  than 
had  been  taken  by  Sir  Charles  Elliott, 
who  did  not  belong  to  Bengal,  but  had 
come   from  the  North-Wcst   Provinces. 
The  expense  which  the  Bengal  Govern- 
ment was  going  to  put  upon  the  agricul- 
tural class  in  Behar  against  their  wishes 
was  very  great.     According  to  the  esti- 
mate of  the  Bengal  Government  it  would 
be  8    annas,    or    8d. ;    other  estimates 
daid  it  would  be  at   least    1 1  annas  an 
acre ;    and   in   experimental  Surveys  it 
had  reached  17  annas,  or  Is.  5d.  an  acre. 
Besides  this,  there  would  be  the  enforced 
labour  of  the  putwarries,  or  village  ac- 
countants.     The  cost  of  registration  in 
England  seemed  to    be   3d.  or  3^.  an 
acre ;    but  if   registration    became  com- 
pulsory there  would  be  little  to  choose 
pecuniarily  between  the  lots  of  English 
or  Behar  landowners.    He  would  ask  the 
question  in  his  name,  and  move  for  Papers. 
•The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL    AND     SECRETARY     of 
STATE   FOR    INDIA   (The    Earl    of 
Kixbeblet)  :  My  Lords,  no  Motion  has 


appeared  in  the  Votes,  and  I  cannot  agree 
to  a  Motion  for  Papers  without  having 
considered  wheth^  they  can  be  iaid. 
My  noble  Friend  concluded  his  remarks 
by  referring  to  the  Bengal  Tenancy  Act, 
which  is  not  a  matter  which  is  before  the 
House  ;  but  as  he  has  mentioned  it,  it  is 
as  well  I  should  tell  him  that  I  en- 
tirely agree  with,  and  strongly  approve 
of,  the  Bengal  Tenancy  Act.  It  was 
passed  at  a  time  when  I  previously 
had  the  honour  to  be  Secretary  of 
State,  and  it  was  then  very  fully  con- 
sidered indeed.  Lord  Dufferin  was  then 
Viceroy.  I  made  inquiries  as  to  how  the 
Act  has  worked,  and  I  am  told  that,  upon 
the  whole,  it  has  come  up  to  the  expecta- 
tions of  its  authors.  I  am  not  saying  that 
it  has  in  every  respect  worked  rightly  ; 
but,  on  the  whole,  it  has  worked  well» 
It  is  extremely  difficult  and  complicated, 
and  is  a  measure  of  serious  importance. 
I  think  it  right  to  say  that,  in  order  that 
it  should  not  be  supposed  I  have  any 
doubt  on  that  matter.  With  regard  to 
the  Cadastral  Survey,  I  agree  generally 
with  my  predecessor,  and  I  believe  that 
good  grounds  have  been  shown  for  that 
Survey.  The  object  of  the  Survey  is  to 
ascertain  the  various  rights  that  exist  in 
the  Province  of  Behar.  There  is  a  strong 
feeling  in  the  Province  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  the  Survey  the 
ryots  have  been,  in  many  cases,  deprived 
of  their  rights,  and  that  is  regarded  by 
the  Government  as  a  matter  of  great 
importance  for  the  interests  and  good 
order  of  the  Province.  I  am  perfectly 
well  aware  that  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  opposition  on  the  part  of 
zemindars  and  others  to  the  Survey  ;  but 
I  cannot  hold  out  any  expectation  that 
the  Survey  will  not  be  proceeded  with. 
With  regard  to  my  noble  Friend's  ques- 
tion, the  quotation  from  Viscount  Cross's 
Despatch  of  December,  1891,  is  correctly 
given.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
question,  the  suggestion  that  there  has 
been  any  concealment  whatever  abodt 
the  expenditure  of  this  money  is  alto- 
gether groundless.  The  intention  to 
spend  the  money  in  this  particular 
manner  was  discussed  in  the  published 
Reports  of  1877  and  the  following  year  ; 
and  the  Indian  Legislature,  by  Act  XIII. 
of  1882,  subsequently  authorised  the 
Government  to  dispose  of  the  balance  of 
the  fund  in  such  manner  as  they  thought 
expedient.  Therefore,  there  was  no  con- 
cealment in  the  matter,  and  there  could 
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be  no  breach  of  trust,  because  the  trust 
was  that  they  should  expend  it  in  such 
manner  as  they  might  think  expedient. 
In  answer  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
question,  1  have  only  to  say  that  I  do 
not  see  any  necessity  in  the  circumstances 
to  lay  any  further  Papers  on  the  subject 
before  Parliament,  because  the  noble  Lord 
will  find  the  whole  matter  describe<l  at 
page  16  of  the  North-West  Provinces 
Administration  Report  for  1 876-7,  and  at 
page  17  of  the  corresponding  Report  for 
1877-8.  If  my  noble  Friend  wishes  to 
see  that  Report  at  his  convenience,  it 
will  be  shown  him  at  any  time  if  he  will 
look  in  at  the  India  Office. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I  can 
only  add  my  opinion  that  the  Cadastral 
Survey  has  been  of  great  use  to  all 
parties  concerned.  There  were  rights 
which  required  clearing  up,  and  that 
was  the  only  way  it  could  be  done.  I 
entirely  agree  with  all  that  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  could  answer  me  offhand  ; 
but  I  could  not  give  notice,  as  I  was  not 
aware  this  was  being  brought  forward. 
I  wrote  in  one  Despatch  that  it  would  be 
well  if  the  Government  of  India  could 
contribute  more  largely  than  they  in- 
tended to  do  towards  the  expense  of  this 
Cadastral  Survey.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther any  answer  came  to  that  Despatch, 
but  I  think  not  in  my  time. 

•The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  As 
far  as  I  am  aware,  the  noble  Viscount 
has  correctly  stated  what  he  said  at  that 
time.  I  think  he  said  he  could  see  no 
objection  to  an  additional  sum  being  paid 
by  the  Government  of  India. 

•The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  My 
Lords,  I  only  wish  to  say  one  word  with 
respect  to  the  Bengal  Tenancy  Act, 
which  has  been  so  strongly  criticised  by 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley).  That  Act  was  one  of  the 
most  thoroughly-considered  Acts  ever 
passed  by  the  Indian  Legislature.  The 
inquiry  in  respect  of  it  was  begun  before 
I  was  Viceroy,  and  it  went  on  the  whole 
time  that  I  was  in  India.  It  then  passed 
through  the  hands  of  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Dufierin.  No  Act  could  have 
received  more  careful  consideration  in 
respect  to  the  rights  of  all  parties  con- 
cemed.  My  belief  is  that  it  is  one  of 
the  most  beneficial  measures  ever  passetl 
by  the  Indian  Legislature. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 
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ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (BLIND  AND 

DEAF  CHILDREN)  BILL.— (No.  219.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 

Lords,  I  have  to  move  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill  to  make  provision  for 
the  blind  and  deaf.     This  subject  is  b 
no  way  new  to  the  House.     One  of  the 
Bills  which  have  come  before  the  House 
on  the  subject  went,  I  remember,  before 
Standing  Committee,  and  great  interest 
was  taken  in  the  matter  bv  mv  late  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville)  and  by  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Cranbrook). 
The  object  of  this  Bill   is  to  carry  into 
eflfect  a  recommendation  on  the  subject. 
Hitherto   no    Bill    has    passed    through 
Parliament.      At    present    there    is   do 
compulsion    to   educate   blind    and  deaf 
children  who  cannot  be  given  instructioo 
in  the  ordinarv  schools ;  and   what  this 
Bill  proposes  is  to  remove  the  exemp- 
tion, and  to  require  that  those  children 
should   receive   suitable   education.      In 
order   to    carrv    that    out    the    varioQ» 
Bodies     who     are    charged     with     the 
maintenance     of     these     children      arc 
authorised  and  requireil  to  take  steps  by 
contributing   towards    such    schools    a« 
exist   for   receiving   them.      I  need  not 
explain  all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  be- 
cause the  principle  is    what    I  a*k  the 
House  to  assent  to  to-night.    The  powers 
are  divided  between  the  School  Authori- 
ties as  to  certain  of  tiie  children,  and  tlie 
Boards  of  Guardians  as  to  others.     That 
I  believe  to  l>e  a  fair  statement  of  the 
general   provisions  of   the    Bill.     Then? 
will,  I  think,  be  no  difference  of  opiDiou 
with  regard  to  the  object,  because  we  all 
agree  that  these  unfortunate  children — 
of  whom  there  are  a  considerable  number 
— should   be    given    such    education    as 
they  can  receive.     In  many  cases  tber 
can  be  so  far  instructed  as  to  earn  tbeir 
living,  and  to  enable  them,  at  all  events,  to 
pass  their  lives  in  a  more  agreeable  axtd 
useful  manner.  Of  course,  there  are  point'* 
in  the  Bill  which  will  require  attentioiu 
There  is  the  question  which  always  rrof»> 
up  in  the  Bills  with  regard  to  the  rcligicni 
taught  at  the  various  schools   to  wbirb 
they  may  be  sent.     That  has  been 
fully  provide<l  for  in  the  Bill,  ami  I 
satisfactorily.     There  are  other  point*  ~ctf 
detail   in   the    Bill    which    may    ramii^ 
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attention ;  but  even  should  there  be 
difference  of  opinion  with  regard  to 
details,  I  do  not  think  that  would 
influence  your  Lordships  in  giving 
the  Bill  a  Second  Reading.  I  may 
say  that  the  Bill  had  never  until 
now  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  passed  on  this  occasion  after  a  good 
deal  of  consideration  by  those  interested 
in  the  subject ;  and  the  present  form  of 
the  Bill  is  the  result  of  a  great  many 
conununications  l)etwceu  various  persons. 
Id  its  present  form  it  conciliates  all  the 
different  interests  and  the  various  persons 
which  have  been  consulted.  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared  to  give  any  further  expla- 
nation of  the  clauses  that  may  be  desired 
when  we  go  into  Committee. 

Lord  MORRIS  said,  with  regard  to 
Clause  7,  Sub-section  (b) — 

^**  As  to  the  school  being  either  managed  by  a 
school  authority  or  its  annual  expenses  to  the  ex- 
tent of  not  less  than  one-third  defrayed  out  of 
sources  other  than  local  rates,  or  the  payments 
made  by  the  children's  parents," 

and  so  on,  that  sub-section  appeared  to 
him  to  be  following  in  the  wake  of  other 
Bills,  by  which  it  appeared  to  be  intended 
to  starve  out  the  denominational  schools. 
The  leading  Ecclesiastical  Authority 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  had  in- 
formed him  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
schools  would  be  seriously  affected  if  the 
payments  by  the  children's  parents  were 
not  brought  into  account.  As  he  would 
not  have  the  opportunity  of  again  being 
present,  he  wished  to  call  the  noble  Earl's 
attention  to  the  poiut,  as  it  was  an  im- 
portant matter  affecting  other  denomina- 
tions. 

The  Eakl  ov  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
was  not  quite  able  to  follow  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  criticism,  and  perhaps 
he  will  allow  me  to  postpone  giving  a 
precise  answer  nutil  we  get  into  Com- 
mittee. I  do  not  like  to  say  offhand 
that  I  think  his  objection  is  without  any 
foundation.  I  will  look  into  the  point 
more  closely  ;  but  I  think  the  clause 
does  not  contain  what  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  supposes  it  contains.  I 
will  give  him  a  satisfactory  answer  in 
Committee. 

Lord  SANDFORD  asked  whether 
the  Rules  referred  to  in  Clause  8,  apply- 
ing to  industrial  schools  in  reference  to 
religious  instruction,  would  be  pro- 
duced ? 

TnE  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
suppose  those  Rules  are  already  printed, 


and  there  is  not  the  least  reason  why  they 
should  not  be  produced  ;  but  I  will  inquire 
into  that  point. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2°  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Fridav  next. 

SWIMMING    IN    THE    NAVY. 
QUESTIOX.       OBSERVATIOVS. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH  called  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  statement  made  by  Captain  Bourke, 
R.N.,  on  I7th  July,  at  the  Court  Martial 
on  the  survivors  of  Her  Majesty's  battle- 
ship Victoria^  when  in  answer  to  the 
question 

"  Can  you  account  for  the  great  number  of 
men  drowned  .' "  he  replied,  *•  I  think  that  un- 
fortunately among  the  stokerB  and  maripes  there 
wa»  a  very  large  proportion  who  could  not 
8wim  "  ; 

and  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  tiie  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  will  give  instructions 
that  the  stokers  and  marines,  as  well  as 
the  sailors  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy, 
shall  in  future  be  taught  to  swim  ? 
He  said  the  nation  was  now  mourning  the 
loss  of  several  hundred  men  engulphed  in 
the  waters  of  the  Mediterranean  through 
the  unfortunate  accident  to  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Victoria,  It  appeared  extraordinary, 
considering  the  perfect  discipline  which 
reigned  on  board  at  the  time,  and  the 
comparative  calm  of  the  sea,  that  so 
many  lives  should  have  been  lost  ;  but 
some  light  had  been  thrown  upon  the 
cause  of  the  great  sacrifice  of  life  by  the 
evidence  given  at  the  Court  Martial.  A 
statement  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
stokers  and  marines  were  unable  to  swim 
was  startling.  It  might  be  supposed 
that  the  Admiralty  would  take  care  that 
the  men  sent  on  board  Her  Majesty's 
ships  should  learn  to  swim.  Putting 
aside  altogether  humanitarian  considera- 
tions, and  having  regard  simply  to  the 
dangers  to  which  those  who  went  to  sea 
were  exposed,  and  the  cost  which  was 
entailed  upon  the  nation  in  the  training, 
clothing,  and  feeding  of  the  seamen  and 
marines,  it  was  most  unwise  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  not  to  insist  that 
every  man  who  went  to  sea  in  Her 
Majesty's  ships  should  learn  to  swim. 
Some  day  he  hoped  that  swimming  would 
be  taught  in  all  Board  schools';  but,  in 
the  meantime,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
meut  to  see  that  every  man  in  the  Army 
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and  the  Navy  knew  how  to  swim.      He 
hoped  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
would  be  able  to  state  that  in  future  the 
stokers    and    marines     on     board     Her 
Majesty's  ships  would  be  taught  to  swim. 
The  first   LORD   of   the   AD- 
MIR  ALT  Y  (Earl  Spencer):  My  Lords, 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  in  some  respects 
the  condition  of  the  Navy  with  regard  to 
swimming  has  enormously  improved.    In 
1869  considerable  inquiries  were  made  as 
to  the  number  of  officers  and  men  in  the 
Navy  who  could  swim,  and  from  Returns 
made  by  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby  respecting 
six  ships  with  3,063  men  it  appeared  that 
the  proportion  of  officers  and  men  who 
could  not  swim  was  as  follows  :  Officers, 
11*5  per  cent. ;  seamen,  20*8  per  cent. ; 
boys,  11*2  per  cent.  ;  and  marines,  59*3 
per  cent.     A    great    improvement    has 
since  taken  place,  and  with  some  small 
exceptions  every  seaman  and  officer  is 
able  to  swim.     At  the  present  time  all 
who  enter    the    Navy  young  are  com- 
pulsorily     obliged    to    learn    to    swim. 
Marines,    however,    do    not    enter    the 
Service  at  so  early  an  age  as  the  seamen, 
and  are  not  so  good  swimmers  ;  but  the 
Admiralty     are     now     increasing     the 
facilities    for    their    learning    to  swim. 
With  regard  to  the  first-class  stokers  and 
artificers,  the  matter    is    more   difficult. 
They  enter  the  Service  at  a  later  age, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  make  it  a  condition 
that  they  should  before  they  are  entered 
learn  to  swim.     The  second-class  stokers 
are    younger,    and    during  the  last  few 
years  a  system  has  been  adopted  under 
which  they  go  through  a  certain  amount 
of  training.     The  Admiralty  hope  to  in- 
crease the  facilities  given  to  these  men, 
and  they  may  be  able  later  on  to  make 
it      a      condition      of      their      service 
that    they    should    be    able    to    swim. 
With  regard  to  the  loss  of  the  Victoria^ 
I  may   say   that  from   our  Papers   the 
Admiralty  find  that  a  considerably  larger 
proportion  of  the  marines  on  board  that 
ship  could  swim  than  in  the  rest  of  the 
Service.     I  do  not  think  the  noble  Earl 
has  taken  into  consideration  the  incidents 
connected  with  the  unfortunate  loss  of 
the   ship   which   account   for  the  great 
loss  of  life.     The  stokers,  of  course,  were 
below,    gallantly   and   most    splendidly 
doing  their  duty,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
whether  they  could  swim  or  not  a  large 
proportion  of  them  must  have  been  lost. 
With  regard  to  the  seamen  and  marineSi 
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they  jumped  into  the  water  in  sueb 
enormous  crowds  that,  I  am  told  by  thoee 
who  understand  such  things,  even  tbe 
best  of  swimmers  were  probably  prevented 
from  using  their  arms  and  legs.  They 
were  so  crowded  that  they  could  not 
swim,  and  many  who  were  unable  to 
swim  caught  hold  of  them.  That,  I 
think,  accounts  to  some  extent  for  the 
terrible  loss  of  life  which  occurred.  I 
need  not  assure  the  House  that  thi» 
matter  is  one  which  the  Admiralty  con- 
sider of  very  great  importance.  I  am 
examining  carefully  into  the  whole 
subject,  and  the  Board  are  going,  if 
possible,  to  give  greater  facilities  is 
various  ports  for  men  who  joined  the 
Service  at  a  late  age  to  learn  to  swim. 
Great  facilities  are  already  provided  at 
various  ports  and  stations,  where  climate 
and  other  conditions  are  suitable  ;  bnt  in 
some  places  it  is  impossible  to  swim  oo 
account  of  the  presence  of  sharks.  The 
Board  will  do  everything  they  can  not 
only  to  maintain  the  Regulations  which 
now  require  swimming  on  the  part  of  a 
great  number  of  those  who  go  to  sea, 
but  will  make  the  Rules  compulsory 
where  they  can  in  all  other  caae^,  mod 
give  greater  facilities  for  men  to  loam 
swimming. 

THE    EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT    AXD 
VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 

QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord  COLCHESTER  asked  the  Lorf 
President  of  the  Council  whether  moy 
representation  has  been  made  by  the 
Education  Department  to  the  Holborn 
Board  of  Works  respecting  the  drainage 
and  ventilation  of  the  St.  Gilee-ui-the- 
Fields  National  School ;  whether  it  ww^ 
usual  to  make  such  representations  to  other 
PubHc  Bodies  without  previous  refereoee 
to  the  managers  of  the  school  ?  He  said* 
the  action  of  the  Department  upoo  the 
information  be  possessed  seemed  to 
singular  that  he  hoped  some  explaoatioB 
of  it  could  be  given  by  the  Lord  Pre»i* 
dent.  In  face  of  the  tendency  shown  hr 
the  Department  to  deal  harshly  wilk 
voluntary  schools,  he  thought  it  right  U> 
bring  before  the  Honse  this  instance  b 
which  their  action  appeared  to  be  of  a 
suspicious  character.  This  school 
inspected  last  March,  when  the  ~ 
could  only  find  some  slight  defieieaej  ii 
the  girls*  and  infants*  school.     In  May  t 
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notice  was  received  from  the  Holborn 
Board  of  Works  that  the  drainage  and 
ventilation  required  attention,  and  it 
appeared,  from  the  statement  of  their 
clerk  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  School, 
thej  made  the  requisition  at  the 
the  request  of  the  Department.  A  letter 
had  been  written,  but  it  was  stated  to  be 
contrary  to  custom  to  give  particulars 
where  information  had  been  given  of  the 
existence  of  a  nuisance.  It  seemed  extra- 
ordinary that,  after  an  Inspector  had 
passed  the  school  as  being  satisfactory  in 
its  internal  arrangements  in  all  save  one 
or  two  unimportant  particulars,  the  man« 
agers  were  suddenly  called  upon,  not  by 
the  Education  Department  directly,  but 
through  the  Holborn  Board  of  Works,  to 
make  extensive  alterations  in  the  school 
premises. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  I  ca«  give  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  noble  Lord^s 
question.  I  must,  however,  preface  it 
by  saying  I  do  not  understand  such 
extraordinary  jealousy  being  shown  of 
our  efforts  to  put  an  end  to  sanitary 
defects.  If  there  had  been  any  irre- 
gularity— though  I  cannot  admit  that 
any  insularity  has  taken  place — one 
would  have  expected  that  strong  sym- 
pathy would  have  been  felt  with  the 
^orts  of  the  Education  Department  to 
put  an  end  to  sanitary  defects.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  to  the  interest  of  everyone 
that  the  sanitation  in  all  our  schools 
should  be  perfect ;  and  I  strongly  de- 
precate the  constant  attacks  which  are 
made  upon  the  Education  Department  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  tney  discharge 
their  paramount  duty  with  reganl  to 
sanitation.  In  answer  to  the  question,  I 
will  give  a  short  history  of  what  actually 
happened.  It  appears  that  our  Inspector 
called  attention  to  the  cloaks  and  hats 
being  in  the  schoolroom.  That,  of 
eonrse,  is  contmry  to  regulation,  and  the 
school  managers  were  communicated 
with.  While  that  was  going  on,  the 
Education  Department  was  informed  that 
the  Holborn  Local  Authority  had  in- 
spected the  school,  and  had  made  a 
Report;  and  the  Education  Department 
asked  whether  they  might  see  it.  But 
no  steps  were  taken  by  the  Department, 
as  far  as  I  know,  to  ask  the  Holborn 
Board  of  Works  to  make  a  Report  on  the 
subject.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  proper  and  regular  course 


should  be  observed,  aud  that,  if  we  have  « 
reason  to  suppose  defects  exist,  our 
proper  course  would  be  to  communicate 
with  the  school  managers  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  take  the  steps  we  are  em* 
powered  to  take ;  but  all  we  did  was  to 
ask  the  Holborn  Board  of  Works  what 
they  had  been  doing. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  with 
regard  to  the  opening  remarks  of  the 
noble  Elarl.  I  do  not  think  we  have  con- 
trived, on  the  last  two  or  three  occasions, 
to  convey  to  him  the  real  burden  of  our 
complaint.  The  complaint  which  is 
made  against  the  Education  Department 
is  not  that  they  exercise  their  powers  in 
order  to  raise  the  general  efficiency  of 
the  sanitary  arrangements  of  voluntary 
schools,  but  that  they  come  down 
suddenly  and  make  demands  which  it  is 
physically  impossible  to  execute  within 
the  time  allowed,  at  the  same  time 
threatening  a  School  Board  if  that  is  not 
done.  A  great  number  of  complaints  to 
this  eflfect  have  reached  me,  and  although 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  investi- 
gating them,  it  is  evident  that  there  is  a 
very  general  impression  that  the  powers  of 
the  Education  Act,  which  ought  to  be  used 
equitably  as  between  Board  schools  and 
voluntary  schools  are  used  for  the  purpose 
of  exterminating  voluntary  schools,  and 
that  they  are  used  by  Mr.  Acland  for  the 
purpose  of  gratifying  his  own  antipathy  to 
denominational  education.  It  may  be 
that  that  impression  is  unjust.  If  that 
is  not  the  case,  the  Education  Depart- 
ment has  been  very  awkward  in  its  deal- 
ings ;  but  if  the  impression  is  just,  it 
deserves  to  be  characterised  by  a  very 
much  stronger  word.  As  the  noble  Earl 
appears  to  be  ignorant  of  the  educational 
turmoil  in  the  circumstances  concerned, 
I  venture  to  inform  him  of  it  and  to  give 
him  my  explanation. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  I  am 
not  in  the  least  ignorant  of  the  fact. 
Indeed,  I  should  have  to  be  living  far  dis- 
tant from  the  Education  Department  not 
to  be  well  aware  of  it.  I  know  there  is 
an  impression  to  the  effect  stated  by  the 
noble  Marquess  ;  but,  on  behalf  of  the 
Department,  I  entirely  repudiate  any  such 
intention.  I  will  reply  to  the  noble 
Marquess  by  telling  him  what  our  im- 
pression is.  Our  impression  is  that  this 
agitation  does  not  arise  from  any  par- 
ticular anxiety  for  education,  or  from  any 
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,  bona  jidc  objection  to  onr  proceediugs, 
but  simply  from  ii  desire  to  save  volun- 
tary schools  in  all  cases,  at  the  expense 
of  rea  1  education  and  the  provision  of  proper 
schools.  I  fidly  agree  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  act  equitably  in  this  matter,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  breach  of  their  duty  to 
make  use  of  their  powers  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  the  voluntary  schools.  They 
ought  to  use  those  powers  in  such  a  way 
as  to  hold  the  balance  equally  and  fairly 
as  between  voluntary  and  Board  schools, 
and  not  to  seek  by  a  side  wind  to  injure 
them,  but  should  give  them  every  oppor- 
tunity to  make  any  changes  which  are 
required  for  the  purposes  of  education, 
and  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  Depart- 
ment upon  them. 

IRISH    EDUCATION   ACT,  1892,    AMEND- 
MENT  (No.  2)  BlLL.-<No.  220.) 

SECOND    UEADIXG. 

Ortler  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Loud  ACTON  said,  the  Irish  Educa- 
tion Act  of  1892  provided  for  the  com- 
pulsory acquisition  of  sites  for  schools  in 
case  of  necessity,  and  required  that  in  all 
opposed  cases  the  authority  of  Parliament 
should  decide.  For  the  convenience  of 
Parliament  the  necessary  notices  had  to 
be  given  at  a  particular  time,  causing  a 
delay  of  three-quarters  of  a  year  in  cases 
unopposed,  whilst  those  which  were 
opposed  were  remitted  to  Westminster 
to  wait,  for  indefinite  months,  the  fortune 
of  war.  But  whether  the  wasted 
interval  was  long  or  short,  it  was  a  loss 
which  was  compensated  by  no  gain,  and  it 
seriously  impeded  the  efficiency  of  Mr. 
Jackson's  Act.  In  order  to  obviate  that 
delay,  it  was  proposed,  by  a  consensus  of 
authorities,  to  assimilate  the  case  of 
schools  to  that  of  cottages  by  following 
the  precedent  of  the  existing  law  in 
Ireland  under  the  Labourers'  Dwellings 
Act,  1886,  which  required  that  disputed 
cases  should  be  confirmed  in  Ireland  by 
the  Privy  Council.  The  consequence  of 
that  is  that  the  necessary  notices  can  be 
given  during  any  throe  weeks  of  the  year 
without  incurring  that  long  interruption. 
TJie  late  Chief  Secretary  had  explained 
how  much  was  wanting  in  Irish  popular 
education  to  bring  it  up  to  the  desired 
and  normal  level ;  he  need  not  urge  that 
argument  on  their  Lordships  ;  but  he 
was   hure   he  might  say  this — that  the 
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I  policy  introduced  last  year  by  the  Govera- 
ment  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  would  be 
materially  promoted  if  the  House  would 
pass  this  measure,  and  it  would  be  frus- 
trated if  they  did  not. 

Moved,*'  That  the  Bill  l>e  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Lord  Acton,) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  wonW 
be  sorry  to  say  a  word  in  opposition  to  a 
Bill  to  facilitate  the  measure  for  tbe 
better  education  of  any  section  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  he  would  be  the  last  to 
put  difficulties  in  the  way  of  tbe  smooth 
and  efficient  working  of  the  machinery. 
As  the  Act  which  the  present  Bill  sought 
to  amend  was  only  passed  last  year,  it 
was  hardly  possible  that  any  cases  ooukt 
yet  have  arisen  showing  how  the  nia- 
chinery  of  the  Act  had  worked.  He 
desired  to  draw  attrention  to  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  seeking  to  facilitate 
the  compulsory  taking  of  land  for  dwell- 
ings. He  wished  to  put  in  a  very  strong 
caveat  against  .the  suggestion  that  to 
take  land  from  the  owner  compulsorily 
for  any  purpose  ^was  a  light  matter. 
Even  as  to  labourers'  dwellings,  Pariia* 
meut  should  watch  most  carefully  any 
proposals  for  the  compulsory  acqui- 
sition of  land.  Under  the  Act  of  1885 
it  had  been  found  that  a  tribunal  Dearer 
home,  in  Dublin,  existed  for  dealing  with 
the  matter ;  and  provision  was  made  for 
appeals  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  PHtt 
Council,  where  he  had  himself  presided 
for  six  years,  with  the  valuable  assist- 
ance of  several  of  the  Judges.  That 
procedure  in  the  Pnvy  Council  had 
worked  well  and  efficiently.  Without 
its  interference  injustice  would  have  beea 
done  in  many  cases,  and  many  Order* 
open  to  the  most  serious  objection  would 
have  been  passed.  But  this  Section  a 
Bill  had  been  introduced  to  sweep  awar 
that  power  of  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council 
in  matters  under  the  Labourers*  AeC 
That  was  a  verv  serious  matter :  and  if 
this  proposal  was  first  to  take  away  \hm 
power  of  Parliament  in  these  matterN 
and  then  in  a  short  time  to  sweep  awaj 
the  power  of  the  Privy  Council^  and  «d 
allow  the  compulsory  taking  of  UimI 
without  any  Parliamentary  check,  it  wa» 
obvious  that  would  be  very  unsati»£ac- 
tory.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  put  in  a 
strong  caveat  against  tbe  compulaotj 
taking  of   land   being  dealt    wUh  atf  m 
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light  matter.  He  would  assume  that  the 
Groveroment  quite  iuteuded  to  resist  all 
suggestions  to  sweep  away  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Privy  Council  iu  legislation 
of  this  kind.  He  had  said  this  in  order 
that  it  should  not  he  thought  that  anj 
Bill  brought  into  that  House  to  do  away 
with  tbe  intervention  of  Parliament  as  a 
safeguard  in  compulsorily  taking  land 
was  to  be  regarded  lightly,  and  in  order 
that  it  might  be  a  matter  of  consideration 
whether,  even  under  the  Labourers*  Act, 
Parliament  should  not  watch  jealously 
the  efforts  being  made  to  weaken  the 
authority  which  was  established  in  1885. 
Lord  MORRIS,  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  said,  he  had  not  gathered  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) was  going  to  offer  any  opposi- 
tion to  it.  He  referred  particularly  to 
the  provision  for  taking  land  compul- 
sorily not  only  for  schools,  but  for  what 
was  almost  as  essential  iu  remote  parts 
of  Ireland — residences  for  teachers.  In 
the  wilder  parts  of  tbe  South  and  West 
suitable  residences  were  not  often  to  be 
found.  The  only  question  really  was  as 
to  the  tribunal  of  appeal.  To  give  an 
appeal  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament  would 
frustrate  any  wise  end.  Roman  Catholic 
priests  or  school  managers  in  the  South 
and  West,  or  Presbyterian  curates  from 
Donegal  coming  to  London,  where  they 
had  never  been  before,  would  be  practi- 
cally* an  absurdity  in  matters  of  this 
sort  regarding  small  bits  of  barren  and  use- 
less land  taken  for  schools  or  residences. 
As  regarded  the  tribunal,  he  concurred 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  as  to 
the  excellence  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
Ireland.  It  corresponded,  in  a  great 
degree,  with  the  Privy  Council  here,  and 
went  into  these  matters,  with  which  its 
members  were  well  qualified  to  deal,  with 
great  caution.  In  nural)ers  of  instances 
they  had  preventetl  cases  of  oppression. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  their  Lordships 
would  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the  Bill, 
which,  in  his  judgment,  was  a  most 
meritorious  and  proper  one. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

MARBIBD    WOMEN'S     PROPERTY     ACT 

(1882)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  224.) 

SECOND    KF.AI>IN«;. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 


Lord  MACNAGHTEN  said,  this 
Bill  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  dealt  with  some  points  in  the  law 
Relating  to  married  women,  not  of  very 
great  importance,  but  upon  which 
amendment  was  necessary.  Section  1 
dealt  with  married  women's  contracts. 
Speaking  generally,  a  contract  by  a 
married  woman  bound  her  separate 
estate ;  but  it  was  a  condition  precedent 
that  she  should  actually  possess  some  at 
the  time,  however  small.  In  that  case 
her  future  estate  was  bound.  But  if  she 
had  none  her  afterwards  acquired  separate 
estate  was  not  bound.  This  defect  the 
Bill  proposed  to  remedy.  Property 
which  she  was  restrained  from  anticipa- 
ting was  not  affected.  Section  2,  how- 
ever, provided  that  where  costs  were  in- 
curred in  an  action  by  her,  her  separate 
estate  would  be  liable,  notwithstanding 
restraint  from  anticipation.  Section  3 
provided  that  the  will  of  a  married 
woman  should  not  require  re-execution 
after  her  husband's  death.  That  was 
the  entire  Bill. 

Moved,  «  That  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
— (  The  Lord  Macnnghten,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  give  my 
heartyassent  to  the  Bill  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  proposes.  I  think  it  is  of 
a  more  important  character  than  he  has 
indicated  in  this  respect :  that  I  believe 
the  cases  of  injustice  arising  from  the 
present  state  of  the  law  are  more 
numerous  than  might  be  supposed  from 
what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
said.  The  matter  was  brought  under 
my  attention  some  two  years  ago,  and  I 
then  expressed  my  readiness  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  of  this  description.  I  recommended 
that  the  Bill  should  be  brought  in  in  the 
other  House,  and  so  much  of  it  passed  as 
was  not  likely  to  be  controversial,  and 
I  am  glad  it  now  comes  before  your 
Lordships.  The  law  as  it  stands  is  ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory,  and  the  present 
Bill  will  put  matters  on  a  wider  and 
more  just  and  equitable  basis. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVLSIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  22t».) 

Reportetl  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Araendnients,  and  committed  to  a 
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Committee  of    the   Whole  House   To- 
morrow. 

TRAMWAYS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
BILL.— (No.  336.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Amendments  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

INFECTIOUS     HOSPITALS    BILL    [h.l.], 

now     ISOLATION    HOSPITALS    BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  218.) 

Read   3*   (according    to   Order) ;    an 

Amendment  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 

to  the  Commons. 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION  (No.  2)   BILL 
[H.L.J.— (No.  222.) 
Amendments    reported   (according   to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  Tomorrow. 

BURGHS  GAS  SUPPLY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next. — (  The  Earl  of  Camper^ 
down.)     (No.  226.) 

Hoase  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o*clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday^  Slit  July  1898. 


MOTION. 


jeetion  to  the  course  now  taken  of  ron- 
statiog  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^'That 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upot 
Wednesday  next," — (Mr.  MacdonOj) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 


VEHICLES*  LIGHTS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Mb.  M  a  C  D  O  N  a  ^^Southwark, 
Rotherhithe)  moved  that  the  Order 
made  on  the  26th  inst.,  '' That  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday, 
2drd  August,**  be  read  and  discharged. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  think  I  ought  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  Motion  was  made.  The  bon. 
Grentleman  (Mr.  Macdona)  had  charge 
of  the  Bill,  and  an  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  when  the 
Bill  came  on,  said  ^  This  day  month.** 
I  accepted  that  Motion,  thinking  the  hon. 
Member  who  made  it  was  in  charge  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think, 
had  ground  for  complaint  that  the  Bill 
in  which  he  was  interested  was  deferred 
for  a  month  without  his  knowledge.  I 
have  spoken  to  the  hon*  Member  who 
postponed  the  Bill,  and  he  makes  no  ob* 


LEVEL  CROSSING  AT  NELSON. 
Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  K.):  \ 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Bo«ri 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  fatal  accident  at  BarkerfaooM 
Road   Level   Crossing,   Nelson,   on    tbe 
Lancashire  and   Yorkshire  Rail  way «  on 
Thursday,  ISth  July  ;  whether  prcTioot 
fatal  accidents  have  occurred  at  the  saiae 
place ;  whether  the  Nelson  Corporatioo 
have  requested  the  Lancashire  and  YoA- 
shire   Company    to    abolish  thes«   le^ 
crossings  ;  whether  the  Board  of  Tndt 
have   made   repeated   representations   to 
the   same   Company    as   to   other  leTil 
crossings  without  satisfactory  or  promfi 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Company  ; 
what  steps  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
to  hasten  the  removal  of  this  frequeai 
source   of  danger  on  the   lines  of  this 
Company  ? 

The  secretary  to  thkBOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bubt,  Morpeth)  : 
answer  to  the  first  three  paragraphs 
my  hon.  Friend*s  question  is  in  the 
mative.     The  Board  of  Trade  have 
communicated   with   the  Company, 
learn  that  they  have  taken  pow^v  in 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway 
of  this  Session  to  acquire  laud  for 
bridges  at  Barker  House  and  Bowlis^ 
Bow  Crossings.      The  Directors  sra  of 
opinion,   however,   that  one    footbriil^* 
would  be  sufficient,  and  that  the 
ration  of  Nelson  should  bear  a  portiaii 
the  cost.  I  hope  that  their  negotiation 
the  Corporation  will  secure  an 
arrangement  at  an  early  date. 

Mb.  CHANNING :  My  hon.  Fri 
has  not  answered  the  fourth  and 
paragraphs  of  the  question.     Is  he  aw 
that  there  have  been  repeated  eomm 
tions  by  his  predecessors  at  the 
Trade  with  the  Lancashire  and  Yorl 
RaUway  Company.  wUch   have 
distinctly  dangerous  level  crossings  oi^ 
line  ?       Has  that  Company  lak«n 
steps  to  deal  with  the  evil  ? 
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Mr.  BURT :  I  am  only  able  to  say 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  several 
times  in  commanicatioD  with  the  Com- 
pany aud  have  pressed  the  matter  as  far 
as  they  can.  I  have  been  called  on  to 
answer  the  question  at  short  notice,  and 
cannot  possibly  say  more  at  present. 

CLERKS    IN    THE    EDUCATION 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  with  reference  to  the  an- 
nouncement that  clerks  in  the  Edu- 
cation Department  making  application 
might  be  appointed  to  vacant  examiner- 
ships  in  the  Department  on  showing  that 
they  possessed  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions, young  and  experienced  men  had 
been  appointed  to  the  vacant  examiner- 
ships,  in  face  of  several  applications  re- 
ceived from  the  clerks  ;  whether  the 
Department  will  tabulate  the  qualifica- 
tions required  for  the  post  of  examiners  ; 
and  what  opportunities  there  are  for 
ascertaining  and  utilising  the  abilities  of 
any  capable  and  meritorious  clerks  already 
serving  in  the  Department  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAND,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  applications  men- 
tioned in  the  question  were  very  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Department,  and 
the  conclusion  come  to  was  that  those 
who  made  them  did  not  possess  the 
special  qualifications  which  were  re- 
quired. It  is  not  possible  to  tabulate  the 
qualifications  required  for  an  examiner. 
I  can  only  say  that  I  believe  those  who 
have  been  lately  appointed  possess  them 
in  the  fullest  degree.  The  abilities  of 
the  clerks  who  made  the  application,  as 
well  as  of  the  others,  are  well-known  to 
the  heads  of  the  Department,  and  I 
desire  to  repeat  that  there  is  no  desire  to 
prevent  the  promotion  of  those  who 
possess  the  requisite  qualifications. 

THE  PRICE  OF  HORSE  FODDER. 
j^  Ma-tor  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bye  Division  of  Sussex,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
view  of  the  present  scarcity  and  dearness 
of  horse  fodder,  he  would  sanction  some 
increase  in  the  forage  allowance  made  to 
persons  liable  to  have  horses  billeted  upon 
them? 


•Th;b  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerm an, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  can  only  answer  as  I 
did  on  Friday  last.  The  maximum  price 
to  be  paid  for  the  billet  of  a  horse  is 
fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  I  have 
no  power  to  go  beyond  it.  On  a  balance 
of  years  it  would  be  found  that  the  inn- 
keepers are  far  from  being  losers  by 
billeting,  which  is  a  natioiuil  necessity 
and  amongst  the  conditions  on  which 
they  hold  their  licences. 

GRANTS  FOR  LOCAL  MUSEUMS. 

MR.BAIRD  (Glasgow, Central):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  demand  for  aid  for  local 
Museums  is  steadily  increasing,  while 
the  grant  has  been  diminished  from 
£1,000  in  1889  to  £600  this  year;  and 
whether  the  grant  is  restricted  to  the 
purchase  of  reproductions  and  plaster 
casts  ;  if  so,  whether  he  will  widen  the 
scope  so  as  to  include  the  purchase 
of  works  of  art,  and  recommend  the  in- 
crease of  the  grant  to  at  least  its  former 
amount  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  applications  re- 
ceived by  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment do  not  show  that  the  demand  for 
aid  for  local  Museums  is  steadily  increas- 
ing. The  demands  for  1892  and  the 
present  year  are  only  about  half  those 
for  1889  and  1890,  and  the  demands  in 
1892  were*  not  sufficient  to  absorb  the 
Vote  of  £800  taken  that  year.  The 
grant  is  not  restricted  to  the  purchase  of 
reproductions  aud  plaster  casts,  but  may 
be  made  for  the  purchase  of  original 
objects.  In  considering  the  applications, 
however,  preference  is  always  given, 
when  the  total  applications  exceed  the 
amount  of  the  grant,  to  those  for  repro- 
ductions. In  view  of  the  large  amount 
now  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Local 
Authorities  under  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  which  can  be 
devoted  to  this  purpose,  and  of  the  very 
grave  difficulties  inseparable  from  dealing 
with  grants  for  original  objects,  I  am  not 
at  present  prepared  to  recommend  the 
increase  of  the  grant. 

LAND  DISPUTES  IN  THE  HEBRIDES. 

DR.MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  ScQtlaud 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the   case  of  four  men,  resident  in  the 
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Island  of  Bernera,  iu  the  Hebrides,  who 
have  been  recently  condemned  by  the 
Sheriif  to  60  days'  imprisonment  for 
having  opposed  the  landing  of  a  new 
tenant  to  take  possession  of  land  of 
which  the  people  had,  some  years  ago, 
been  deprived,  and  to  which  they  con- 
sider they  have  a  prior  claim  while  they 
are  willing  to  pay  a  fair  rent  for  it ;  and 
whether,  considering  that  these  poor  men 
erred  in  pursuance  of  what  they  regard 
as  their  rights,  and  that  their  wives  and 
families  are  thus  left  destitute,  he  will 
advise  that  the  remainder  of  their  sen- 
tence should  be  remitted  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  men  referred  to  in  the 
question  were  cottars,  and  not  crofters. 
They  were  part  of  the  two  boa tf nils  of 
22  men,  12  of  whom  boarded  the  24 
feet  keel  boat  of  a  tenant  who  was  cross- 
ing the  Sound  of  Harris  to  the  farm 
which  he  had  taken,  the  boat  containing 
the  tenant,  his  son,  another  man,  and  nine 
cattle.  The  men  who  boarded  the 
tenant's  boat  seized  the  sail,  which  was  a 
large  lugsail,  and  pulled  it  down,  all  to 
the  imminent  danger  of  those  on  board, 
and  iorced  them  to  sail  back  to  Harris. 
Thev  had  also  removed  from  the  tenant's 
farm  the  cattle  which  he  had  ferried 
across  to  it  the  week  before,  and  they 
had  these  actually  in  their  boats  at  the 
time  when  they  boarded  the  tenant's 
boat.  I  have  made  full  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  see  no 
ground  for  remitting  the  sentence. 

Du.  MACGREGOR:  Seeing  that 
these  men  were  acting  under  a  mistaken 
impression,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I 
shall  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
drawing  attention  to  the  very  harsh  and 
oppressive  manner  in  which  this  law  has 
been  administered  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland. 

MOCHESTER  TELEGRAPHISTS' 
GRIEVANCES. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  duly  received  a  Petition, 
dated  March  last,  from  the  postal 
telegraph  clerks  of  Manchester,  embody- 
ing certain  local  grievances  to  which 
they  are  subjected  with  respect  to  pro- 
motion in  comparison  with  other  postal 
telegraph  clerks  at  other  offices  ;  and 
whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  give 

Dr.  Macgregor 


a  satisfactory  reply  to  the  Petition  re- 
ferred to,  and  wlU  do  so  ? 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  £.)  :  The 
Memorial  raises  questions  of  comparison 
between  Manchester  and  Glasgow  which 
have  had  to  be  inquired  into.  The 
Memorial  is  now  under  investigation. 

JAMAICA  NAVAL  YARD  AND  HOSPITAL 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 

Regis)  :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 

the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  stat«  the 

total  cost  for  the  last  financial  year  of 
the  Naval  Yard  and  Hospital  at  Jamaica; 
how  many  of  Her  Majesty^s  ships  have 
used  that  yard  during  the  year  otherwise 
than  for  coaling  alone  ;  and  how  many 
men  belonging  to  the  Navy  have  been  in 
the  hospital  for  treatment  during  that 
time  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlewokth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  answers 
are  : — First  question :  Yard,  £8,689 ; 
Hospital,  £3,460;  total,  £12,149. 
Second  question  :  6.  Third  question : 
84  Naval  patients,  besides  15  from  the 
Yard,  &c.,  and  163  soldiers. 

INDIA  AND  THE  IMPERIAL  INSTITUTE. 

Mk.  SCHWANN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Indi* 
whether  the  Indian  Revenues  have  beeo 
charged  with  an  annual  contribution  of 
£  1 ,000  towards  the  support  of  the  Imperial 
Institute  ;  and,  in  the  affirmative  case, 
will  he  explain  on  what  gronnds  this 
contribution  has  been  sanctioned,  iu  view 
of  the  heavy  taxation  already  in  force  in 
India  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Rcssell, 
North  Beds.)  :  In  September,  I89U  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  in  Conncil  de-^ 
cided  to  make  an  annual  grant  of  £1,000 
a  year  for  five  years  towards  the  co9t  of 
the  maintenance  of  the  Indian  section  of 
the  Imperial  Institute.  The  renewml  of 
the  grant  at  the  end  of  the  five  year^  i» 
to  depend  entirely  on  the  benefitu  fooad 
to  have  been  secured  to  India  hj  the 
expenditure.  The  grant  was  saoctioiiffi 
on  the  ground  that  the  Goveroiog  Body 
of  the  Institute  were  in  pressing  need  ol 
funds  for  the  proper  accommodation  mad 
custody  of  their  Indian  eooDomic  collee^ 
tions,    the    charges     for    which,    apart 
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from  the  permanent  cost  of  maiutenance, 
were  likely  to  be  exceptionally  heavy  for 
the  next  few  years. 

THE  CHIEF  CONSTABLE  OF 
PORTSMOUTH. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  it  is  within  his  knowledge 
that  the  Watch  Committee  of  the  Borough 
of  Portsmouth  have  resolved  to  appoint 
to  the  post  of  Chief  Constable  of  that 
borough  a  naval  officer,  who  has  retired 
from  the  Service  for  more  than  20  years, 
and  who  was  up  to  the  time  of  his 
appointment  a  member  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee ;  and  whether  he  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  making  some  regulation  to 
secure  such  appointments  to  officers  of  ex- 
perience in  police  duties  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  matter  is  not 
one  which  would  in  the  ordinary  course 
come  before  me,  but  I  learn  on  inquiry 
that  the  officer  referred  to  is  a  candidate 
for  the  post  of  Head  Constable,  but  that 
no  appointment  has  yet  been  made.  The 
appointment  is  by  law  left  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Watch  Committee,  and  I 
have  no  power  to  make  any  regulations, 
or  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  their 
discretion. 

THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  CUSTOMS 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  KIMBER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
recent  appointment  of  a  First  Division 
clerk,  fresh  from  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission, to  the  Secretary's  Office, 
Customs,  was  mafle  in  opposition  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Secretarv  ;  and 
whether  the  Treasury  will  direct  the 
carrying  out  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Ridley  Commission  (Second  Report, 
paragraph  11),  as  far  as  the  Revenue 
Departments  are  concerned  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  appointment  was  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  of  the 
responsible  heads  of  the  Department — 
namely,  the  Commissioners  of  Customs, 
and  with  the  full  approval  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  action  taken  appears  to  me 
to  be  consistent  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil 
Establishments. 


THE  POLICE  AND  ILLEGAL  EVICTIONS 
Mr.  PICKERSCtILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  charge 
heard  at  the  Thames  Police  Court  on 
Thursday  last  against  a  rent  collector  of 
causing  wilful  damage  to  the  furniture  of 
a  poor  family  in  Stepney,  when  evidence 
was  given  that  the  defendant,  who 
stripped  the  prosecutor's  room  of  all  its 
furniture  and  turned  it  into  the  street, 
was  escorted  and  protected  by  two  police- 
men, and  the  Magistrate  strongly  cen- 
sured the  conduct  of  the  police  who,  he 
said,  by  their  presence  had  lent  colour  to 
what  was  an  utter  illegality  ;  whether 
the  policemen  were  acting  according  to 
their  instructions  ;  and  what  is  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Metropolitan  Police  respecting 
applications  made  to  them  by  landlords 
or  their  agents  for  assistance  in  ejecting 
their  tenants  without  the  order  of  a 
Court  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  been  in 
communication  with  the  learned  Magis- 
trate in  reference  to  this  case.  It  is  the 
fact  that  the  defendant  forcibly  ejected 
the  prosecutor  as  a  trespasser  when,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Magistrate,  he  was  <  a 
tenant,  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
defendant  were  altogether  illegal.  The 
defendant  applied  in  the  first  instance  to 
a  policeman  to  assist  him.  The  police- 
man did  not  at  once  go  with  him,  but, 
according  to  what  I  have  since  learned, 
though  no  evidence  to  this  effect  was 
before  the  Magistrate,  the  policeman 
soon  afterwards,  seeing  a  crowd  collected, 
went  to  the  spot  with  another  policeman 
with  a  view  to  prevent  a  breach  of  the 
peace.  The  Magistrate  tells  me  that  he 
did  not  censure  the  policemen  indivi- 
dually, but  said  that  their  presence  lent 
colour  to  the  illegal  proceedings.  In  this 
I  agree  with  him.  The  general  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  police  are  silent  as  to 
their  duty  in  cases  of  this  kind.  In  this 
respect  they  are  defective,  and  I  am 
taking  steps  to  have  them  revised.  It 
is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
assist  an  alleged  landlord  in  ejecting  an 
alleged  trespasser  without  process  of 
law. 

THE  MILITIA  AND  POOR  LAW  RELIEF. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Wegtmeath,  N.)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

whether   he   is   aware   that  during   the 
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annual  training  of  Militia  it  frequently 
happens  that  the  Poor  Law  Unions  of  the 
towns  in  which  the  regiments  are 
quartered  are  obliged,  in  mauj  cases, 
to  support  the  wives  and  families  of  the 
men  who  are  called  up  for  service,  and 
who,  as  a  rule,  are  strangers  in  the  Unions 
in  which  thej  receive  relief ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  take  any  steps  to  relieve  the 
ratepayers  from  the  burden  of  supporting 
those  people  during  the  period  of 
training  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has 
power,  under  the  Army  Act,  to  stop  3d. 
a  day  during  training  from  the  pay  of  a 
Militiaman  towards  the  maintenance  of 
his  wife  and  family  if  it  be  shown  to  the 
Secretary  of  Staters  satisfaction  that  the 
man  has  deserted  them,  or,  without 
reasonable  cause,  left  them  in  destitute 
circumstances.  If,  therefore,  application 
in  the  case  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  had  been  made  earlier,  the  regu- 
lated stoppage  might  have  been  made ; 
but  the  Act  gives  no  power  to  enforce 
arrears  or  to  make  stoppage  from  the 
bounty  money,  and  as  this  battalion  was 
dismissed  from  training  two  days  ago 
nothing  can  now  be  done. 

PROBATIONARY  MILITARY  STAFF 
CLERKS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  intended  to  increase  the 
rate  of  pay  of  the  Probationary  Military 
Staff  clerks.  Army  Pay  Department ; 
and,  if  so,  when  ;  would  the  increase 
take  effect  from  the  1st  January  last,  in 
the  same  way  as  was  done  in  the  case  of 
the  Staff  Clerks'  Section,  Army  Service 
Corps  ;  and  would  the  period  of  service 
abroad  be  the  same  as  at  present  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The  pay  of  the  Probationary  Staff  clerka 
will  be  increased  from  April  1  last, 
which  is  the  date  from  which  the  new 
Warrant  takes  effect.  The  period  of  ser- 
vice at  foreign  stations  will  be  the  same 
as  at  present. 

THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  CHAMBERLAIN. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  William  Chamberlain,  late  a 
Quartermaster  in  the  ^oyal  Navy,  who 
joined  19th  March,  186d^^gd  after  com- 
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pleting  over  23  years*  service,  waa,  on 
17th  April,  1888,  when  within  five 
months  of  the  expiry  of  his  full  senriee 
period — namely,  17  th  September,  1888, 
invalided  for  varicose  veins,  and  compol- 
sorily  retired  on  a  naval  pension  of 
£26  128.  for  life,  of  which  he  has  now 
been  deprived  in  consequence  of  having 
accepted  temporary  employment  for  a 
period  of  three  months  as  a  labourer  at 
178.  per  week  in  the  Royal  William 
Victualling  Yard  at  Devonport ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  had  Chamberlain  beeo 
permitted  to  serve  the  few  remaiiuDg 
months  necessary  to  complete  his  fall 
service  time,  he  would  not  only  hav« 
received  an  augmented  pension,  but  have 
been  at  liberty  to  work  at  any  time  in 
any  of  the  Government  Establishm^iti 
without  sacrificing  his  pension  ;  whether, 
in  addition  to  his  deprivation  of  pension, 
he  has  also  been  discharged  ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  owing  to 
the  cancellation  of  Chamberlain's  pen- 
sion the  Government  have  had  the  ben^t 
of  his  services  for  these  three  months  at 
Gs.  a  week,  the  Admiralty  will  order  an 
immediate  restoration  of  pension,  aa  wai^ 
done  in  the  case  of  one  Kenyon,  in  Jaly, 
1892? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Mr.  E.  Robert&os, 
Dundee)  :  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  W.  Chamberlain,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  which  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question,  except 
that  he  had  only  19  years  207  dajs*  ser- 
vice counting  for  pension.  The  Regu- 
lations are  absolute  on  the  point  that 
pensions  granted  for  disability  to  continue 
serving  cannot  be  drawn  for  any  period 
during  which  a  pensioner  may  be  em- 
ployed in  any  Naval  Establish  men  t»  it 
being  held  that  a  man  able  to  work  and 
receiving  wages  from  the  Admiiwltj 
should  not  also  continue  to  draw  a 
pension  granted  for  disability.  Had 
Chamberlain's  health  permitted  hita  to 
complete  20  years,  he  would  have  become 
entitled  to  a  long  service  pension  of 
£28  2s.,  and  could  have  drawn  it  while 
employed  in  a  Naval  Establishment.  His 
services  were  only  required  in  the  Rojal 
William  Victualling  Yard  for  a  Bhon 
time,  which  terminated  on  the  l^th 
instant,  and  payment  of  his  pension  has 
at  once  been  resumed.  J.  Kenyoi\,  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  refers,  took  bi» 
discharge  from  the  yard  as  soon  mm  be 
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wae  informed  that  he  could  not  draw  his 
pension  whUe  so  employed. 

THE    POST    OFFICE    AND    THE 
TELEPHONES. 

Mr  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk.Lowes- 
toft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Greneral  whether  an  agreement  is  now 
being  settled  between  the  Post  Office  and 
the  National  Telephone  Company  for 
the  purchase  bj  the  Post  Office  of  the 
National  Company's  trunk  wires,  or  for 
^e  settlement  of  other  matters  ;  and,  if 
80,  will  he  lay  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
ag^reement  upon  the  Table  <A  the  House 
befcH^  it  is  signed  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  An  agreement  to 
give  effect  to  the  policy  decided  upon  by 
the  Telegraph  Act,  1892,  and  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  the  23rd  of 
May  of  that  year,  is  in  course 
of  settlement  with  the  National  Tele- 
phone Company.  In  pursuance  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  Bill  was  referred, 
the  agreement  will  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion  that  the  responsibility  for  the 
details  of  the  agreement  should  rest  with 
the  Government,  and  I  do  not  propose, 
therefore,  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  it  is  signed. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  the  agreement  will  be  a  reversal  of 
the  policy  contained  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  ?  Will  anything  be  done  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Municipal  Autho- 
rities ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  agreement 
will  be  on  the  lines  of  the  Minute,  and 
there  will  be  no  departure  from  it. 

THE  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  AND  THE 
TRANSIT  OF  VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr.  COLSTON  (Gloucester,  Thorn- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  Railway  Companies 
have  any  right  to  refuse  to  carry  Volun- 
teers to  camp  on  the  Saturday  before  the 
August  Bank  Holiday,  thereby  forcing 
them  to  travel  on  the  Sunday  ;  whether 
Volunteers  who  desire  to  spend  their 
holiday  in  the  performance  of  a  public 
duty  have  at  least  an  equal  right  to 
accommodation  as  the  general  public ; 
and  whether  he  will  remonstrate  with 
the  Railway  Companies,  with  a  view  to 
induce  them  to  make  such  arrangements 


as  shall  enable  battalions  to  reach  camp 
on  the  Saturday,  and  thus  secure  Sunday 
to  them  as  a  day  of  rest  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Volunteers  have  precisely  the  same  rights 
on  railways  as  the  general  public.  The 
Railway  Companies  state  that  on  the 
Saturday  preceding  the  August  Bank 
Holiday  it  is,  from  want  of  roiling  stock, 
a  practical  impossibility  to  convey  Volun- 
teers in  special  trains  at  specified  hours, 
and  as  Volunteers  travel,  by  private 
arrangement,  at  fares  lower  than  the 
statutory  rate  for  troops,  I  should  hesi- 
tate to  use  on  siich  a  day,  unless  there 
were  urgent  national  necessity,  the  com- 
pulsory powers  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  State.  There  has  been  much  corre- 
spondency on  the  subject,  and  the  Com- 
panies have  promised  to  do  their  best  to 
meet  the  convenience  of  the  Volunteers, 
while  the  latter  have  been  urged  to 
arrange  their  movements  so  as  to  inter- 
fere as  little  as  possible  with  the  con- 
venience of  the  general  public. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Are 
the  Volunteers  carried  at  a  lower  rate 
than  excursionists  on  Bank  Holidays  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  that.  They 
make  private  arrangement  with  the 
Railway  Companies.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  they  get  lower  rates  than  I  am  able 
to  exact  from  the  Companies  for  the 
transit  of  troops. 

H.M.S.  "VICTORIA." 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he 
will  state  what  was  the  total  weight  of 
the  turret  of  the  Victoria^  including  the 
guns,  gun-mountings,  and  hydraulic  and 
other  machinery  connected  with  either 
turret  or  guns  ;  the  height  of  the  centre 
of  gravity  of  such  weights  above  the 
meta-centre  of  the  ship  ;  the  total  weight 
of  the  engines  and  boilers  (including 
water)  of  the  ship  ;  the  distance  of  the 
centre  of  gravity  of  such  weight  below 
the  meta-centre  of  the  ship  ;  the  ap- 
proximate weight  of  coals  on  board 
when  the  ship  sank  ;  and  the  distance  of 
the  centre  of  gravity  of  such  weight 
below  the  meta-centre  of  the  ship  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
(I.)  The  first  total  weight  asked  for 
was  930  tons  ;  and  the  centre  of  gravity 
of  that  weight  was  9^  feet  above  the 
meta-centre.    (2.)  The  total  weight  of 
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the  engines  and  boilers  was  1,120  tons, 
the  centre  of  gravity  of  that  weight 
being  17^  feet  below  the  meta-eentre. 
(3.)    The  weight  of  coals  is  not  known. 

VETERAN      SOLDIERS      WITHOUT 
PENSIONS. 

Mk.  SCHWANN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  from  the 
Royal  Patriotic  Fund,  or  Undistributed 
Prize  Money,  or  Deceased  Soldiers' 
Estate  Fund  (which  latter  came  from 
the  ranks  and  might  fairly  go  back  to 
them),  or  from  some  other  source,  a 
sufficient  sum  to  provide  pensions  for 
the  600  veterans  whose  claims  could  not 
be  satisfied  owing  to  the  smallness  of 
the  amount  set  apart  to  meet  the  appli- 
cations of  this  deserving  body  of  men  ? 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  Sir ;  the  funds  referred  to  are  not 
available.  The  ap[)lication  of  their 
proceeds  is  regulated  by  Statute,  and 
they  cannot  be  diverted  to  any  other 
purpose. 

CONVICT  PAUPERS. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
lier  for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  many  cases  occur 
in  which  convicts  upon  their  discharge 
from  prison  become  chargeable  to  the 
poor  rates  of  the  parish  or  union  in  which 
such  prison  is  situated  ;  what  is  the 
practice  followed  with  respect  to  the 
place  of  discharge  of  convicted  prisoners, 
and  what  are  the  Rules  upon  which  such 
practice  is  based  ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  extra  burden  cast  upon  the 
particular  parish  in  the  cases  mentioned, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  pro- 
viding for  the  return  of  prisoners,  upon 
their  discharge,  to  the  locality  to  which 
they  are  properly  chargeable,  or  to  the 
|)arish  or  union  in  which  they  were  when 
committed  for  trial  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  cases  where  convicts  upon  their  dis- 
charge from  prison  become  chargeable  to 
the  poor  mtes  of  the  parish  or  union  in 
which  such  prison  is  situated  are  com- 
paratively few  in  number,  and  I  may 
point  out  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  Government  pay  a  contribution 
in  lieu  of  rates  for  the  prison,  so  that  the 
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burden  is  not  so  great  as  it  otherwise 
might  appear.  The  practice  followed 
with  respect  to  the  place  of  discharge  of 
convicted  prisoners  is  determined  by 
Rules  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  August,  1883,  of  which  I  shall  be 
happy  to  let  the  hon.  Member  have  a 
copy.  He  will  find  that  those  Rules  deal 
with  the  considerations  involved  in  the 
third  paragraph  of  his  question. 

ENGLAND,  FRANCE,  AND  SIAM. 

Me.  CURZON  (Southport)  :  I  bc^ 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  now  give 
the  House  any  exact  information  as  to 
the  nature  and  operation  of  the  French 
blockade  of  Siam,  and  its  effect  upon 
British  shipping  ;  and  as  to  the  result  of 
the  negotiations  concerning  the  terri- 
tories lying  on  the  left  bank  of  the 
Upper  Mekong  ;  what  islands  in  the  Gulf 
of  Siam  are  now  occupied  by  the  French  ; 
and  whether  that  occupation  is  in  ooa- 
nection  with  the  blockade,  and  is  to  be 
regarded  as  of  a  temporary  character  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  £,  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber^ 
wick)  :  Her  Majesty^s  Govemmeot  are 
still  under  the  belief  that  the  blockade 
will  not  become  operative,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  not  desirable  to  discus  any  de-* 
tails  on  this  point.  Had  it  been  otherwiM 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  make  a  full  statement  of  all  that 
has  occurred  in  regard  to  it,  but  this 
could  answer  no  good  purpoee  now. 
With  respect  to  the  negotiations  as  to  the 
Upper  Mekong,  Her  Majesty *a  Govern- 
ment would  rather  not  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  it  at  preeent. 
Negotiations  are  proceeding  which  shouk! 
present  no  real  difficulty,  as  the  views  <d 
the  French  Government,  and  of  that  of  Her 
Majesty  are  in  general  accord  respeotii^^ 
the  principles  to  be  observed.  It  is 
understood  that  the  French  Govenunenl 
some  time  ago  occupied  the  islaodt  off 
Point  Samit,  which  they  claim  as  belong- 
ing to  Cambodia.  It  is  now  furtiior 
stated  in  the  newspapers  that  the  French 
Admiral  has  occupied  the  Island  of  £oh 
Si  Chang,  but  this  is  preeumablj  m 
temporary  measure  in  connection  with  the 
blockade 

Mr.  CURZON  :  Can  the  h<wu 
give  us  any  information  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  ultimatum  in  the  form  a* 
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which  it  has  been  accepted  by  the  Siamese 
Govemmeut  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Can  the 
hon«  Baronet  confirm  the  statement  in 
Tke  Times  of  this  morning  that  the 
British  steamer  Hong  Kong  has  been 
actually  seized  by  the  French  under  the 
assumed  blockade  ? 
•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  steamer  was 
stopped,  as  I  understand,  under  a 
misapprehension,  but  was  afterwards 
allowed  to  proceed.  With  respect  to  the 
efTect  of  the  ultimatum,  I  must  ask  notice 
of  any  question  on  that  point. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  It  may  be  convenient 
that  I  should  give  notice  that  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  matter  on  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

COUNTY  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  In  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Down,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
there  is  any  condition  imposed  upon 
County  Magistrates  in  England  that  they 
are  only  to  attend  certain  specified  Petty 
Sessions,  or  whether  they  have  the 
right  to  attend  any  Petty  Sessions  held 
within  the  county  in  respect  of  which 
they  hold  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Speaking  generally, 
a  County  Magistrate  has,  by  the  Com- 
mission, jurisdiction  throughout  the 
county ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  ordinary  prac- 
tice, only  the  Justices  who  reside  in  a 
Petty  Sessional  Division  sit  in  Petty 
Sessions  in  that  division^  There  is 
nothing,  however,  to  prevent  Justices 
from  other  Divisions  sitting  with  them, 
and  this  sometimes  happens  ;  in  some 
cases,  also,  a  Magistrate  habitually  attends 
two  Petty  Sessions. 

STOKE  MANDEVILLE  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  state  the  grounds  for  his  refusal 
of  permission  to  the  managers  of  the 
^National  school  at  Stoke  Mandeville  to 
re-open  the  school  as  a  school  upon  the 
annual  grant  list ;  and  whether  he  will 
re-consider  his  decision  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  This  National 
school,  which  was  the  only 
elementary    school    in    the  parish,  and 
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had  long  been  in  an  unsatisfactory  states 
was  closed  on  the  2nd  June,  1892. 
Afterthe  publication  of  notices,  and  every 
opportunity  being  given  for  the  supply 
of  the  deficiency  by  voluntary  effort,  a 
School  Board  was  formed  last  January 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the 
deficiency.  The  duty  of  doing  so  de- 
volved thenceforth  on  the  Board  by 
Statute,  and  the  Department  have  no 
power  to  accept  any  provision  other  than 
that  made  by  the  Board.  I  may  add,  how- 
ever, in  order  to  show  the  nature  of  the 
supply  which  the  Department  were  asked 
to  accept,  that  when  the  vicar  of  Stoke 
Mandeville  announced  at  the  end  of  last 
May  that  he  had  re-opened  his  school, 
Her  Majesty's  Inspector  sent  his  assis- 
tant to  visit  it  on  the  6th  June.  He 
found  a  very  bad  state  of  things  :  for 
instance,  1 1  children  were  sitting  on  the 
floor  round  the  master's  chair  with 
reading  books  in  their  hands,  and  in  a 
class  room,  14  feet  by  10,  25  infants  were 
in  charge  of  a  boy  of  eight  years  old. 
On  inquiring  who  taught  sewing,  he  was 
informed  that  it  was  not  being  taught  at 
all.  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  added  that 
the  building  is  very  badly  lighted  and 
ventilated;  that  there  is  no  proper  cloak 
room;  that  the  offices,  which  are  close  to 
the  school,  are  on  a  bad  system  and  not 
separated  or  lighted,  and  that  the  class 
room  in  which  the  25  infants  were 
crowded  is  too  small  to  be  used  for 
teaching. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Arising  out  of 
that  answer,  may  I  ask  if  the  failure  to 
teach  vsewing  is  sufficient  to  justify  the 
closing  of  a  school  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  No,  Sir;  and  that  is 
not  the  reason  why  the  school  was  closed. 
There  was  a  deficiency  of  accommoda- 
tion, and  as,  after  a  lapse  of  several  months, 
the  managers  failed  to  supply  it,  the  duty 
of  the  Department  became  obvious,  and 
a  School  Board  was  formed  in  order  to 
supply  the  deficiency. 

THE  ARRANGEMENT  OF  SEATS  IN  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Ripon)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  if  he  can  propose  any 
arrangement  by  which  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  may  sit  on  the  same  side 
of  the  House,  and  the  supporters  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  Opposition  side  ? 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Ediu- 
burgh,  Midlothmn)  :  I  cau  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  concur  m  the  sentiment 
which  is  expressed  in  his  question,  and  I 
cannot  but  feel  that  it  would  be  for  the 
general  convenience,  and  even  perhaps 
would  render  it  an  easier  task  to  keep  order 
in  the  House,  if  ao  arrangement  of  the  kind 
could  be  made.  I  know  the  sentiment  is 
shared  by  some  gentlemen  behind  me 
who  hold  what  maj  be  called  an  excep- 
tional position,  and  undoubtedly  it  is 
within  my  recollection  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was  not  only  ready 
but  desirous  that  an  arrangement  of  the 
kind  should  be  made.  I  certainly  enter- 
tain that  sentiment,  and  have  expressed  it. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  I  have  no  power  in  the 
matter,  and  it  has  not  been  within  my 
means  to  bring  about  a  satisfactory 
arrangement. 

THURSDAY  NIGHTS  SCENE. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  has  taken  into  considera- 
tion the  injury  that  will  be  done  to  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons if  the  assaults  committed  within 
the  House  on  Thursday  night  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  should  pass  unpunished; 
and  whether  he  will  move  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  and  report  thereon  to  the 
House  ? 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Before  the 
question  is  answered,  I  wish,  as  a  Scotch 
Member  who  had  no  part  in  the  fray,  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
this  regrettable  incident  does  not  belong 
to  the  category  of  events  about  which 
'*  the  least  said  is  soonest  mended,*'  and 
whether  it  is  not  at  all  times  undesirable 
to  stir  up  muddy  water  if  it  can  be 
avoided  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think. 
Sir,  reluctantly,  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  defer  an  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  beg.  Sir,  to  ask  whether  your  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fulham  (Mr.  Hayes  Fisher)  in  The  Pall 
Mall  Gazette  of  Friday  last?  After 
entering  into  certain  details  he  says— 


**  To  pat  a  stop  to  his  (Mr.  Loffan*B)    

sive  conduct,  I  immediately  seixed  him  by  tlie 
neck  and  forcibly  ejected  him  on  to  the  floor  of 
the  House." 

I  wish  to  ask  you.  Sir,  after  that  state* 
ment,  whether  it  is  not  desirable  that  the 
hon.  Grentlemnn  should  himself  give  some 
explanation  as  to  what  occurred  od 
Thursday  last  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  under  the 
impression,  in  reference  to  this  regrettable 
incident,  that  to-day  something  might  be 
said  by  two  hon.  Gentlemen  which 
would  certainly  not  tend  to  aggravate  the 
situation,  but  which  might  tend  in  a 
pacific  direction.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  what  each  of  them  would  say  would 
not  be  regarded  by  this  House  as  in  any 
way  incriminating  either  hon.  Member  ; 
that  it  would  be  said  by  each  Member  in 
the  interests  of  peace,  and  would  poesibly 
explain  misconceptions  which  arose,  un- 
happily, on  one  side  and  on  the  other.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  am  justified  in 
expecting  either  of  these  hon.  Members 
will  say  anything,  but  I  may  venture 
humbly  to  say  that  I  am  very  anxious 
the  matter  should  go  no  further  ;  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  permit  it  to  go  much 
further  ;  and  I  feel  that  if  such  a  state- 
ment of  facts  were  made  it  might  tend  to 
allay  irritation,  and  to  meet  the  senti- 
ment of  the  House  in  regard  to  a  subject 
which  it  must  view  with  the  deepest 
regret, 

[At  this  juncture  Ministerialistt 
shouted  ^'  Fisher  !  ^*  and  the  OppocitMO 
called  '^  Logan  !  **     After  a  pause] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said :  You  have,  Sir,  invited  the 
two  hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom  allusioo 
has  been  made ;  you  have  expressed 
your  view  that  they  might  not  be  nn- 
willing  to  make  some  statement  to  the 
House.  I  understand  from  the  exclMocia- 
tions  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
there  appears  to  be  some  controversj  a* 
to  which  of  these  two  gentlemen  should 
begin  the  task  of  pacification — *  task 
honourable  in  itself — and  I  am  sare^ 
whatever  might  have  been  the  arrange- 
ment which  is  supposed  to  have  beca 
made,  my  hon.  Friend  will  have  do  hesi- 
tation in  carrying  out  the  view  joo  have 
expressed. 

Mr.  HAYES  FISHER  (Fulbaa) : 
Acting,  Sir,  upon  the  advice  of  ay 
right  hon.  Friend,  which  I  shall 
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follow,  notwithstaDdiiig  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  come  to  as  to  who  should 
commence  this  task  of  pacification,  I  am 
anxious  to  commence  it  at  once  rather 
than  delay  the  Business  of  the  House. 
I   desire,    first    of    all,    to  disclaim  the 
garbled    statements    which    have    been 
made  in  some  of  the  newspapers  as  to  the 
letter  which  I  wrote  on  the  night  of  the 
scene.     I  think  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  shown  a  better  taste  if  he  had  read 
the  whole  of  that  letter  which  he  pro- 
posed to  bring  to  the  attention   of  the 
House.      Now,  Sir,   in  expressing    my 
regret,  I  only  want  in  one  or  two  short 
sentences    to    state    the     circumstances 
which  caused  the  conduct  which  is  the 
just  subject  of  complaint  by  the  House. 
I  certainly  thought,  from  the  attitude  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Logan),  that  he  intended  to  strike  myself 
or  Mr.  Carson,  my  colleague.    I  certainly 
thought  so,  otherwise  I  should  not  have 
done  what  I  did.     I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into   any  further  detail  unless  the  hon. 
Member  does ;  but  I  was  acting  under  that 
apprehension,  thinking   from  his  whole 
demeanour  he  was  going  to  strike  either 
myself  or  Mr.  Carson,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.      I   did   forcibly 
evict  him  from  the  seat  which  he  took, 
not    in    the    ordinary    way,    but    with 
violence ;  and  although  I   was  not   the 
provoker,    but  the    provoked,   I   desire, 
however  much  I  was  provoked,  to  ex- 
presa    to   you,   as   the  guardian   of  the 
dignity    and     honour    of     the     House, 
my  sincere  and  genuine  regret  that  any 
conduct  on  my  part  under  any  circum- 
stances  whatever   has    in    the   slightest 
decree    brought    this    House    into   dis- 
credit with  the  public — a  House  to  which 
I  am  devotedly  attached,  and  in  which  I 
hope  to  find  a  place  for  many  years  ;  and 
I  am  generous  enough  to  say  to  him  that 
I  o^r  him  an  apology  for  having  laid 
my    hands  up«)n  him.     I  know  it  is  an 
o^nsive  thing  to  do,  and  however  much 
my   feelings  may  have  been  aggravated 
and  irritated,  I  perfectly  well  know  that 
my  conduct  was  not  justifiable.     I  hope 
the  House  will  take  that  expression  from 
me    ainl  my  regret,  and  believe  that  I 
offBT  it  with  the  utmost  sincerity. 

]^R.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough) : 
Xbe  ooly  reason.  Sir,  that  I  did  not  rise 
*»f  ter  the  question  put  by  my  hon.  Friend 
t^ehiod  me  was  because  I  was  clearly 
under  the  impresMon  when  I  left  the  hon. 


Member  for  Fnlham  only  a  few  momenta 
ago  that  he  was  to  rise  in  his  place  first. 
Had  I  undertaken  to  rise  first  I  certainly 
should  have  done  so.  I  feel  sure  that 
every  Member  of  this  House  will  wish 
that  this  very  regrettable  scene  should  be 
closed  as  quickly  as  possible.  All  I  can 
do  is  to  accept  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fulham  in  the  same  spirit  in  which  he 
tenders  it  to  me  his  apology  for  having 
laid  hands  upon  me.  I  can  assure  him, 
and  you.  Sir,  and  the  House,  that  when  I 
crossed  the  floor  on  Thursday  evening 
last  I  had  no  intention  whatever  ci 
assaulting  anybody.  I  had  only  entered' 
the  House  three  minutes  before,  and  I 
think  I  may  say  I  was  perfectly  cool  at 
the  time.  I  looked  around  in  coming 
down  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  I  was 
rather  amused,  I  may  say,  at  what  I  saw 
going  on  opposite.  When  I  crossed  to 
remonstrate  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fulham  for  calling  me  by  my  name  I 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  assaulting 
any  one  whatever.  If  my  action  in 
crossing  the  floor  of  the  House  did  in  any 
way  lead  to  the  regrettable  scene  which 
followed,  I  can  assure  you,  Sir,  that  I 
deeply  regret  the  part  I  took,  and  I  apolo- 
gise most  humbly  for  having  done  so. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  think 
we  now  understand  quite  plainly  that,  if 
there  were  a  few  moments  of  delay  in 
the  conmiencement  of  the  explanations 
which  we  have  just  heard,  those  moments 
of  delay  were  entirely  owing  to  a  misap- 
prehension as  to  the  nature  of  the  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  made  between 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  must  also 
say  in  justice  to  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site that,  in  my  opinion,  in  a  ease  where 
explanations  of  this  character  are  to  be 
made  priority  in  pomt  of  time,  so  far 
from  being  a  disadvantage,  is  an  additional 
honour  to  the  person  who  shows  himself 
ready  to  take  steps  in  the  interest  of  peace. 
I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leicestershire  would  have  done  it  had 
he  not  been  under  a  misapprehension. 
Speaking  with  regard  to  the  events  of 
Thursday  night,  and  replying  to  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think 
there  is  a  widespread  sentiment  in  the 
House  that  a  formal  investigation  by  a 
Committee  ought  to  be  avoided.  We 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  accounts  of 
what  took  place  are  necessarily  confused. 
What  occurred  occupied  only  two  or  three 
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minutes,  aud  that  would  hardly  permit  of 
any  clear  or  satisfactory  explanation  of 
matters  which  might  be  introduced.  I 
think  we  are  indebted  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  spoken  for  having 
placed  us  in  a  position  where  we  may 
counider  ourselves  as  dispensing  with 
any  necessity  for  any  such  inquiry.  We 
now  understand,  from  the  frank  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  that 
the  action  he  took  was  taken  under  a 
clear  aud  entire  misapprehension,  but  that 
misapprehension  implies  no  reproach  to 
the  hon.  Member.  His  frank  statement 
of  what  occurred  was  couched  in  terms 
which  leave  nothing  to  be  desired.  I 
had  a  small  insignificant  concern  in  the 
matter  personally,  as  he  stated  that  I,  in 
some  sense  or  other,  which  he  has  not 
explained,  was  responsible  for  the  un- 
happy occurrence  which  took  place.  If 
he  cau  relieve  my  mind  on  that  subject 
I  shall  be  indebted  to  him  ;  but  if  he 
cannot,  I  do  not  intend,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  to  press  for  it.  Viewing  the  ex- 
planations of  the  lamentable  occurrences, 
the  frankness  and  the  fulfilment  of  tliose 
explanations  and  expressions  of  regret,  I 
think  we  may  regard  ourselves  as  re- 
lieved from  a  serious  difficulty  ;  for,  in 
my  opinion,  there  would  have  been  a  most 
serious  difficulty  if  the  only  choice  before 
us  was  the  instituting  of  an  entangling, 
invidious,  and  perhaps,  from  some  points 
of  view,  an  irritating  inquiry.  I  oannot 
deny  that  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  crossing  the  floor  of  the  House  iu  the 
course  of  a  Division,  and  taking  his  seat 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  was  one 
liable  to  be  misconstrued.  It  has  been 
felt  iu  the  House  that  the  proceedings, 
to  use  plain  language,  and  without  any 
attempt  to  award  praise  or  blame,  were 
regarded  by  the  country  at  large  as  very 
seriously  detracting  from  the  title  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  the  nation,  for  the  incident 
was,  in  fact,  regarded,  and  justly  regarded, 
as  nothing  less  than  a  disgraceful  one.  I 
hope  the  House  will,  after  the  explanations 
and  frank  apologies  that  have  been  made, 
consent  with  one  mind  and  one  accord  to 
regard  this  incident  as  one  definitively 
closed,  not  to  be  revived  or  re-opened.  I 
perhaps  am  bold  in  giving  expression  to 
that  sentiment ;  but  I  think,  on  the  whole, 
it  is  best  suited  to  the  circumstaocesy 
having  reference  to  the  character  and  the 
credit  of  the  House.  We  consider  it  one  of 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


those  matters  which  it  is  best  to  pass  by 
without  formal  notice.  We  feel  deeply 
its  serious  character  ;  but  having  dealt 
with  it  in  a  manner  which  we  believe  to 
be  on  the  whole  adequate,  we  trust  it 
will  be  considered  as  having  readied  its 
close,  only  remaining  in  our  mind»  as  a 
warning  and  a  guidance  of  our  conduct 
upon  future  occasions. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  take  the 
words  which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  towards  the  close  of  hi» 
speech  as  a  formal  invitation  to  me  and 
others  to  express  our  opinion  of  the 
action  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  advised  the  House  to  take  and  our 
agreement  with  it.  I  gladly  avail  myself 
of  the  opportunity  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  to  me  to  say  that 
I  think  he  was  well  advised  in  the  interest 
of  the  House  of  Commons  iu  expressing 
a  hope  that  every  party,  every  man  in 
this  House  would  now,  as  far  as  any 
further  notice  in  this  House  is  conc^ned, 
regard  the  lamentable  incident  of  Thurs- 
day uight  as  closed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  well  advised ;  be 
has  acted,  in  fact,  with  the  admirable  tact 
and  discretion  in  all  these  matters  which, 
I  think,  distinguish  him,  and  he  has  most 
carefully  avoided  any  reference  to  any  of 
the  questions  in  connection  with  thift 
incident  which  might  be  regarded  as  of  a 
controversial  character.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  touched  either  on  fclie 
general  circumstances  which  prodnoed 
the  state  of  tension  and  difficulty  in  the 
House  or  on  the  special  incidents  which 
led  up  to  the  deplorable  scene  which  b 
the  occasion  of  the  present  Debate.  I 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  acted 
quite  rightly  in  the  matter,  and  nothing 
is  to  be  gained  by  bringing  forward  in  this^ 
House  controversies  which  could  not  be 
determined  either  by  debate  in  this 
House  or  by  investigation  before  a  Com- 
mittee. I  am  firmly  of  opiniont  what- 
ever the  result  of  a  Committee  might 
have  been,  or  whatever  might  have 
been  the  outcome  of  a  formal  De- 
bate, it  could  not  have  been  a  final 
settlement  of  this  question,  but  murt 
rather  have  been  the  aggravation  of  all 
the  embittered  feelings  which  miiEkt 
naturally  be  supposed  to  arise  out  of  sath 
incidents  as  we  are  considering.  I  wm 
convinced  that  there  is  but  one  opioiaB 
in  this  House  as  to  the  charmoter  of  tlMH 
proceedings  ttlemselves.-    I    bvlienp^  «t 
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«hall   have   to  look   back  over  our  long 
Parllameutary  history   for   a   period    of 
eomething  Dear  200  years — I  think  more 
than  200  years — before  we  can  find  any 
scene  of  a  similar  character ;  and  when  I 
reflect  on   the   bitterness  of  the  Party 
straggle   which   has  marked   those  200 
years,  when  I  cast  my  eye  back  over  the 
incidents  of  Parliamentary  history  which 
threatened,  not  merely  the  supremacy  of 
Parties  in  this  House,  but  the  lives   and 
the  property  of  Ministers    concerned  in 
the  Party  fights  of  those  days,  and  when 
I  reflect  on  what  bitterness  of  Party  con- 
flict that  involves,  I  certainly  feel  that  if 
they  were  able  to  carry  on  the  business 
of    the    country  and    debate    questions 
which  the  couutry  has  at  heart  without 
ever  lapsing  from  the  tone  of  debate  and 
argument  to  which  we  are  accustomed  in 
order  to  adopt  ruder  and  coarser  methods 
of  procedure,    we,  at  all  events,  ought 
not    to  be   behindhand   in   following  the 
example  which  our  forefathers  set.  I  not 
only  hope,  but  I  firmly  believe,  that  if  we 
have   to   look    back   for  more  than  200 
years   in   order   to   find  a   precedent  for 
Thursday    night's   proceeding,  we    may 
look   forward    to   more   than   200  vears 
before  that  precedent  is  repeated.     I  give 
expression   to    my  sincerest    convictions 
when  I  say  that   the  series  of   incidents 
which  arose  before  Members  were  aware 
of  them,  aud  which   led  to   the  scene  of 
Thursday  night,  must  have  so  imprinted 
themselves   on  the   mind  of   everv  man 
who  witnessetl   them,  or   who  was  near 
enough    to  get   an    impression   of   what 
occurred,  that  nothing  we  can  say  by  any 
form  of  Resolution  it  is  in  our  power  to 
pass  can  increase  the  inherent  force  of  the 
lesson  thus  administered.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  well  said  that  the  country 
has  received  a  shock  from  the  conduct  of 
the  House  of  Commons.     I  think  that  we 
ail  feel  that  the  honour  of  this  House  is 
not  merely  a  matter  personal  to  ourselves, 
and  in  which  we  as  Members  can  engage ; 
but  the  very  future  of  the  country  depends 
on  our  upholding  its  great  character  as  a 
deliberative     Assembly  —  a     character 
which  has  hitherto  been  the  admiration 
of  the  civilised  world,  and  which,  in  spite 
of  the  lapse  of  Thursday   night,  will,  I 
trust,  long  continue  to  be  so. 

•Mr.  J.  MCCARTHY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  hear 
the  language  of  severe  aud  stern  condem- 
nation with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  I 


man  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  have  spoken  of  this 
disgraceful  scene  of  Thursday  night.     I 
should  hope  that  that  language,  assisted 
by    whatever   you,    Mr.  Speaker,   may 
think      fit     to     say,     will     avoid     the 
necessity  of  any  proposal  for  a  formal 
Resolution  to  be  passed  by  this  House  in 
condemnation  of  that  scene.     The  Prime 
Minister  expressed  a  wish  that  the  House 
should  with  one  accord  regard  this  horrible 
incident  as  closed,  and  should  be  inclined 
to  refer  to  it  no  more.     I  should  be  only 
too  glad  if  I  and  the  friends  who  act  with 
me   could  absolutely  and  at  the  moment 
make   part  of  that  one  accord.     But  I 
cannot  fail    to    remember   that   in   the 
majority  of   the  papers  of  this  country 
that  whole  scandal,  that  whole  riot,  was 
ascribed    to    the    action     of    the    Irish 
Nationalist  Members.     In  journal  after 
journal  it  was  called  an  Irish  riot  and  an 
Irish  row.     It  was  said  to  have  begun 
with  the  Irish  Members,  to  have  been 
carried  on  by  Irish  Members,  and  to  have 
been   forced  upon   this  House    by   the 
intemperate  disposition   and   outrageous 
conduct  of  Irish   Nationalist  Members. 
Now,  I  speak  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
without  consultation  with  many  of  my 
friends,    but   I  do  not   think  we  could 
allow  that  incident  to  close  without  some 
declaration  formed  and  guided  by  some 
authority,  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
nothing  whatever    to    do    in    the   first 
instance   with   the   scenes    which    took 
place  on  the  floor  of  this  House.     I   will 
say  more,  that  no  Irish  Member — I  speak 
now  of  the   Irish  Nationalist  Members, 
and  do  not  refer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman    the     Member     for    North 
Armagh      (Colonel     Saunderson) — took 
part  in  that  scene,  and  in  that  struggle, 
unless   he    were   forced    to    an    act   of 
self-defence,  or  went  into   the  struggle 
with   the   earnest  purpose  of  acting  as 
a  peacemaker,  and  preventing  unworthy 
brawling  in  the  House.     Now,  I  must  say 
that  some  of  the  attacks  made  upon  the 
Irish    Members    in    certain  newspapers 
seem  to   me  not  only  calumnies,   but  I 
must  add  deliberate  calumnies  brought  up 
with  the  deliberate  aud  express  purpose 
of  casting  discredit  on  the  Irish  Party, 
on  the  Bill  which  was  then  before  the 
House  for  discussion,  on  the  Irish  people, 
and  on  the  Irish  cause,  and  I   shall  be 
glad  to  hear  some  expression  of  opinion 
from  an  authoritative  source  in  this  House 


891 


Thursday 


(COMMONS) 


NigMs  Scene, 


892 


minutes,  aud  that  would  hardly  permit  of 
any  clear  or  satisfactory  explanation  of 
matters  which  might  be  introduced.  I 
think  we  are  indebted  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  spoken  for  having 
placed  us  in  a  position  where  we  may 
consider  ourselves  as  dispensing  with 
any  necessity  for  any  such  inquiry.  We 
now  understand,  from  the  frank  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  that 
the  action  he  took  was  taken  under  a 
clear  aud  entire  misapprehension,  but  that 
misapprehension  implies  no  reproach  to 
the  hon.  Member.  His  frank  statement 
of  what  occurred  was  couched  in  terms 
which  leave  nothing  to  be  desired.  I 
had  a  small  insignificant  concern  in  the 
matter  personally,  as  he  stated  that  I,  in 
some  sense  or  other,  which  he  has  not 
explained,  was  responsible  for  the  un- 
happy occurrence  which  took  place.  If 
he  can  relieve  my  mind  on  that  subject 
I  shall  be  indebted  to  him  ;  but  if  he 
cannot,  I  do  not  intend,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  to  press  for  it.  Viewing  the  ex- 
planations of  the  lamentable  occurrences, 
the  frankness  and  the  fulfilment  of  those 
explanations  and  expressions  of  regret,  I 
think  we  may  regard  ourselves  as  re- 
lieved from  a  serious  difficulty  ;  for,  in 
my  opinion,  there  would  have  been  a  most 
serious  difficulty  if  the  only  choice  before 
us  was  the  instituting  of  an  entangling, 
invidious,  and  perhaps,  from  some  points 
of  view,  an  irritating  inquiry.  I  cannot 
denv  that  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  crossing  the  fioor  of  the  House  in  the 
course  of  a  Division,  and  taking  his  seat 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  was  one 
liable  to  be  misconstrued.  It  has  been 
felt  in  the  House  that  the  proceedings, 
to  use  plain  language,  and  without  any 
attempt  to  award  praise  or  blame,  were 
regarded  by  the  country  at  large  as  very 
seriously  detracting  from  the  title  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  the  nation,  for  the  incident 
was,  in  fact,  regarded,  and  justly  regarded, 
as  nothing  less  than  a  disgraceful  one.  I 
hope  the  House  will,  after  the  explanations 
ajid  frank  apologies  that  have  been  made, 
consent  with  one  mind  and  one  accord  to 
regard  this  incident  as  one  definitively 
closed,  not  to  be  revived  or  re-opened.  I 
perhaps  am  bold  in  giving  expression  to 
that  sentiment ;  but  I  think,  on  the  whole, 
it  is  best  suited  to  the  circumstances, 
having  reference  to  the  character  and  the 
credit  of  the  House.  We  consider  it  one  of 
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those  matters  which  it  is  best  to  pass  by 
without  formal  notice.  We  feel  deeply 
its  serious  character  ;  but  having  dealt 
with  it  in  a  manner  which  we  believe  to 
be  on  the  whole  adequate,  we  trust  it 
will  be  considered  as  having  reached  its 
close,  only  remaining  in  our  minds  as  a 
warning  and  a  guidance  of  oar  condact 
upon  future  occasions. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  take  the 
words  which  fell   from  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman   towards    the    close    of    his 
speech  as  a  formal  invitation  to  me  and 
others   to   express   our  opinion   of   the 
action  which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
has  advised  the  House  to  take  and  otD* 
agreement  with  it.     I  gladly  avail  myself 
of  the  opportunity  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  to  me  to  say  that 
I  think  he  was  well  advised  in  the  iDterest 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  expressing 
a  hope  that  every  party,  every  man  io 
this  House  would   now,  as  far  aa   any 
further  notice  in  this  House  is  concerned, 
regard  the  lamentable  incident  of  Thurs- 
day  night   as   closed.     The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  has   been  well   advised ;  he 
has  acted,  in  fact,  with  the  admirable  tact 
and  discretion  in  all  these  matters  which, 
I  think,  distinguish  him,  and  he  has  modt 
carefully  avoided  any  reference  to  any  ol 
the   questions   in   connection    with    thi« 
incident  which  might  be  regarded  as  of  a 
controversial  character.     The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  has  not  touched  either  on  the 
general   circumstances   which    prodoeed 
the  state  of  tension  and  difficulty  in  the 
House  or  on  the  special  incidents  which 
led  up  to  the  deplorable  scene  which  u 
the  occasion  of  the  present  Debate.     1 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  acted 
quite  rightly  in  the  matter,  and  notiiing 
is  to  be  gained  by  bringing  forward  in  thb 
House  controversies  which  could  not  be 
determined    either    by   debate    in    thi» 
House  or  by  investigation  before  a  Com- 
mittee.    I  am  firmly  of  opinioo,  what- 
ever  the  result  of  a  Conmuttee  might 
have   been,    or    whatever    might    hnave 
been    the    outcome    of    a    formal    De- 
bate,   it   could    not   have   been    a   fiiuJ 
settlement   of    this   question,    but   mii»t 
rather  have  been  the  aggravation  of  all 
the    embittered    feelings     which    mi^fe 
naturally  be  supposed  to  arise  otit  of  «iacii 
incidents  as  we  are  considering.       I 
convinced  that  there   is  bat  one  o]^ 
in  this  House  as  to  the  character  ot  that* 
proceedings  tl^mselves.-    I    believe   w 
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«ball  have  to  look  back  over  our  long 
Parliameutary  history  for  a  period  of 
something  near  200  years — ^I  think  more 
than  200  years — before  we  can  find  any 
scene  of  a  similar  character ;  and  when  I 
reflect  on  the  bitterness  of  the  Party 
straggle  which  has  marked  those  200 
years,  when  I  cast  my  eye  back  over  the 
incidents  of  Parliamentary  history  which 
threatened,  not  merely  the  supremacy  of 
Parties  in  this  House,  but  the  lives  and 
the  property  of  Ministers  concerned  in 
the  Party  fights  of  those  days,  and  when 
I  reflect  on  what  bitterness  of  Party  con- 
flict that  involves,  I  certain! v  feel  that  if 
they  were  able  to  carry  on  the  business 
of  the  country  and  debate  questions 
which  the  country  has  at  heart  without 
ever  lapsing  from  the  tone  of  debate  and 
ftrgument  to  which  we  are  accustomed  in 
order  to  adopt  ruder  and  coarser  methods 
of  procedure,  we,  at  all  events,  ought 
not  to  be  behindhand  in  following  the 
example  which  our  forefathers  set.  I  not 
only  hope,  but  I  firmly  believe,  that  if  we 
have  to  look  back  for  more  than  200 
years  in  order  to  find  a  precedent  for 
Thursday  night's  proceeding,  we  may 
look  forward  to  more  than  200  years 
before  that  precedent  is  repeated.  I  give 
expression  to  my  sincerest  convictions 
when  I  say  that  the  series  of  incidents 
which  arose  before  Members  were  aware 
of  them,  and  which  led  to  the  scene  of 
Thursday  night,  must  have  so  imprinted 
themselves   on  the   mind  of  everv  man 
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who  witnessed  them,  or  who  was  near 
enough  to  get  an  impression  of  what 
occurred,  that  nothing  we  can  say  by  any 
form  of  Resolution  it  is  in  our  power  to 
pass  can  increase  the  inherent  force  of  the 
lesson  thus  administered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  well  said  that  the  country 
has  received  a  shock  from  the  conduct  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  think  that  we 
all  feel  that  the  honour  of  this  House  is 
not  merely  a  matter  personal  to  ourselves, 
and  in  which  we  as  Meml)er8  can  engage ; 
but  the  very  future  of  the  country  depends 
on  our  upholding  its  great  character  as  a 
deliberative  Assembly  —  a  character 
which  has  hitherto  been  the  admiration 
of  the  civilised  world,  and  which,  in  spite 
of  the  lapse  of  Thursday  night,  will,  I 
trust,  long  continue  to  be  so. 

•Mr.  J.  MCCARTHY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  hear 
the  language  of  severe  and  stern  condem- 
nation with  which  the  r\a\^t  hon.  Gentle- 


man the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  have  spoken  of  this 
disgraceful  scene  of  Thursday  night.     I 
should  hope  that  that  language,  assisted 
by    whatever   you,    Mr.  Speaker,   may 
think      fit     to     say,     will     avoid     the 
necessity  of  any  proposal  for  a  formal 
Resolution  to  be  passed  by  this  House  in 
condemnation  of  that  scene.     The  Prime 
Minister  expressed  a  wish  that  the  Houae 
should  with  one  accord  regard  this  horrible 
incident  as  closed,  and  should  be  inclined 
to  refer  to  it  no  more.     I  should  be  only 
too  glad  if  I  and  the  friends  who  act  with 
me   could  absolutely  and  at  the  moment 
make   part  of  that  one  accord.     But  I 
cannot  fail    to    remember   that   in   the 
majority   of   the  papers  of  this  country 
that  whole  scandal,  that  whole  riot,  was 
ascribed    to    the    action     of    the    Lrish 
Nationalist  Members.     In  journal  after 
journal  it  was  called  an  L-ish  riot  and  an 
Irish  row.     It  was  said  to  have  beguu 
with  the  Irish  Members,  to  have  been 
carried  on  by  Irish  Members,  and  to  have 
been   forced   upon   this  House    by   the 
intemperate  disposition   and   outrageous 
conduct  of  Irish   Nationalist  Members. 
Now,  I  speak  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
without  consultation  with  many  of  my 
friends,    but   I  do  not   think  we  could 
allow  that  incident  to  close  without  some 
declaration  formed  and  guided  by  some 
authority,  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
nothing  whatever    to    do    in    the    first 
instance   with   the   scenes    which    took 
place  on  the  floor  of  this  House.     I   will 
say  more,  that  no  Irish  Member — I  speak 
now  of  the   Irish  Nationalist  Members, 
and  do  not  refer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman    the     Member     for     North 
Armagh     (Colonel     Saunderson) — took 
part  in  that  scene,  and  in  that  struggle, 
unless   he    were  forced    to    an    act  of 
self-defence,  or  went  into   the  struggle 
with    the   earnest  purpose  of  acting  as 
a  peacemaker,  and  preventing  unworthy 
brawling  in  the  House.     Now,  I  must  say 
that  some  of  the  attacks  made  upon  the 
Irish    Members    in    certain  newspapers 
seem  to   me  not  only  calumnies,   but  I 
must  add  deliberate  calumnies  brought  up 
with  the  deliberate  and  express  purpose 
of  casting  discredit  on  the  Irish  Party, 
on  the  Bill  which  was  then  before  the 
House  for  discussion,  on  the  Irish  people, 
and  on  the  Irish  cause,  and  I   shall  b^ 
glad  to  hear  some  expression  of  opiar^ 
from  an  authoritative  source  in  this  Ut 
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to  emphasize  the  fact  that  there  is  do 
tnith  in  the  statement  that  the  riot  was 
got  up  or  carried  on  by  Irish 
Nationalist  Members.  If  nothing  of  the 
kind  be  done,  I  do  not  know  that  it 
might  not  be  the  daty  of  my  Colleague^ 
and  myself  to  press  for  some  inquiry  or 
0Ome  formal  Resolution  which  shall  free 
US  from  any  share  in  the  shame  of  having 
taken  part  in  the  riot  of  Thursday 
evening. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
In  the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain),  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
considered  presumption  in  me  if  I  express, 
on  the  part  of  those  Members  who  act 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  our  full  con- 
currence in  what  has  fallen  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  will  not  question  the  right 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford 
to  make  observations  in  exculpation  of 
his  hon.  Friends.  But  I  make  no 
further  comment  on  his  sayings,  for  I  am 
oertain  that  this  is  not  the  proper  time 
for  any  of  us  to  be  condemning  each 
other.  We  cannot  recall  the  sad  scene 
of  Thursday  night ;  all  we  can  do  is  to 
endeavour  to  make  our  countrymen  for- 
get it.  We  must  feel  that  a  stain  on  the 
honour  of  this  Hou!«e  is  not  only  a  stain 
upon  our  honour ;  it  is  a  stain  on  our 
country,  and  an  injury  to,  the  greatest 
traditions  of  this  House.  I  trust  that 
there  will  be  a  feeling  among  us  all 
that  it  would  be  unwise  to  endeavour 
to  make  capital  out  of  this  transac- 
tion. It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  scene 
T  ill  be  closed,  and  that  even  some  good 
n  ay  be  drawn  from  it.  Let  us  feel,  aud 
show,  if  we  can,  greater  consideration  to 
the  political  feelings  of  each  other.  I 
would,  if  I  may,  acknowledge  on  the 
part  of  those  Members  with  whom  I  am 
associated,  thai  from  those  who  sit  around 
us  we  have  received  the  greatest  possible 
consideration,  aud  we,  a  minority  as  we 
are,  feel  that  oftentimes  we  might  come 
unwittingly  into  conflict  with  them.  I  do 
not  think  they  have  shown  the  slightest 
feeling  of  hostility  toitards  us  ;  and  if  I 
may  venture  to  make  a  suggestion  to  those 
who  have  spoken  now  through  the  voice  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford, 
I  would  say  that  were  a  little  more  con- 
sideration shown  to  political  opponents  in 
this  House — a  little  less  of  interruption 
of  Debate  —  there  would  not  be  any 
probability  of  a  repetition  of  the  scene  of 
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Thursday  night.  We  may  hope,  there* 
fore,  that  what  occurred  then  will  cause 
for  the  future  greater  acknowledgment  of 
freedom  in  matters  of  opinion  in  thii 
House  and  thus  prevent  a  repetition  of 
the  scene — a  scene  that  can  never  be  for- 
gotten and  the  occurrence  of  which  mosl 
always  be  deplored. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  Prime  Minister 
has  asked  me  to  say  a  few  words^  or  I 
should  not  have  ventured  again  to  obtrude 
myself  on  the  notice  of  the  House.  From 
the  first,  I  may  own,  I  have  been  vert 
unwilling  indeed  either  that  a  Committee 
should  be  resorted  to  or  that  any  farther 
notice  should  be  taken  of  the  regrettable 
incident  of  Thursday.  But  I  have  ibis 
to  say  :  that  I  feel,  if  I  may  venture  to 
say  so,  that  the  Prime  Minister  exercised 
a  wise  discretion  and  judgment  in  stating 

— ^asthe  whole  House,  I  think,  feels — ^tbal 
it  was  necessary  to  mark  in  seme  exoep* 
tional  manner  the  feeling  of  this  House 
at  what  took  place  on  Thursday  ni^hL 
It  was  due  not  only  to  the  outraged  feel- 
ing of  the  House,  but  to  the  indignattoo 
which  ran  through  the  country,  as  it  is 
not  too  much  to  sav — it  was  due  that  the 
Leaders  of  the  House  should  have  done 
what  they  have  done  to-night,  marked 
from  four  different  quarters  of  tlie  Home 
the  feeling  that  they  entertained  of  what 
took  place.     I  have  only  to  add  that  I 
believe   the  great  security   against    the 
repetition  of  such  scenes  as  took  place  ia 
for  us  not  only  collectively  to  feel  that 
we  are  the  House  of  Commons,  bat  to 
feel  individually  that  we  are  each  one  the 
guardian  of  its  honour  and   its  dignity, 
and  that  we  do  resent,  as  I  am  sore  w^ 
shall  resent,  every  infringement  of    tbe 
better  traditions  of  the  House  as  a  personal 
injury  and   afiront.     I    hope   I    mav  be 
allowed  to  say,  after  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  from  the   Leader  of 
the    Opposition,    and     from    gentlemen 
representing  other  sections  of  opinion  in 
this  House — I  hope  the  House  maj  be 
content  to  let  tlie  matter  rest,  as  I  am, 
not  only  within  the  walls  of  this  Hotiae» 
but  outside.     We  have  thus  marked  oer 
sense  of  what  took  place,  and  we  shall^  1 
believe,  take  tlie  best  steps  we  can   aa 
avoid  the  recurrence  of  any  di^turbianev 
in  the  future. 

[The  discussion  then  tennluated.J 
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y       THB  QUKKN8T0WN  MAIL  ROUTE. 
^       Mb.  MAURICE   HEALY    (Cork)  : 
I  be^  toftsk  the  Postmaster  General  how 
often  the  special  traiD  and  boat  service 
/or  the  carriage  of  the  American  mails 
irom  Queenstown  to  London,  when  the 
ordioarj  service  is  not  available,  has  been 
requisitioned  since  it  was  first  arranged 
for ;   how   much   each   journey   of    the 
special  service  costs  ;    what  the  annual 
cost  of  the  special  service  would  be  taking 
the  average  of  the  period  during  which 
it  has  been  in    operation  ;    whether  the 
annual  cost  on  this  average  is  greater  than 
the  amount  estimated  when  the  service 
was  first   arranged  for  ;    and  for  what 
period  the  contract  for  the  special  ser- 
vice was  entered  into  ? 
•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  special  ser- 
vices through  to  London  have  been  used 
10  times.     The  full  cost  is  £127  8s.  a 
time ;  but  a  deduction  has  to  be  made  on 
account  of  a  limited  number  of  special 
trains  which  the  Post  Office  is  entitled  by 
contract  to  employ  over  a  part  of  the 
journev    without    extra    charge.      The 
answer  to  paragraph  3  of  the  question  is 
about  £2,000  ;  but  it  is  understood  that 
the    price    demanded     for    the    special 
packets  is  to  be  raised  if  the  service  is 
continued.     The  answer  to  paragraph  4 
is,  Yes.  There  is  no  separate  contract  for 
the  special  service,  and  no  fixed  time  for 
which  the  terms  have  been  arranged. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  original  estimate  ? 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  May  I  ask  whether,  in  considera- 
tion  of  the  very    small  saving   that  is 
effected    in  the  course  of   the  year,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  deprive 
the  traders  of  the  North  of  England  and 
Ireland  of  the  opportunity  of  receiving 
their  letters  on  the  Saturday  by  the  first 
post  and  answering  them  on  the  same  day  ? 
Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :    That    raises  a 
somewhat  different  question,  which,  I  am 
afraid,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer. 
In  answer  to   the  question  of   the  hon. 
Member    for   Cork,  I  may  say  that  the 
estimate    was   that   the    special  service 
shoald  be  run  1 1  times  a  year. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
How  much  does  the  special  service  cost 
each  time  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  £127  Ss.  each 
time. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) : 
With  reference  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
I  notice  that  the  Established  Church 
(Wales)  Bill  and  the  Liquor  Traffic 
Local  Veto  Bill  are  among  them.  I 
presume  they  will  not  be  taken  to-night, 
and  I  should  be  glad  if  the  Prime 
Minister  can  say  when  he  proposes  to 
proceed  with  those  measures,  seeing  that 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  is  through  Com- 
mittee now  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  When 
we  have  made  sufficient  progress  wi^ 
the  remaining  stages  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position 
to  look  forward  to  the  residue  of  the 
work  of  the  Session.  I  hope  we  are 
coming  sensibly  nearer  that  time,  and 
probably  the  next  time  the  hon.  Memb 
puts  the  question  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
him  an  answer. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
I  suppose  it  is  not  intended  to  take  any 
controversial  business  after  Supply  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  Is  it  intended  to  take  the 
second  Order  of  the  Day  (Building 
Societies,  No.  2  (re-committed)  Bill)  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No,  Sir. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

SuppLT, — considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL    SERVICES   AND    REVENUE   DB- 
PARTMENTS,  18934. 

Class  IV. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on 
EDUCATION  (Mr.  Aclaxd,  York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  Mr.  Mellor,  in  a 
Session  so  lahorious  as  this  I  feel  that 
the  question  of  National  Education  must 
be  content  to  take  a  somewhat  modest 
place,  although  I  am  sure  that  no  one 
will  regard  as  too  modest  the  sum  of 
money  given  for  the  education  of  the 
children  of  this  country.  I  think  it  will 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  X)ommittee 
if  I  select  only  a  few  of  the  more 
important  topics  which  seem  to  me 
desirable  to  allude  to  to-night,  leaving 
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many  parts  of  the  very  wide  field  of. 
education  untouched,  and  promising  to 
answer  as  far  as  I  can — after  what  is,  after 
all,  only  a  short  experience  of  my  De- 
partment —  all  questions  which  hon. 
Members  may  think  fit  to  put  to  me 
later  on.  I  am  quite  siure  we  can  say 
there  is  a  steady  improvement  going  on 
in  the  quality  of  the  National  education. 
It  is,  nowadays,  less  mechanical  and  more 
intelligent  than  it  used  to  be.  There  is  a 
greater  endeavour  on  the  part  of  every- 
body, whether  it  be  the  voluntary,  or  the 
Board  schools,  or  the  teachers,  or  the 
Department  and  its  various  officers,  to 
make  education  less  mechanical  and  more 
really  fitted  to  the  object  we  have  in 
view.  If  one  thing  has  tended  to  pro- 
duce this  result  more  than  another  it  is 
the  Act  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke).     The  new  Act  of 

1890  presented  enormous  advantages  as 
compared  with  the  Codes  which  had  pre- 
iceded  it.  I  think  we  are  all  now  agreed 
that,  whatever  may  have  been  the  merits 
for  the  moment  of  the  Revised  Code  of 
1862,  it  was  far  too  mechanical  and 
inelastic  to  serve  the  purposes  which  are 
demanded  by  National  education  in  this 
country.  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  said  with 
great  truth  that  general  payment  by 
results  was  a  remedy  which  was  worse 
than  the  disease.  That  mechanical  form 
of  payment,  however,  hung  round  our 
Codes  ^ill  1890,  when  so  much  was  done 
to  give  elasticity  to  our  education.  We 
are  now  taking  a  broader  view  of  educa- 
tion than  we  used  to  do.  We  see  that 
the  object  in  view  is  to  consider  not 
merely  what  our  children  know  when 
they  leave  school,  but  what  they  are  and 
what  they  do.  We  are  now  bearing  in 
mind  that  the  great  object  before 
us  is  not  merely  knowledge,  but 
character;  and  we  are  remembering 
that,  as  a  very  wise  man,  Bishop 
Butler,  said  in  the  last  century, 
*'  of  education  information  is  the 
least  part."  We  are  considering  more 
than  we  used  to  do  how  far  we  are  really 
drawing  out  and  training  the  best 
faculties  of  our  children.  The  most  im- 
portant feature  of  the  statistics  of  this 
year,  as  compared  with  last  year,  is  the 
increased  average  attendance  of  120,000 
children  for  the  year  ending  in  August, 
1892,  the  increase  in  the  year  ending  in 

1891  having  been  only  32,000,  and  in 
the  year  ending  in    1890   having   been 
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only  35,000.     We  have  to  go  back  for 
eight  years  for  anything  like  as  large  an 
increase  in  the  attendanoe.     We  cftanoi 
doubt  for  a  moment,  both  in  the  case  ol 
the  infants  and  of  the  elder  scholars.,  that 
the  inci^ease  is  largely  due  to  the  Free 
Education  Act  of  the  late  Government. 
When  we  compare  our  present  condition 
with  the  state  of  tilings  a  gbod  many 
years  ago,  then,  and  then  only,  can  we 
really  see  what  is  the  value  of  the   work 
of  the  last  half  century.     I   was  reading 
the  other  day   a   Report   for   the   year 
1843  with  reference  to  Lancashire,  and 
I  find  it  stated  that  in  the  ueigUbouriiood 
of  Ashton,  in  an  area  only  eight  miles  by 
four,  containing  a  population  of  105,000v 
there  was  only  one  single  day  school  for 
the  children  of  the  humbler  rank.  Fifty 
years  afterwards  we  can  say  for  certain 
that  there  would  l>e  accommodation  in 
any  district  in  the    country  of    similar 
population  for  at  least  20,000  cbildreiu 
It  is  only  in  this  way  that  we  can  realise 
what  progress  has  been  made.      If  we 
compare  ourselves  with  other  countiie* 
we  are  bound  to  feel  that  it  is  only  com- 
paratively late  in  the  day  that  we  have 
undertaken  this  great  work  of  National 
Education   for  all  our    children  ;  and  if 
there    are    imperfections    still    banging 
round  our  system  the  wonder  is  not  that 
they  are  there,  but  that  we  are  getting 
rid  of  them  so  rapidly.      Some    cf  tbe 
statistics    are    somewhat    confused     by 
the     working     of      the     Free    ISdnca- 
tion     Act ;     but,     generally     speakings 
we    have    20,000    schools,  and  on   t£e 
registers  of  those  schools  there  are  jn»t 
over  5,000,000  children.     Of  the*e  chil- 
dren   rather    more    than    4,500,000    are 
present  at  examination,  and  we  have  an 
average  attendance,  which    is    after   all 
the  important  pointy  of  not  far  short  of 
4,000,000,    the    actual      figures     being 
3,870,000.      We  have  100,000  teacbeiu 
to  teach    those   children,    abont  half  of 
them  being  certificated,  and  we  at^k  to* 
day     for     £6,200,000,    this    \yemg    the 
largest  request  ever  made   for  educalioa 
in  this    House.     Of  the    total    amoant, 
,£3,750,000  is  for  ordinary  grante  to  tW 
scholars   in   day    and   evening    school*, 
and  £2,000,000  for  the  fee  grants  under 
the  Act  of  the  late  Govemmeot,  whiok 
leaves    something    like  £500,000  to    W 
divided  between  the  Training  CoUqn* 
and  the  administrative  work  of  the  S^ 
partment.      To    meet    this    Utfj^ 
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grant  we  have  a  slight  increase  from 
the  nXes  of  about  £250,000,  whilst 
voluntary  contributions  have  increased 
approximately  from  £780,000  to  very 
nearly  £800,000 — an  increase  of  between 
£19,000  and  £20,000.  We  have,  of 
course,  a  decrease  in  the  school  pence, 
but  that  I  will  not  go  into,  as  this  par- 
ticular year  does  not  give  us  sufficiently 
accurate  information.  There  are  two 
forms  of  addition  to  the  number  of 
scholars  in  particular  subjects  which 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  view 
with  great  pleasure  and  satisfac- 
tion. In  the  first  place,  there 
are  22,000  more  girls  learning  cooking 
than  was  the  case  in  the  preceding  year, 
making  a  total  number  now  receiving 
instruction  in  that  subject  of  90,000.  I 
only  hope  that  that  increase  of  20,000 
girls  a  year  as  cookery  students  will  go 
on  over  and  over  again  for  a  number  of 
years,  and  even  at  a  more  rapid  rate.  We 
ought  to  contemplate  the  time  when  it 
will  he  possible  to  have  500,000 
girls  learning  cookery  in  this  country. 
When  we  realise  how  little  this  subject 
has  been  practically  studied  in  England 
by  the  working  people,  and  perhaps  even 
still  less  by  what  are  called  the  upper 
classes,  and  when  we  consider  what  an 
enormous  waste  of  food  there  is  in  this 
country,  owing  to  want  of  knowledge  as 
to  the  best  ways  of  preparing  it,  I  am 
certain  we  shall  feel  that  the  money 
spent  in  teaching  girls  cookery  is  money 
that  ought  not  to  be  grudged  for  a  single 
moment.  Then  the  subject  of  drawing, 
owing  to  the  compulsory  provision  of  the 
Code  of  1890,  is  at  the  present  moment 
being  taught  in  19,000  schools,  as  against 
6,000  in  the  year  I  have  mainly  in  view 
for  comparison,  the  total  number  of 
children  who  are  now  learning  drawing 
being  2,000,000.  When  we  remember  the 
view  that  is  now  taken  in  this  country  as 
to  the  importance  of  making  our  work- 
people 1)etter  craftsmen,  and  of  increasing 
their  knowledge  of  how  to  use  both 
their  eyes  and  their  hands,  I  am  sure  we 
shall  feel  that  the  increase  that  has  taken 
place  in  the  number  of  students  of 
drawing  is  an  admirable  thing.  1  turn 
for  a  momeut  to  the  children  themselves, 
luid  first  of  all  I  will  deal  with  tbeir 
attendance.  There  are  two  elements  in 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  attend- 
ance. First  of  all  there  is  the  law,  and 
then  there  is  the  action  of  the  children 


themselves.  As  to  the  law,  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  wish  we  could  feel  that  all  the 
Boards  and  SchoolAtteudanceCommittees 
throughout  the  country  were  doing  as 
well  as  the  best  of  them  are.  The  work 
done  by  the  admirable  staff  of  attendance 
officers  which  serves  under  the  London 
School  Board  is  worthy  of  the  highest 
possible  praise ;  and  1  only  wish  that 
some  other  Attendance  Committees  and 
Boards  would  see  the  necessity  of 
carrying  out  their  work  in  the  same  way. 
As  long,  however,  as  Boards  are  content 
togive£10or£15toa  school  attendance 
officer,  yon  cannot  expect  to  get  the  best 
results.  Then  there  is  the  question  of 
the  children  themselves,  and  I  entirely 
agree  with  one  or  two  Inspectors,  who 
have  said  that  a  bad  school  will  always 
fail  to  secure  a  good  attendance,  make 
the  law  as  strict  as  you  will.  1  think 
that  in  itself  is  a  strong  argument  for 
our  doing  all  we  can — Department, 
Managers,  Inspectors,  Attendance  Com- 
mittees, and  everybody  else — to  improve 
our  schools  in  order  that  they  may  be 
happy  and  attractive  places  for  the 
children  to  go  to.  In  connection  with 
this  question  of  attendance,  I  need  not 
recall  to  the  Committee  the  Debates  we 
have  had  in  former  Sessions  in  reference 
to  the  present  state  of  the  law.  The 
Debates  in  connection  with  the  Berlin 
Conference,  and  what  appeared  to  be  the 
wishes  of  our  Representatives  at  that 
Conference,  are  fresh  in  the  memory  of 
many  Members  of  this  House.  In  a 
Session  like  this,  we  cannot  hope  to  do 
much  in  the  way  of  legislation  ;  but 
I  hope  it  will  be  possible  to  pass  a  short 
Bill  on  the  subject.  I  wish  to  say  that, 
inasmuch  as  under  the  Factory  Acts  no 
child  can  go  to  work  until  it  is  11 
years  old,  in  my  opinion  we  ought 
to  provide  that,  under  any  other 
circumstances,  no  child  should  leave 
school  before  it  is  11  years  old. 
I  must  say  I  think  that  is  a  very  modest 
demand,  and  one  which,  notwithstanding 
what  has  been  said  against  a  part  of  it 
by  an  hou.  Member  on  the  other  side,  I 
trust  we  may  be  alloweil  to  pass  into 
law  in  the  present  Session.  Now,  taking 
the  schools  as  they  are,  and  looking  at 
their  curriculum.  I  can  fairly  say  that 
the  entrance  to  the  temple  of  education 
in  the  form  of  our  infant  schools  offers 
one  of  the  brightest  points  in  the  whole 
of  our  educational   system.     Of  our  best 
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infant  schools  we  may  say  that  thej 
are  as  good  as  any  infant  schools 
to  be  found  in  any  country  in 
the  world.  They  are  managed  and 
looked  after  by  willing  teachers  of  the 
very  highest  skill  and  capacity,  when 
they  are  at  their  best.  And  when  we 
pass  from  them  to  the  older  scholars' 
schools,  I  think  that,  'notwithstanding 
much  which  stands  in  need  of  improve- 
ment, we  may  say  that  by  steady  degrees 
the  teaching  is  becoming  more  and  more 
intelligent.  Taking  the  "  Three  R's  "  you 
find  that  the  teaching  is  aiming  not  only 
at  the  result,  tut  at  making  the  process 
of  instruction  more  intelligent,  and  that 
is  the  most  important  point.  It  is  not 
merely  a  question  of  whether  the  child 
can  read  and  figure  at  a  certain  time  of 
its  life ;  but  whether  the  processes  by 
which  it  has  been  taught  to  read  and  do 
arithmetic  are  intelligent  processes,  or 
mechanical  and  stupid  processes.  If 
they  are  intelligent,  the  child,  besides 
knowing  how  to  read  and  do  arithmetic, 
will  be  better  and  more  intelligent,  be- 
cause it  will  have  its  faculties  wisely  and 
well  brought  out  by  capable  teachers. 
When  you  pass  from  these  three  subjects 
you  find  cookery  and  drawing  rapidly  in- 
creasing. And  then  we  come  to  what  we 
call  the  class  subjects.  Here  you  have 
alternatives — £nglish  (including  gram- 
mar), geography,  history,  and  elemen- 
tary science,  besides  needlework  for  girls. 
£nglish  for  a  long  time  was  a  compul- 
sory subject,  and  it  is  still  the  most 
largely  taught.  It  is  taught  in  18,000 
schools,  and  geography  in  13,000  schools, 
and  those  two  subjects  at  present  seem  to 
carry  almost  all  before  them.  History  is 
taught  in  only  1,800  schools,  and  elemen- 
tary science  in  788  schools,  as  against 
173  in  the  previous  year  which 
shows  a  considerable  increase.  I  do 
not  venture  to  say  what  are  the 
respective  merits  of  these  subjects  ;  but 
I  may  say  that  it  was  very  wise  of  the 
late  Vice  President  to  make  English  and 
grammar  a  voluntary  rather  than  a  com- 
pulsory subject,  for,  in  the  hands  of  a 
bad  teacher  who  really  did  not  know  bow 
to  teach  it,  I  doubt  whether  it  would  be 
of  very  much  advantage  to  the  children. 
Of  course,  a  great  number  of  the  older 
teachers  are  accustomed  and  will  con- 
tinue to  teach  the  subject ;  but  I  am  glad 
that  it  is  open  to  the  teachers  and 
managers  to  choose  geography  and  his- 
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tory,    or     geography     and     elementary 
science,  or  history  and  elementary  science; 
and,  for  my  own  part,  I  hope  that  many 
will  see  that  unless  they  can  be  sure  that 
English  and  grammar  are  being  tangfat 
in  a  really  intelligent  manner,  so  as  to  be 
a  good  logical  exercise,  they  are  better 
not  taught  at  all.      Geography  is  much 
more  easy  to  be  taught  with  fair  results, 
and  I  hope  that  elementary  science  will 
by   degrees    be  much   more  frequently 
taught    than    hitherto.       It     has    been 
drafted  and  arranged  in  the  Code  so  that 
in  our  country  schools  it  can  be  used  in 
order  to  give  simple  elementary  instrne- 
tion  in  agricultural  matters  to  the  childrsD 
— instruction  about  animals,  bees,  gard^i* 
ing,  food-plants,  and  the  use  of  tools — 
and  we  must  feel  that  teaching  of  that 
sort,  tilling  of  things  they  meet  in  their 
daily  life,  comes  home  to  the  children  ia 
our  country  schools  and  is  very  valaable. 
In  trying  to  improve  the  intelligenne  of 
teaching  work   we  have   in  Wales    en- 
couraged the  use  of  the  language,  which 
in    the     Welsh-speaking     district      tbt 
children  use  at  home,   as  a  vehicle  for 
obtaining  a  better  knowledge  of  English. 
I  must  say,  from  my  own   experience, 
and  from  what  Inspectors  have  told  me, 
that  by  teaching   with   the  Webb  and 
English  side  by  side,  in  double-coImnB 
books,  so  that  the  children  have  before 
them  the  language  that  they  know  and 
the  language  that  they  wish  to  learn,  a 
more  intelligent  knowledge  of  English  i» 
obtained.     In  all  these  matters  we  do  no* 
like     to     have     parrot-like    children — 
glorified  parrots — reading  by  note.     We 
want    to     see     the     children      reading 
intelligently,  and  thoroughly  understand- 
ing what  they  read.     In  the  higher  sob^ 
jects  the  increase  is  slow.     I  wish,  in- 
stead  of  having  90,000   children    pre- 
sented, we  had  a  great  deal  more  in  these 
subjects.     The  great  object  shonid  be  to 
try  by  degrees  to  keep  our  children  longer 
at  school.     With  regard  to  the   geDctml 
curriculum,  the  wisest  course,  I  thinks  » 
to  leave  it  to  the  managers  and  teiM^hen 
to  work  it  out  as  they  think  best  in  tbeir 
own  way.     Therefore,  I  do  not  intmd, 
in  oflfering  these  remarks  on  the  snbjeet* 
to  say  anything  in  the  way  of  dtreetioB 
as  to  what  they  ought   to  do.     Then 
are,  however,  two  or  three  suggevtioes 
which    I   would  make«     I   think    tlwl, 
while     we     are     developing,    I     l>opt 
intelligently,   the  mental   work  of  oar 
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children  in  the  schools,  we  should  not 
forget  the  great  importaucey  espectalij  in 
tofms,  of  developing  the  body  as  well  as 
(he  mind.  We  ought  to  call  upon  the 
managers  of  our  schools  as  far  as  possible 
io  bear  in  mind  the  great  importance  <A 
physical  exercise.  Gymnastics, ,  where- 
erer  possible,  ought  to  be  encouraged, 
whether  in  the  simplest  form  in  our 
infant  schools  or  in  a  more  developed 
form  in  our  playgrounds.  As  one  of  our 
Inspectors  has  very  wisely  said — 

^  If  yoa  teach  gymnastics  in  some  of  our 
larger  towns  nnder  the  hands  of  a  really  skilled 
teskcher*  it  is  better  than  the  mere  mechanical 
work  of  military  drill,  or,  perhaps,  of  any  form 
of  drill." 

An  hon.  Friend  in  this  House  told  me 
the  other  day  that  an  intelligent  working- 
man  said  to  him,  ^*  You  would  turn  our 
children  into  tadpoles — all  head  and  no 
body."      The   only   way   to   avert   any 
tendency  in  that  direction  is  to  pay  con- 
stant  attention   to  giving  the    children 
enoogh  fresh  air  in  the  intervals  between 
the  hours  of  school,  to  increase  gymnastics 
in  the  school  and  playground,  and  to  do 
what  many  teachers  do  encourage— the 
playing  of    cricket    and    football,    and 
swimming,  if  possible  on  Saturdays,  or 
whenever  there  are  opportunities  for  it. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  time   when 
the  children  received  the  most  serious 
check  in  many  of  our   schools   is  when 
they  pass  from  the  infant  schools  to  the 
lowest  standard.   In  the  best  infant  schools 
iM  Spent  the  happiest  time  of  their  lives 
— when  at  the  age  of  six  or  seven  they 
reach  the  top  of  the  infant  school.  When 
they  pass   into  the   lower  schools  they 
may  fall  into  the  hands  of  teachers  not 
the  most  skilled,  and  have  to  go  through 
rontine  teaching  of  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,     and     the     l>eginnings     of 
^pwmmar,  geography,  and  so  on.     In  the 
beat  of  our  London  schools  great   pains 
are  taken  to  carry  on  under  an  admirable 
0jllabns  the  intelligODt  teaching  of  object- 
leesons   in    a   way   which   the   children 
thoroughly  enjoy.     I  hope  the  time  will 
oome  when — ^I  do  not  say  immediately— 
in  return  for  a  higher  grant,  means  will 
be  taken  to  carry  on  in  the  older  schools 
amongst  children  of  seven  or  eight  some 
of  the  work  at  present  done  so  well  in 
the    infant   schools.     I   am   assured    by 
masters  and  mistresses  that  an  hour  or 
two  a   week  of   this  intelligent   object- 
leenoo   teaching,  so  far  from  interfering 


with  or  taking  away  from  the  effective- 
ness of  the  general  instruction  given  in 
the  school  has  the   contrary   result,  and 
that  once  it  is  tried  masters  will  not  give 
it  up  even  if  they  are  asked.      Then,  as 
regards  the  country  districts,  I  hope  that 
by  degrees    we  shall   find  more  oppoi*- 
tunities     of     sending     travelling     and 
organising  teachers  around  to  the  infant 
schools    to    help  and   encourage   school  ' 
teachers,  who  seldom  now  get  persons  to 
help  and  encourage  and  advise  them  in 
developing  and  improving  their  work.     I 
now  pass  from  the  children  to  the  build- 
ings  in  which  they    live    during    their 
school  hours.     This  subject  has  been  one 
which  has  excited  a  good  deal  of  interest 
I  believe,  and,  certainly,  it  has  been  the 
subject  of  two  Debates  in  another  place. 
A  Circular  was  sent  round  by  me  asking 
for  a  statistical  inquiry  into  the  general 
condition,  and    especially    the   sanitary 
condition,  of  our  schools,  and  I  have,  on 
the  whole,  very  good  testimony  from  per- 
sons   who    do    not    agree    with  me  in 
politics  that  the  action  taken  by    the  In- 
spectors has  been  of  a  fair  and  reasonable 
kind.     If  it  is  asked  why  that  action  has 
been   taken,   and   why   I    am    develop- 
ing    the    work    of     improving     school 
buildings   in   which  the   children  spend 
their    lives,    my     answer    is,    first     of 
all,   because   the   Code   which   has    the 
force  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  demands 
it.     The  Code  says  that,  before  giving 
grants  to   schools,  the  Department  must 
be    satisfied  that  the    school    buildings 
are    properly     warmed,     drained,     and 
ventilated,  supplied  with  suitable  offices, 
and  containing  sufficient  accommodation 
for  the  scholars  attending  the   schools. 
The   Department    have    for  years  been 
more    or   less   trying  to  carry  out  that 
object.     What  I    have    read  applies   to 
town  and  country  schools  alike,  but  what 
I  am  now  going  to  read  applies  to  country 
schools.     On  the  first  introduction  of  the 
Education  Bill  of  the  late   Government 
something   was  said  about  the  surplus. 
A  grant  that  is  equivalent  to  about  3d. 
a  week  per  child  was  given  to  schools 
where  the  fee  was  only  about  Id.  or  2d. 
That  left  a  considerable  balance,  and  it 
was    said   that    it   would    go    into    the 
pockets  of  the  country  clergymen.     The 
late  Vice  President  of  the  Council  said — 

"  The  hon.  Member  has  made  a  large  assump- 
tion when  he  suggests  that  the  money  will  go 
int<>clergymen*s  pockets.    The  first  duty  of  the 
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Bdncation  Department,  however,  will  be  to 
secure  greater  effort  in  all  these  country  schools; 
and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  prepared  to 
pledge  myself  and  the  Department  that,  if  this 
measure  is  passed,  the  educational  condition  of 
country  schools  must  be  improved,  and  the  ex- 
cuse of  poverty  will  no  longer  be  permitted." 

If  I  had  used  those  words  I  should  have 
been  considered  an  extremely  cruel  per- 
son, lu  the  uext  place,  the  Inspectors 
have  been  calling  upon  me,  as  they  have 
called  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend,  to  try 
and  press  on  improvements.  One  Inspector 
writes  that — 

•  "  Clothes  are  often  hung  round  the  school- 
room or  packed  closely  in  passages  with  great 
danger  or  infection." 

Another  Inspector  says — 

^  Thus  the  biennial  period  has  been  by  no 
means  barren  of  results  ;  but  the  number  of 
rural  schools  that  are  badly  built,  devoid  of 
lavatories  and  cloak-rooms,  or  defective  in  regard 
to  ventilation  and  warming  is  still  very  laige, 
and  some  of  them  are  systematically  over- 
crowded for  many  months  in  the  year.  The 
town  schools  are  much  more  satisfactory  as  a 
rule." 

Another  Inspector  says — 

**  One  shudders  at  the  recollection  of  num- 
bers of  little  children  crowded  together  in 
places  with  an  exhausted  and  poisonous  air  and 
little  light.  What  but  harm  can  follow  in  such 
circumstances  ?  But  this  is  not  uncommon  ;  in 
varying  degrees  it  is  of  frequent  occurrence,  and 
will  continue  until  strenuous  measures  are 
taken  to  abate  the  evil.  In  several  schools 
which  I  visited  wilh  Mr.  Freeland  the  state  of 
things  in  this  respect  was  horrible." 

Then  he  says — 

'*  Some  i>er8ons  say  that  these  schools  are 
quite  as  sanitary  as  the  homes  of  the  children. 
The  refutation  seems  as  obvious  as  unanswer- 
able— that  the  homes  of  the  children  are  not 
satisfactory,  and  cannot  be  the  measure  of  what 
their  schools  should  be.  Much  of  their  home 
life  is  an  open-air  life,  and  escapes  much  of  the 
bad  effects  of  the  indoor  conditions  of  their 
houses.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  would 
tsa  prefer  to  see  the  children  playing  in  the  streets 
than  cabined  in  some  of  the  miserable  places 
that  go  by  the  name  of  schools.  If  the  nation 
com))eIs  its  children  to  go  to  school,  it  incurs 
the  responsibility  of  freeing  that  they  are  pro- 
vided with  accommodation  in  which  their  health 
can  be  maintained  in  vigour.  The  new  Ck)de 
has  in  this  matter  taken  great  strides  ahead." 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Where  does  that  come  from  ? 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
What  is  the  name  of  the  Inspector  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  The  Inspector  is 
Mr.  Cowan],  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  the 
observations  I  have  quoted  were  published 
in  the  Report  of  1891-2. 

Mr,  At  land 


Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  What  dwtriet 
does  he  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  Lancashire.  Anoihflr 
Inspector  says  that  the  want  of  cloak* 
rooms  and  class-rooms  and  offioes  is 
a  serious  drawback  in  various  places. 
The  Inspectors,  it  will  be  admitted,  are 
an  impartial  body  of  persons,  and  they  are 
not  dealing  with  one  set  of  schools  as 
compared  with  others.  One  says  that 
some  of  the  worst  schools  are  schools 
taken  over  by  School  Boards  manj 
years  since.  Of  coiurse,  it  is  only  to  a 
certain  number  of  schools  that  these  re- 
marks will  apply,  because  there  are  a 
great  many  admirable  schools.  But,  so 
far  as  they  do  apply,  they  apply  to  the 
schools  of  all  classes  alike — Bcwrd  schools 
Church  schools,  Roman  Catholic,  and 
British  and  Wesleyan  schools.  On 
Jamiary  9,  1892,  not  very  long  after  the 
passing  of  my  right  hon.  Friend^s  Edoea- 
tion  Act,  The  School  Guardian 


^  Unfortunately,  many  of  our  school  boiMingi 
were  designed  at  a  period  when  the  Uiws  of 
health  were  imperfectly  understood  and  whei 
the  external  conditions  of  a  sound  and  effecttfe 
education  were  scarcely  considered.  Notunfre^ 
quently  the  sites  were  ill-cboeen  ;  the  drainsfe 
is  often  imperfect ;  the  lighting  is,  occasiotiall^p^ 
so  deficient  or  ill-oontrived  as  to  he  prodoctiTe 
of  constant  discomfort  and  injurious  both  to 
sight  and  to  healthy  bodily  development  ;  tht 
ventilation  is  sometimes  utterly  inadequate, 
sometimes  effected  in  the  crudest  ways  ;  lava-^ 
tories  and  cloak-rooms  are  too  often  con^iicaoai 
by  their  absence ;  the  offices  are  sometimes  ia* 
judiciously  placed,  insufficient  in  point  of 
number,  and  imperfectly  separated  ;  ant  I  play* 
grounds  are  not  always  proportioned  to  the  mm 
of  the  school.  We  are  &r  from  snggesdnfr  thai 
all  these  defects  are  to  be  foumi  in  the  sasM 
schools,  or  that  they  are  of  common  occurrence ; 
but,  wherever  they  exists  they  call  for  attentios 
and  remedy.  This  is  not  a  mere  mattes'  of 
State  requirements,  but  of  health,  comfnct, 
efficiency,  and,  in  a  lar^  sense,  of  moralitj 
also." 

Of  course.  Lord  Crosses  Royal  ConunissioQ 
called  attention  to  the  need  that  the 
State  should  be  more  exacting  in  re- 
quiring for  the  children  a  proper  ataovot 
of  air  and  space,  and  suitable  premi^kef 
and  the  like,  and  after  this  Circalar 
issued  the  following  remarks  were 
The  Bishop  of  Loudon  said  that,  ia 
consequence  of  the  demand  of  the  Ed  a* 
cation  Department,  ^  au  emergeocy  hm 
come  upon  iis,^*  but  that  the  demand  is 
^a  just  demand,  a  righteous 
The  Bishop  of  Rochester  »aid  it 
to  him  that  the  demand  ^^is  fairatMl  n^ 
in  principle.*"    Aml,again,tbe  OfmimiHii 
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of  the  London  Diocesan  Board  of  Educa- 
tion said  the  requirements  were  '^  reason- 
able,^' while  at  the  Congress  of  Church 
School  Teachers  at  Eastbourne  there 
were  many  things  said  to  a  similar  effect. 
Finally,  I  find  the  officials  of  two  Church 
Societies  saj  that  in  no  single  case  can 
thej  saj  that  the  Department  has  been 
in  the  least  degree  harsh.  Their  onlj 
surprise  is  that  some  of  the  abominations 
ordered  to  be  removed  have  so  long  been 
tolerated,  and  they  think  that  the  autho- 
rities would  have  been  culpable  had  they 
not  done  so  promptly.  For  my  own  part, 
it  seems  to  me  there  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  misunderstanding  about  this, 
which  really  is  a  continuing  work  that 
has  been  going  on  from  year  to  year. 
There  was  a  letter  written  by  "A 
Perplexed  Parson"  to  The  Times  the 
other  day,  in  which  he  said  of  the  school 
which  he  found  that 

"  There  are  no  drains  to  speak  of ;  the  whole 
place  reeks  with  sewage  gas, ' 

that  the  provision  in  the  way  of  offices 
was  utterly  insanitary,  that 

"The    floors    are    uneven,    the   desks    old- 
Cashioned  and  bad,  the  roof  leaking,*' 
and  that 

**  When  the  medical  officer  of  health  comes 
he  will  certainly  close  the  school." 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Is  it  anony- 
mous  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  is  an  anonymous 
letter^  but  The  Times  must  have  been 
satisfied  as  to  the  bonajides  of  the  writer 
or  it  would  not  have  inserted  it. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft)  :  Is  it  a  London  school  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  another  anony- 
mous letter  in  The  Times  of  to-day  he 
will  see  that  the  writer  is  perfectly  well 
aware  of  the  school  which  is  dealt  with 
in  the  letter  in  question.  If  any  of  us 
were  to  hear  that  any  of  our  children 
were  at  a  school  which  could  be  so  de- 
scribed, what  should  we  do  ?  I  think  I 
know  what  most  of  us  would  do. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  satisfied  as  to  the  bona  fides 
of  the  case  ? 

Mb-  ACLAND:  The  letter  is 
written  by  "  A  Perplexed  Parson."  It 
was  inserted  on  July  27th  in  The  Times^ 
which,  I  presume,  satisfied  itself  about 
the  w^riter  and  the  bona  fides  of  the 
case. 


Sir  R.  TEMPLE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  whether  The 
Times  investigated  the  genuineness  of 
the  case? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  refer  to  another  letter  which 
appears  in  The  Times  of  to-day,  written 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  London  Diocesan 
Society,  I  think  he  will  see  that  he 
knows  the  school.  If  we  spend 
£6,000,000  on  the  education  of  the 
children,  and  if  we  ask  from  the  Boards 
and  the  managers  that  they  should  find 
the  buildings  and  the  apparatus,  I  think 
we  must  insist  on  doing  what  previous 
Governments  have  done  ;  in  the  words 
of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion— 

*'  The  State  may  well  be  more  exacting  in  re- 
qairing  the  proper  amount  of  space,  air,  play- 
groond,"  and  so  on,  ^  within  reasonable  limits 
of  time." 

Those  very  words   are  contained  in  the 
Circular  No.  321.     Before  I  leave  the 
question  of  buildings  and  provision  made 
in  buildings,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
upon  one  or  two  points.     There  are  only 
one   in  four  of    our  schools  that  have 
school  libraries.    I  think  there  is  no  way 
in    which     generous-minded     men    and 
women  could   more  freely   spend    their 
money  with  the  certainty  of  the  money 
being  well  spent  than  in  giving  school 
libraries   to   our  children.     When   it    is 
asked  — "  What      books       should      be 
lent     to     the     children  ?  "       I     would 
say  —  "  If     you      have      children      of 
your  own,  find  out  what  books  they  like, 
and  you  may  be  sure  that  they  will  be 
the  books  that  will  be  best  appreciated  in 
the  Board  schools.**     There   is  nothing 
we  should  be  more  anxious  about  than 
that  when  children  learn  to   read  they 
should    have    good    and     healthy     and 
interesting     books     to    read     at     their 
own      homes,      instead     of     much     of 
the      trash       so       widely      circulated. 
As   to  making   our  schools  bright   and 
plensant    places,    some    very    excellent 
work  has  been  done  by  certain  Associa- 
tions in  the  way  of  providing,  cheaply 
and  reasonably,  pictures  to  hang  on  the 
walls  of  the  school.     I  wbh  to  speak  in 
the  highest  terms  of  the  work  of  these 
Associations.     There   is  one  thing   left 
out  of  sight  even  by  them,  however,  an 
that  is  that  in  many  of  our  schools  therd 
is  a  large  portion  of  the  wall,  about  foue 
or  ^\Q  or  six  feet  down  from  the  roofr 
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K^hich  cannot  be  occupied  by  the.  smaller 
pictures  or  naaps  or  diagrams,  .or  any- 
thing connected  with  teaching  but 
which  might  very  well  be  occupied  by 
artistic  designs  on  a  large  scal^,  so  as  to 
give  pleasure  to  the  children  while  inside 
the  school.  There  are  many  of  our 
artists  at  South  Kensington  sincerely  in- 
terested in  this  subject.  One  of  them, 
whose  able  illustrations  of  children's 
books  are  so  well  known,  has  drawn  for 
me  several  sets  of  pictures,  illustrative 
of  historical  and  other  subjects,  and  I 
should  be  happy  to  show  them  to  any 
hon.  Member  desiring  to  inspect  them. 
Now  I  would  say  a  word  about  free  edu- 
cation. Since  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office  an  important  section  of 
the  Act  has  come  mto  operation.  It 
may  be  remembered  that  by  the  Act  it 
was  provided,  first  of  all,  tliat  sphools 
which  charged  less  than  3d.  a  week 
should  be  free  right  off.  As  to  those 
which  charged  more  than  dd.,  they  might 
take  the  ,dd.,  and  charge  the  balance — 
that  is  to  say,  supposing  they  charged 
6d.  they  could  continue  to  charge  dd. 
But  that  arrangement  only  went  on 
under  the  Act  for  12  months,  and  on  and 
after  September  1,  1892,  any  parent  who 
was  paying  this  extra  3d.  might  ask  for 
a  free  place  as  an  absolute  right.  It  has 
been  my  duty  to  make  that  known  to 
teachers.  On  the  one  hand,  it  has  been 
necessary  to  make  that  known ;  on  the 
other,  it  has  been  equally  necessary  to 
make  it  known  that  there  is  no  compul- 
sion on  voluntary  schools  in  the  matter, 
though  a  great  many  of  those  schools 
have,  as  I  think  wisely,  set  their  schools 
free  altogether.  Of  course,  in  a  parish 
where  there  is  only  one  school,  and  that 
a  voluntary  school,  and  the  managers 
will  not  provide  free  places,  the  ultimate 
result  would  be  the  setting  up  of  a 
School  Board  in  order  to  supply 
the  free  education  which  the  parents 
have  a  right  to  for  their  chUdren. 
I  have  received  many  letters  from 
parents  asking  for  free  places.  Even 
6d.  a  week  for  two  or  three  children  is 
often  a  heavy  burden  in  the  weekly 
budget  of  a  man  who  may  be  out  of 
work  or  employed  at  low  wages,  and  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  more  and  more 
schools  that  now  charge  fees  will  ulti- 
mately be  made  free,  so  that  parents 
may  not  have  to  ask  for  consideration  or 
may  not  feel  that  there  is  any  distinction 

Mr.  Aaland 


between    non-fee-paying  and  fee-paying 
children.     That,  of    course,  is   not    dek 
manded  by  the  Act,  and  the  proper  conrse 
of  the   Department  is  to   work  the  Act 
fairly       and      reasonably.       [Viscoiiiit 
Cbanbornb  :  Hear,  hear !]     I  venture 
to  say  it  has  been  so  '  worked  by  me  7 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  will  show  me  that 
it  has    not  been  so  worked  I  diall  be 
obliged   to    him.     In    some  places  this 
subject  has  been  taken  up  very  strongly, 
and  there  is  no  more  notable  case  thaa 
that  of  York.     In  the  case  of  York  we 
received  Petitions    from    5,000  parents 
asking  for  free  education  for  their  chil- 
dren,  and    stating   that  they  could  not 
obtain  it  in  the  existing  schools.     The 
result  has   been   that  the  York  School 
Board  has  been  called  upon  to  deal  with 
the  matter ;  and  they   are  building  one 
school  for  1,500  children,  and  are  about 
to  build  a  second  so  as  to  provide  8,000 
free  places.     The  supply  of  books  was 
raised  the  other  day  by  a  question  pot 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  point  has 
been  brought  into  prominence  by   the 
working  of  the  Act.     For  some  time  the 
questions  of  fees  and  books  were  mixed 
up.     It  was  then  laid  down  that  where 
the    fees    were    less    than  3d.   a  week 
it      would     be     illegal     to     nuike     a. 
charge  for   books.       It  was    also   soon 
discovered  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  of  1870  and  the  Code  of  1890,  it  was 
not  possible  to  make  a  charge  for  books 
a  condition  of  entering  any  school  what- 
ever.    As  long  as  the  fee  might  be  sup- 
posed to  cover  or  be  combined  with  a 
charge  for  books,  the  question  did  not 
arise  in  the  way  it  does  since  September 
1.     The  words  in  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
Code  of  1890  as  to  the  proper  provision 
in  schools  of  furniture,  books,  maps,  and 
apparatus   make    it  absolutely   binding 
upon  managers  that  parents  who  do  not 
wish  to  pay  for  books  cannot  be  required 
to  do  so.      [Viscount  Cr  an  borne  :   Is 
that  under    Article    ^5  ?]      Yes ;    the 
words  were  added  in  the  Code  of  1890, 
which  brought  in  the  provision  of  furni- 
ture, books,  &c.     The  gratifying  increase 
of  scholars  in  our  schools  was  an  impor- 
tant fact.     We  expected  that  with  the 
abolition  of  fees  there  would  be  a  great 
increase  in  the  number  of  infant  scholars, 
because  mothers  would  send  infants  to  be 
taken  care  of ;  but  a  good  half  of  the 
increase  is  due  to  elder  scholars.     The 
attendance  of  the    younger  scholars   is 
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very  irregular,  but  the  atteudsnc^  of  the 
older  has  been  extremelj  good: — far  above 
any  average  hitherto  kno^u.  The  at- 
tendauce  of  iufauts  is  just  over  50  per 
cent. ;  that  of  tbe  older  scholars  is  92 
per  cent.y  which  is  oyer  the  average  of 
even  our  best  schools,  so  that  taking 
the  two  together  we  get  an  average  of 
77  per  cent.,  which  is  about  the  prdinary 
average  of  the  country.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  the  £5,000  a  year  which  has 
been  added  to  the  Pension  Fund  for 
teachers  has  been  of  the  highest  value, 
and  has  saved  us  for  the  moment  from 
the  painful  task  of  trying  to  judge  be- 
tween the  merits  of  a  large  number  of 
old  and  deserving  teachers.  We 
were  able  to  do  something  in  every 
ease,  except  where  there  was 
gome  question  of  character  or  other 
condition  that  made  it  impossible 
or  inexpedient  to  grant  a  pension.  In 
view  of  the  Resolution  of  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  pensions  for  teachers  a 
Committee  has  been  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
this  House  and  other  proposed  schemes. 
The  Committee  will  consist  of  five  per- 
sons— two  to  represent  the  Education 
Department,  two  skilled  skctuaries,  and 
one  to  represent  the  Treasury.  There 
are  other  points  on  which  I  have  received 
representations  from  teachers.  One  is 
that,  considering  the  severity  of  their 
work  in  many  schools,  they  feel  strongly 
they  ought  to  be  relieved  from  what  may 
be  called  extraneous  duties  which  may  be 
pkced  upon  them.  The  other  is  that 
they  would  like  to  feel  greater  security 
of  tenure  in  their  offices.  For  my  own 
part,  while  I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be 
inexpedient  that  the  Department  should 
be  made  a  court  of  appeal  in  all  these 
matters,  and  while  I  admit  t^at  teachers 
are  occasionally  unreasonably  dismissed 
— ^I  am  drawing  no  distinction  here 
between  small  School  Boards  and 
managers  of  voluntary  schools,  yet  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  their  legal  posi- 
tion with  reference  to  their  security  of 
tenare  should  be  improved.  We  have 
made  an  alteration  in  the  Code  with  re- 
ference to  the  position  of  organising 
teachers ;  and  we  hope  that  School 
Boards  and  voluntary  managers  will  do 
all  they  can  to  develop  this  work  under 
organising  teachers,  seeing  that  it  has 
been  so  useful  in  London  and  elsewhere 
and  that  it  is  so  helpful  to  pupil  teachers. 


The  day  Colleges  are  making  satisfactory 

f regress  in  towns  where  Universities  or 
Tniversity  Colleges  exist.  Many  of  ua 
are,  well  aware  of  the  advantage^  to  be 
gained  by  residence  in  a  College,  and  X 
am  glad  to  say  that  in  some  towns  where 
there  is  a  day  Training  College  pro visiop 
is  being  made  to  enable  s,tudents  to  live 
together  in  halls  or  hostels  so  that  they 
may  have  some  of  the  advantages  of 
residential  life  as  well  as  University 
teaching  and  training.  County  Councils 
are  doing  good  work  with  the  money  placed 
at  their  disposal,  and  certain  of  their 
classes  are  admirably  attended  by  younger 
teachers  in  the  hope  that  the  instruction 
they  receive  may  assist  them  in  doing 
their  school  work.  The  Universities 
gather  together  large  groups  of  teachers^ 
some  in  term  time  and  some  in  the  vaca- 
tion, and  so  in  a  friendly  way  help  them 
to  realise  what  University  life  really  is. 
Other  Bodies,  like  the  Teachers'  Guild, 
are  practically  breaking  down  the  barriers 
between  one  class  of  teachers  and  another, 
and  recognising  that  they  are  all  engaged 
in  the  same  noble  work  ;  and  no  body  of 
teachers  deserves  the  tribute  of  such  a 
recognition  more  than  the  teachers  who 
are  engaged  in  the  difficult  task  of  teach- 
ing the  children  of  the  working  classes 
in  our  towns.  If  it  were  possible  for 
one  moment  to  set  aside  questions  of 
religious  instruction  and  of  rated,  I  would 
say  that  what  almost  all  persons  who 
are  interested  in  education  feel  is  this  : 
that  we  want,  whether  in  town  or  coun- 
try, better  organisation  of  our  various 
schools.  In  the  countrv  districts  the 
area  of  many  a  School  Board  is  much  too 
contracted,  and  it  would  be  better  if  we 
could  merge  many  of  these  smaller  Boards 
into  one  Board  covering  a  larger  area. 
The  Boards  and  the  schools  would  gain 
by  such  concentration.  It  would  facili- 
tate the  better  organisation  of  teaching 
power,  and  it  would  reduce  the  costs  of 
I  separate  management.  I  do  not  want 
to  touch  the  question  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  Board  schools,  as  to  which  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  great  demand  for  an 
alteration  of  an  arrangement  made  by 
Mr.  Forster  in  1870.  From  information 
I  am  constantly  receiving  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  if  gentlemen  from  this  House 
or  from  outside  would  take  the  trouble 
to  go  into  some  of  the  larger  Board 
schools,  in  London  or  elsewhere,  in  the 
opening  hour  of  the  forenoon,  they  -would 
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at  least  see,  as  some  of  the  clerical  In- 
spectors report  from  personal  knowledge, 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  religious  instruc- 
tion that  is  given  in  these  schools  is  of  a 
reverent  and  earnest  character  within  the 
limits  which  are  laid  down  by  the  Act. 
Apart  from  this,  I  may  ask  this  question  : 
Where  should  we  be  now  were  it  not 
for  the  work  which  has  been  carried  out 
by  these  School  Boards  ?  There  would 
be  large  districts  where  the  children 
would  be  little  better  than  savages.  They 
would  be  like  the  district  in  Lancashire 
50  years  ago,  which  I  have  described. 
Take  the  case  of  Lambeth,  near  us  here. 
Five-sixths  of  the  children  are  in  those 
splendid  buildings  erected  by  the  School 
Board  and  only  one-sixth  are  in  volun- 
tary schools.  If  it  had  not  been  for  these 
schools  what  would  be  the  condition  of 
these  children  ?  There  is  one  other 
point  as  to  organisation.  I  refer  to  the 
provision  which  has  been  made  as  to  the 
blind,  the  deaf,  and  the  dumb  children  of 
London.  I  think  that  could  hardly  have 
been  done  except  by  the  Board.  It  has 
been  most  adequately  done,  and  I  am 
sure  that  both  sides  of  the  House  are 
delighted  at  the  provision  which  has  been 
made  for  these  unfortunate  children 
throughout  all  parts  of  the  country. 
There  is  another  class  of  children  of 
whom  I  would  speak,  who  are  not  idiots, 
but  who  show  a  deficiency  in  mental 
parts,  and  who  ought  not  to  be  pressed 
on  in  the  ordinary  way  in  which  ordinary 
children  are  pressed  in  the  ordinary 
schools,  but  who  ought  to  be  brought 
under  the  care  of  special  teachers,  who 
after  having  the  children  a  year  or  two 
under  their  care  send  them  back  to  the 
schools  from  which  they  came.  I  think 
that  work  is  being  admirably  done  in 
London,  and  that  vou  could  not  do  unless 
you  had  some  kind  of  Central  Authority. 
I  must  also  speak  of  the  Inspectors  who, 
carry  out  the  work  of  the  Department 
throughout  the  country.  I  think  I  may 
say  this  :  that  the  Department  have  a 
very  difficult  and  delicate  task  to  carry 
out ;  I  was  going  to  say  almost  as  diffi- 
cuh  a  task  as  the  Irish  Office  has  to 
carry  out.  It  has  to  administer  what  is 
a  dual  system  of  the  greatest  delicacy, 
and  the  Inspectors  carry  out  their  work 
with  the  greatest  tact.  I  think  I  may 
say  that  our  Inspectors  are  becoming 
more  and  more  fitted  for  their  work. 
They  are  becoming  more  and  more  the 
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friends  of  the  teachers,  and  thai  is  what 
the  Inspector  ought  to  be.  In  proportioo 
as  the  Inspector  becomes  the  friend  of 
the  teachers  he  is  better  qualified  to 
carry  out  his  duties.  I  have  only  a  fern- 
words  to  say  about  the  Department.  I 
may  say  in  99  out  of  100 — ^I  may  e'ven 
even  say  in  999  out  of  1,000 — ^it  came* 
out  its  work  without  consideration  fen-  the 
particular  Party  which  may  be  in  power. 
I  did  not  shrink  from  any  kind  of  attack 
or  criticism  of  any  policy  of  my  own ; 
but  I  do  not  shrink  from  making  an 
appeal  not  so  much  to  those  Member? 
opposite  as  to  others  who  in  times  of 
difficulty  may  find  fault  with  some  pirt 
of  our  work.  The  enormous  bulk  of 
the  work  is  carried  on  in  a  regubr 
way.  I  venture  to  say  that  do  good 
school  has  received  any  trouble  at  the 
present  time  or  under  any  Govemineiit 
whatever.  When  things  are  done  in  i 
businesslike  manner  the  Department 
gives  the  minimum  amount  of  trouble. 
In  some  cases  there  was  a  sort  of  ide* 
that  some  of  the  criticism   was   reallT 

• 

caused  by  the  feeling  of  the  particiibu- 
Govemment  in  power  ;  and  a  good  deil 
of  the  work  of  our  Inspectors  and  official* 
is  hampered  and  crippled  by  having  to 
explain  questions  put  to  them  on  Hbk 
most  trivial  points,  whilst  there  eeem^  to 
be  a  not  unnatural  sensitiveness  wfaieh 
leads  to  a  complete  misinterpretation  of 
the  work  the  Department  lias  in  hani 
As  to  political  criticisms,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  my  Predecessor. 
will  agree  than  there  have  been  woo- 
derful  suspicions  about  him,  which  irere 
entirely  inaccurate.  I  do  not  ask  for 
a  bit  more  than  he  might  have  asked 
for  in  his  position.  Last  year  tiM 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  tone 
allusion  to  intermediate  eduoatioiL 
I  hope  we  are  going  to  do  something  for 
our  evening  schools.  We  wish  to  gtre 
them  as  much  freedom  as  ther  eao 
demand.  We  wish  to  give  them  eUtr 
ticity  to  do  that  which  they  think  bast 
There  has  been  added  various  mattcRb 
including  one  about  the  *^  duties  of  citi- 
zens,*' which  received  some  friendly  ani 
amusing  criticism  on  Friday  night  dnriaf 
the  Debate  on  the  Scotch  Vote«  Aa  b* 
that,  I  can  only  say  that  I  was  thoroogU; 
aware  it  was  open  to  a  good  deal  vf 
criticism,  but  I  think  the  syliaboft  wa»*^ 
drawn  that  it  was  free  from  politka' 
partisanship.     I   think   it  was  a  walK 
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known  Cambridge  Professor  who  said  if 
we  give  the  people  the  vote  wei^ught  to 
try  to  instruct  our  children  so  that  they 
may  understand  something  about  the 
rights  and  duties  of  citizens. 

"Otherwise,"  he  saiU,  "you  pve  them  these 
responsibilities  ami  you  make  no  effort  what- 
ever to  prepare  them." 

Just  as  Sydney  Smith  said  when  he  was 
going  to  review  a  book,  he  would  not 
read  it  lest  he  might  get  an  undue  bias 
against  it.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  on  the  subject.  There  are 
many  rival  authorities,  and  I  only  hope 
that  those  who  feel  strongly  as  to  their 
own  claims  will  do  all  they  can  to  har- 
monise their  ideas  in  order  that  we  may 
combine.  In  Wales  the  Intermediate 
Education  Act  has  done  great  service. 
There  are  a  great  many  schools  there 
which  have  been  brought  into  being 
through  that  Act,  and  which  will  be  of 
infinite  benefit  to  the  Welsh  people,  who 
are  now  better  off  in  the  secondary  system 
than  any  other  part  of  the  country. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  London  County 
Council,  which  for  some  time  took  no 
part  in  spending  the  local  taxation  money, 
has  now  taken  up  the  work  in  earnest. 
There  is  one  recommendation  made  as  to 
London  education  made  to  the  London 
County  Council  by  a  \ery  able  gentleman, 
as  to  supplying  museums  and  oGjecta  to 
assist  in  teaching  art  and  science,  and  he 
suggests  that  it  may  be  possible  to  hand 
over  Bethnal  Green  Museum  to  the 
London  County  Council  under  certain 
conditions.  This  Museum  was  provided 
in  1866  at  the  request  of  the  inhabitants 
of  East  London,  who  themselves  presented 
the  site,  receiving  from  the  Government 
of  the  day  a  large  portion  of  the  buildings. 
I  have  only  to  say  this :  that  if  the  County 
Council  should  desire  to  have  the  site 
and  the  buildings  handeil  over  to  them 
on  reasonable  conditions  the  Government 
will  be  happy  to  meet  them  in  a  reason- 
able way.  We  are  asking  for  a  large 
sum  of  money.  I  will  only  say  that  this 
money  can  only  be  well  spent  where  there 
is  real  co-operation  between  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Education  Department  and 
the  managers  of  Board  and  voluntary 
schools  and  the  teachers  and  the  children 
themselves.  I  am  assured  that  we  are 
getting  that  co-operation  ;  but  of  one 
thing  I  am  more  and  more  certain — that 
we  are  livinjj  in  times  of  real  educational 
progress.      There    is    a    desire  for  more 
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economy  and  opportunity  to  give  children 
every  possible  chance  of  displaying  their 
talents  in  the  best  possible  way.  Our 
system  of  education  is  becoming  more 
elastic  and  more  efficient  to  bring  out  the 
capacity  of  the  children  ;  and  the  Depart- 
ment will  continue,  as  it  has  been  doing, 
to  aim  at  the  efficiency  and  the  co-opera- 
tion of  all  those  with  whom  it  has  to 
work.  If  we  ask  for  an  increased  sum 
it  may  be  said  that  our  only  enemy  is 
the  Treasury.  I  am  never  afraid  of  a 
debate  with  the  Treasury  on  this  subject ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  Trea- 
sury will  raise  no  objection  to  an  ex- 
penditure which  will  make  the  workers 
of  the  country,  on  whom  so  much  of  the 
welfare  of  the  nation  depends,  skilful 
and  intelligent.  The  more  we  spend  in 
that  direction  the  more  certain  it  is  that 
the  good  of  the  country  will  increase. 
Therefore,  in  proposing  this  grant  to  the 
Committee,  I  feel  certain  that  there  is  no 
Vote  on  our  Estimates  which  will  meet 
more  fully  with  the  approval  of  this 
House  and  the  nation  which  this  House 
represents. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  €3,894,718,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  tluring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  18JM,  for  Public  Edu- 
cation in  England  and  Wales,  including  Ex- 
penses of  the  Education  Office  in  London/' — 
(J/r.  A  eland.) 

•Sir  W.  hart-dyke  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  may  be  allowetl  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  Vote  which  has 
been  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  a  speech  upon  which  wc  can 
all  congratulate  him.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  evidently  has  at  heart  the 
work  in  which  he  is  engaged,  and  I 
know  from  experience  how  engrossing 
that  work  is.  Though  it  may  be  that  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  whole  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  regards  edu- 
cation, I  can  say  of  the  speech  he  has 
made  this  evening  that  it  was  a  good 
speech  in  the  cause  of  education,  made  by 
a  man  who  has  that  cause  earnestly  at 
heart.  From  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  seem  to  be 
making  serious  advances  on  the  right 
road  as  reganls  the  eilucation  of  our  little 
ones.  Many  of  us  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  may  still  regret  that  the  attendance 
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of   children   does  not   como   up  to    the 
average  which  it  ought  to  reach  ;    but  I 
agree   with   the   view  of   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  is  more  to  be  done 
in  that  direction    by  making  the  schools 
healthy  and  attractive  than  by  exercising 
the  compulsory  powers  ;  and  it  is  a  satis- 
faction  for  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  the  Free  Education  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  1891,  has  had   the  good  result 
of  increasing   the  attendance  of  children 
at  school.     I  do  not  propose  to  touch  on 
all  the  topics  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  he  mentioned  one  or  two 
very    important    matters    to    which      I 
desire  to  allude.      I  think  we  have  all 
reason  to  congratulate  ourselves  on  the 
earnest  way  in  which  cookery  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  girls  in  our  schools.       I 
hold  the  view  that  it  is  of  the  most  vital 
importance   that   this   matter   should  be 
looked  after  by  managers  of  schools,  for 
I  am  sure  that  a  home  which  is  looked 
after  by  a  good  housewife — who  under- 
stands   the    cookery    and    the    internal 
economy  of  a  home — is  much  more  likely 
to  keep  the  workers  at  home  at  night  and 
help  the  cause  of  sobriety  than  some  of 
those  measures  of  a  more  drastic  character 
which   I   have   always   opposed  in  this 
House.       The  right  hon.   Gentleman  in- 
tends  to   raise    the   age   of   compulsory 
school  attendance  by  one  year.       There, 
again,    I    must     commend    the    change 
proposed    by    the    right     hon.    Gentle- 
man.      I  really  believe    that   the   time 
has  arrived  when  such   a   measure  can 
safely   become   law.       The   great   diffi- 
culty we  have  to  contend  with  is  what  to 
do  with  the  sharp  children — those  who 
run      quickly      through      the      various 
standards,     and     thereby    increase     the 
dangerous  interval  between  the  time  they 
leave  school  and  the  time  they  are  use- 
fully engaged  in  employment ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  we   decrease    by   one   year   that 
dangerous   interval    it    will    be   a   great 
advantage    gained.       I    was   also    glad 
to    hear     the     right     hon.     Gentleman 
say    that   he    was   about    to   make   the 
taking  of  an  extra  subject  compulsory. 
When  I  was  in  Office  I  urged,  especially 
on  country  school  managers,   the  neces- 
sity for  taking  these  extra  subjects,  and 
the  reply  always  made  was — '*  It  is  all 
very  well  ;  but  our  curriculum  takes  up 
all  our  time,  and   we  cannot  engage  to 
enlarge  it."     The  right   hon.  Gentleman 
suggests    that  this    difficulty   might    be 
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obviated  by  neglecting  the  teaching  of 
grammar^     I,  for  one,  have  never   been 
able  to  see  the  great  importance  of  teach- 
ing grammar.     I  remember,  when  I  wa* 
a     little     fellow,     a     very     intelligeDt 
governess  teaching  me  grammar,  and  I 
remember  that  I  shirked  every  effort  iu 
the  direction  of  mastering  it.     I  believe 
most    young   fellows   do    the  same.     If 
children  were  taught  how  to  read  intelli- 
gently    and    write    well    tliey     would 
soon    pick  up  enough    of  grammar    to 
enable  them  to  get  through  life.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  at    very 
great  length  to  a  matter  of  some  in){K>rt- 
ance    as    regards    the    futures    of     our 
schools — namely,  the  Circular  which  he 
has  issued  to  managers  with  regard  to 
the   state  of  school  buildings.     Haviog 
commended  all  the  efforts  of  my  right  boiu 
Friend  up  to  this   point,  I  must  tell  him 
that  I  and  those  who  sit  on  these  Benche* 
have  noticed  a  growing  feeling  of  di*- 
satisfaction   amongst    the   managers    of 
voluntary  schools  with  the  policy  of  the 
Education   Department   since  the   right 
hon.   Gentleman   has   taken    Office.      1 
mention  this  in  plain  language,   becau;»6 
it  is  always  best  that  there  should  be  do 
ambiguity  about  these  matters.  Indeed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  indicated  that  be 
expected  that  something  in  the  way  of  • 
criticism  of  his  policy  would  come  from 
tliese  Benches.     I  may  say  that  I  have 
always   endeavoured    to    separate   tbera 
great    educational   questions    from    the 
sphere   of   Party   politics.      I    think   it 
would  be  an  evil  day  for  education  if  such 
a  state  of  things  should  prevail  as  that  » 
new  President  of  the  Council,  on  euteritiir 
Office,    should  endeavour    to    undo   ibv 
I)olicy   of    his    Predecessor.      The  ie*s 
change    there   is  in    the    pob'cy  of  the 
Department     when    a  new  man    etit«> 
Office  the  better  for  education.  I  eonf<*«i^ 
that   possibly  some  of  the  alarm  wbich 
has   been   excited   may   arise   from  the 
fancy  that  when  a  Radical  Government 
deals  with  the  Education  Qnestion  the 
day  for  the  destniction  of  the  Toluntary 
system  has  arrived.     I  make  somea]low> 
ance  for  that  feeling,  because  I  wish  to  be 
just  and  fair  to  the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man.    But  there  have  l)een  one  or  two 
Debates  in  another  place  which  show  that 
there  has  been  just  cause  for  that  alarm. 
Now,  no  one  who  sits  on  thta  aide  of  the 
House  will   defend  for   one  itittant  tb* 
maintenance   of   such    schools    as    that 
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alluded  to  in  an  anonymous  letter  to  The 
Times,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred.  The  day  has  passed  away — 
and  I  hope  for  ever — when  ill-managed 
schools  and   defective   school   buildings 
can  be  tolerated ;  but   what  wo  ask  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  fairness 
and  justice  should  be  meted  out  to  all 
schools  alike,  whether  voluntary  or  Board 
schools,  and  we  will  be  perfectly  satisfied 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  prove 
that  he  has  preserved  an  even  keel  be- 
tween contending  interests.   I  have  heard 
several  complaints  made  that  not  suffi- 
cient notice  has  been  given  to  managers 
to  enable  theni  to  carry  out  the  improve- 
ments demanded   within  the    appointed 
time.    I   do   not  attempt  to  lessen  the 
force  of  the  extract  which  the  right  hon. 
Crentlemau  read  from  my  speech  intro- 
ducing  the   Free   Education  Bill,    with 
regard  especially  to  small  country  schools. 
I  hold  that  a  gradual  improving  process 
must  go  on  with  regard  to  these  schools. 
I  know  how  difficult  it  is,  in  many  cases, 
to  get  the  managers  of  these  schools  to 
see  how  they  would  improve  their  posi- 
tions if  they  would  only  get  good  teachers 
and  good  buildings.     I    am   acquainted 
with    a    school     which,    by     removing 
an     indifferent     master     and      appoint- 
ing   a    first-rate    master    and    mistress, 
the  attendance  increased  by  38  per  cent, 
in  18  months.     I  feel  very  strongly  that 
there  is  a  great  difficulty,  as  regards  these 
schools,  of    couA'incing    managers    how 
much    more    quickly    they    would    get 
out  of  their  difficulties  by  having  well- 
found    and    well-taught   schools.       But 
whilst    urging    this,    I    am     bound    to 
protest    against   any    process    whereby 
schools    struggling    through    difficulties 
may  be  exterminated,  or  gradually  bled 
to  death,  as  it  were,  by  undue  demands 
being  hastily  pressed  upon  them.  I  heard 
the  Debate  in  another  place  with  regard 
to  the  Circular  issued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  these  words  were  used  by 
the  Colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  chief  of  his  Department  as  re- 
gards these  school  buildings — 
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•'If  it  was  supposed  that  the  Circular  indi- 
cated those  things  which  the  Department  would 
at  once  require  from  all  schools  he  would  state 
unequivocally  that  it  hafl  no  such  sij^nificance. 
.  .  He  disdained  any  intention  of  forcing 
Board  schools  on  the  country.  .  .  The  policy 
was  to  bring  voluntary  schools,  not  suddenly, 
but  by  degrees,  up  to  full  and  proper  school 
accommodation." 


It  was  said,  further— 

*'  It  would  be  foolish  and  absurd  to  require  all 
the  schools  in  the  country  to  be  brought  up  to 
all  the  points  of  efficiency  laid  down  in  the 
Circular." 

Now,  if  that  is  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, no  sensible  man  can  blame  them  for 
a  moment ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gives  us  some  guarantee  that  that 
really  will  be  the  treatment  he  will 
accord  to  these  schools,  it  will  be 
satisfactory  to  me  and  to  many 
others  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  must  refer  to  another  portion 
of  this  question,  which  relates  to  small 
schools  existing  in  localities  where  the 
population  is  under  200  or  300,  which  are 
assisted  under  Articles  104  and  105.  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  has  been  a 
serious  change  in  the  policy  of  the  De- 
partment as  regards  the  treatment  of  these 
small  schools  during  the  last  year  or  so. 
It  appears  that  wider  significance  has 
been  given  to  certain  words  in  the  Code 
Avhich  state  that  grants  should  be  giveu 
to  these  schools  "  after  a  consideratiou  of 
the  circumstances  of  each  case ''  than  has 
been  given  to  them  previously.  Formerly 
these  cases  in  which  demands  for  grants 
were  made  were  considered  by  the  De- 
partment solely  in  respect  to  the  locality 
in  Avhich  the  school  is  situated — that  is  to 
say,  that  though  a  school  might  be  in  a 
district  of  200  inhabitants,  if  it  supplied 
a  larger  area  the  grant  would  not  be 
given.  Now,  it  would  appear  that  the 
actual  existing  financial  position  of  the 
school  is  considered  year  by  year  in  con- 
nection with  these  grants,  and,  as  I  think 
I  will  show,  most  unfairly  as  regards  the 
prospects  of  the  school.  I  will  read  an 
extract  from  a  letter  written  by  the  Rev. 
Mansell  Pleydell,  the  manager  of  a  school 
in  Hertfordshire.  I  mention  the  name 
because  I  do  not  wish  to  make  any  secret 
about  the  letter  at  all.  He  gives  the 
following  extract  from  the  Report  of  the 
Department : — 

"  My  Ix)rd8  observe  that  the  school  has  a 
balance  in  hand  of  £20  ICs.  Id.,  while  the 
voluntary  contributions  have  dropped  from  £59 
in  1891  to  £28  Os.  5d.  in  the  past  school  year. 
It  is  evident  from  this  that  the  special  gi-ants 
are  not  iieetled  for  the  maintenance  of  the  school, 
and  ray  Lortls  have,  therefore,  ordered  them  to 
be  withheld.'' 

He  adds — 

**  We  have  been  carefully  husbanding  our  re- 
sources to  get  this  £20  balance  in  order  that  wo 
may   make  some  necessary  alterations,  which 
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have  been  staring  us  in  the  face,  without  petting 
into  debt ;  indeed,  the  Beport  requires  us  to 
furnish  new  desks  and  enlarge  the  class-room, 
which  will  quite  absorb  our  £20." 

I  think  that  is  a  hard  procesB  to  apply  to 
these  voluntary  schools.  To  my  mind 
the  Department  should  encourage  the 
managers  of  those  schools  to  provide  for 
a  rainy  day  by  husbanding  their  resources  ; 
and,  further,  if  the  income  of  these 
schools  is  to  be  inquired  into,  not  one  year, 
but  an  average  of  years,  should  be  takeu 
into  consideration.  That  is  very  poor 
encouragement  indeed  to  give  the 
managers  in  their  efforts  in  the  cause  of 
education. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Public  Accounts 
Committee  has  called  the  very  careful 
attention  of  the  Department  to  those 
grants,  and  some  retrenchment  has  had  to 
be  made. 

•SiK  W.  HART-DYKE  :  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee has  brought  pressure  to  bear  on 
the  Department  in  the  matter,  of  course 
I  will  accept  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     I  wish  now  to  refer  to 
the  administration  of  the  Free  Education 
Act  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  one 
or  two  particulars.     It  is  satisfactory  to 
all   of  us  to    hear  from   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  success  of  this  Act,  so 
far  as  it  has  been   put   to  the  test  of  ex- 
perience.    I  confess  that  w^hen  I  had  the 
honour     of     introducing      the    Bill     I 
was   not  sure  about   the    result  of   this 
venture ;      but     it      is,     indeed,     satis- 
factory     to     find     that     having     made 
the    venture    it    has   had   a    very   good 
effect  on  our  schools,  especially  in  the 
matter  of  attendance.     But  I  wish  now 
to  call  attention  to  Section  4  of  the  Act, 
by   which  fees   are   still   allowed    to  be 
charged  in  certain  schools  under  certain 
circumstances.       I     believe    it    is     the 
fact  that  the  righC  hon.  Gentleman   has 
not,  in  the  case  of  a  single  school,  recom- 
mended any  claim  to  be  made  for  fees 
under    this    section.       Now,  this    Free 
Eilucation  Act  was  iutendeil  by  its  pro- 
moters to  be  essentially  permissive  in  its 
character.     I  have  ailvocated  it  on  many 
platforms   since  its  passing,  and  I  have 
always    found    that    its    most    {>opular 
feature  is  its  |)ermissive  character.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  astonished 
to    find    how    popular     amongst    num- 
bers   of     the     artizau     classes     Is     the 
payment    of    school    fees.     Many    who 
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can  afford    it,  like   to   pay  school  fees; 
they    like    to    pay    for    the   educatioD 
of  their  children,  and  therefore  the  most 
popular  section  of  the  Act  is  that  which 
allows  parents  to  pay  certain  fees  for  the 
education  of  their  children.     This  Act  is 
rather   intended    for    the    assistance  of 
those  who  are  unable  to  pay  fees  than  to 
say   to   all    parents — "You     shall     not 
legally  pay  in  the  future  for  the  edoci^ 
tion  of  your  children."     If  that  is  the  in- 
terpretation  the   right    hon.    Gentlemiui 
intends  to  give  to  the  section  it  will  be 
most  tmjust  and  harsh  to  some  of  the  bert 
schools  of   the  country,  and,  as  such,  I 
venture  to  enter  a  protest  against  thi» 
change  in  policy.     During  the  short  time 
I  was  in  Office  under  the  Act  we  had 
many  cases  in  which  demands  were  made 
for  the  payment  of  fees,  and  before  aMeoi 
was  given  to  the  demand  great  care  was 
taken  in  each  case  to  see  that  the  school 
came  within   Section  4.     In  many  ease* 
of  these  voluntary  schools  a  balance  of 
accounts  was  taken  as  regards  sabscrip- 
tions  and  other  sources  of  income,  and  so 
many  free  places  to  meet   the  wants  ol 
the  locality  were  allowed,  and  as  many 
places    were     allowed     to     fee -paying 
children.      The   Committee   will   under- 
stand that  if  you  upset  that  arraugement 
you  upset  the  financial  jxisitiou  of  everr 
school  involved.     I  say  that  that  was  no4 
the  intention  of  the  Act.     The  section 
was  introduced   to   enable  manager*  to 
demand  fees  in   localities  where  parents 
were  anxious  to  pay  fees,  and  where  iht 
efficiency   of  the   schools   demanded   it. 
Why,  then,  should    the    settlement    be 
upset?     It    is  unfair  to    the    volnntmrr 
schools,  and,  still  worse,  it  is  unfair  to  ibe 
people,  because  if  these  voluntary  scboolft 
are     extinguished    Board    schools    will 
have  to  be  set  up  in  their  places,  and  the 
unfortunate   ratepayers   will    be   saddled 
with  the  burden.     I  do  trust  that  before 
this  Debate  closes  we  shall  have  fooie 
sat  isfactor}^  assurance  from  the  right  boti. 
(ventleman  that  he  will  give  those  scboob 
whose  financial  position  require  it  liberty 
to  demand  fees. 

•Mk.  ACLAND  :  The  demand  w»^ 
refused  to  Board  schools,  and  not  to 
voluntary  schools. 
•Sir  W.  HAR T-DYKE  :  There  \mxx 
been  cases  in  which  the  denutod  ««» 
refused  to  Board  schools  as  well  ■•  t* 
voluntary  schools.  If  the  right 
Gentleman     extends     the 
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voluntary  scliooU  it  will  be  a  hard  case 
for  them,  and  if  he  restricts  it  to  Board 
^schools  it  will  be  a  great  iajustice  indeed. 
I  say  the  principle  of   this   new    policy, 
largely  applied  to  the  voluntary  schools, 
mast  lead  to  their  extinction,  and  promote 
greater  injustice.     I  have  got  one  or  two 
remarks  to  make  in  conclusion,  and  they 
.shall  be  remarks  of  commendation.  With 
respect   to   the   statements   of  the  right 
hou.    Grentleman    of    a     more     general 
character  as  regards  tlie  future  policy  of 
the  Department,  I  think  there  is  nothing 
but  commendation  to  be  given  for  what 
ihe  right  hou.  Gentleman  has  enunciated 
in   favour   of   the  better  organisation  of 
our  schools.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has    urged    that   especially   in   country 
schools   there   should    be   some    system 
whereby  travelling  agents  or  organising 
managers  should  visit  each  school.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  caunot  do  a  better 
thing,  I  am  quite  sure,  for  the  assistance 
of   those   schools    than  by   carrying  out 
auch  a  policy  as  that.     I  know  it  may  be 
<lifficalt  in  many  cases  to  carry  it  out ;  but 
I  am  quite  sure  if  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  only  put  into  practice  the  policy 
which   he   has   enunciated   in   regard  to 
these  schools,  he  will  receive  hearty  sup- 
port from  all  quarters  of  the  House.     I 
have   only    to   say,    in   conclusion,  that 
while  I  generally  commend  the  speech  of 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  and  while  I 
regret  that  I  have  been  obliged  to  criticise, 
perhaps   in  a  hostile  sense,  some  portion 
of  his  policy,  I  can  assure  him  I  have 
done  80  in  no  Party  spirit,  or  with  any 
other    feeling    or    desire    than    that  of 
assisting  him  in  the  accomplishment  of  a 
most  difficult  and  delicate  task.  So  far  as 
I   am  concerneil,  he  shall  receive  every 
assistance   in   my  power,  so  long  as  he 
carries    out   the   system    announced    by 
LfOrd  Kimberley  in  another  place. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  8.E.,  Hey- 
^nrood)  joined  in  congratulating  the  Vice 
President  on  the  deeply  interesting  state- 
ment to  which  they  had  listened,  and  on 
ihe  gratifying  progress  which  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  had  to  report.  The 
flteady  improvement  of  the  national 
education  had  not  been  merely  one  of 
quahty,  but  was  also  one  of  quantity. 
It  would  be  unjust  to  fail  in  recognition 
of  the  efforts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke)  in  pro- 
viding a  measure  of  assisted  education  ; 
but  his  satisfaction  was  dashed  by  one  of 


the  very  features  which  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  thought  was  to  be  commended. 
The  fact    that  free   education    was   op- 
tional had  made  it  defective  in  working, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  it  had  had  only 
partial  results.     Instead  of  95  per  cent, 
of   the   schools   in    England  and  Wales 
giving  free  education  as  in  Scotland,  they 
had  only  77*5  free,  and  no  less  than  22*5 
of  the  schools  were  still  charging  fees  to 
a  greater  or  less  extent.      It    was  said 
that  this  was  because  the  English  work- 
ing man  wanted  to  pay   fees.     He  had 
some  knowledge  of  the  English  working 
man,  and  he   took  exception  entirely  to 
that  statement.     At  Liverpool  applica- 
tions were  made  to  the  School  Board  to 
throw  open  free  places  to  a  considerable 
number    of    scholars ;    but  instead   the 
Board  took  the  view  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  there 
were  many  parents  who  wished  to  con- 
tinue the  payment  of  fees.     They  took 
an   extraordinary    way    of    testing    the 
willingness  of  parents  to  pay  fees.   They 
said       to       parents — "  Your      children, 
for    whose     free    education    vou     have 
made      application,      shall      1>e      sent, 
not    to    the     schools    they    have    l)een 
in  the   habit   of  attending,    not   to   the 
schools  where  their  friends  attend,  not  to 
the  schools  to  the  teachers  of  which  they 
have  become    accustomed,   but  to  other 
schools,  possibly   at  a   greater  distance 
from    their    homes,    and    schools   quite 
strange    to   them."     Parents  said    that, 
rather  than  expose  their  children  to  that 
inconvenience,  they  preferred  to  continue 
the  payment  of  fees,  though  the  law  had 
given   them    the   right   to   demand  free 
education    for    their    children.     If    the 
School    Board   for   Liverpool    and    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  of  opinion  that 
the  parents  were  so  very  desirous  of  con- 
tinuing the  payment  of  these  fees,  why 
did  they  throw    these    barriers    in    the 
way   of  the    exercise  of   their   rights  ? 
Why  should  they  expose  the    children 
to    very     great     educational    disadvan- 
tages if  they  had  a  genuine  conviction 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  parents  that 
the  fees  should  be  paid  ?     But  the  ques- 
tion to  be  considered  was  not  so  much 
what   was   the   wish  of  the  parents  as 
what  Avere  the  true  interests  of  the  nation. 
They  were  told  that  in  15,000  out  of  the 
19,000  schools  in  the  country  in   which 
there  was  free  education  there  had  l>een 
a  large  increase  in  the  attendance  during 
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the  year — that  the  system  of  free  educa- 
tion had  been  more  in  operation  than  in 
any  of  the  preceding  years  of  the  history 
of  the  Department.  If  the  increase  was 
attributable  to  the  freedom  from  the  pay- 
ment of  fees,  then  it  ought  to  be  made 
no  longer  optional,  but  compulsory,  that 
free  education  should  be  given  in  all  the 
State-aided  schools  in  the  country. 
There  were  still  1,136,205  scholars  out 
of  5,697,000  on  the  Register  absent  on 
the  average  ;  and,  in  order  that  the  average 
attendance  might  be  increased,  it  was 
most  desirable  that  they  should  have  free 
education  made  compulsory  and  universal, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  being  partial  and 
optional.  Then  no  invidious  distinction 
would  be  made  because  of  poverty,  and 
no  inconvenience  would  be  caused  as  a 
consequence  of  the  parent  asking  for  his 
legitimate  rights.  There  was  another 
advantage  from  the  freedom  from  fees.  It 
was  found  that  parents  had  placed  the 
sum  thus  saved  in  the  savings  bank,  and 
a  spirit  of  thrift  had  thus  been  inculcated 
which  it  ought  to  be  the  object  of  the 
Department  to  foster  and  develop.  He 
had  the  fullest  sympathy  with  fhose  who 
desired  to  dissociate  the  question  of  edu- 
cation from  anything  of  a  Party  character ; 
but  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
endeavour  to  divest  our  national  system 
of  education  of  denominational  prejudices 
as  well  as  of  questions  of  a  controversial 
character,  the  whole  of  the  difficulties 
which  impeded  the  national  system  of 
education  would  be  removed.  He  trusted 
that,  no  matter  what  might  be  the  con- 
sequence to  any  school,  whether  Board 
school  or  so-called  voluntary  school,  the 
Department  would  continue  to  insist  upon 
proper  provision  being  made  for  the 
health  of  the  children.  If  the  Depart- 
ment were  to  allow  the  continuance  of 
such  a  state  of  things  as  existed  in  some 
schools  in  the  country,  the  Society  for 
the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children 
would  have  to  interfere  to  remind  the 
Department  of  its  duty.  With  regard  to 
the  necessity  of  secondary*  education, 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  evening  continuation  schools,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  new  Code,  or  the  schemes 
adopted  by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  would 
suffice  to  supply  that  very  urgent  need. 
He  had  had  to  administer  the  Technical 
Education  Fund  in  Lancashire,  and  their 
difficulties   had    been   very    greatly    in- 

Mr.  Snape 


creased  through  the  want  of  p^paration 
on  the  part  of  the  young  people 
for  the  technical  education  which^ 
under  the  Local  Taxation  Act,  the 
County  Council  was  willing  and  anxious 
to  give.  They  had  succ^ded  wonder- 
fully in  developing  technical  education  in 
Lancashire,  the  number  of  pupils  having 
increased  from  4,904  in  1889  and  6,404 
in  1891  to  45,709  in  1892.  But  the  need 
of  secondary  education,  especially  in  the 
rural  districts,  was  very  urgent ;  and  the 
appointment  of  a  Departmental  Con* 
mittee  to  harmonise  the  operation  of  the 
Education  Department,  the  Science  and 
Art  DepaHment,  and  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners was  a  very  insufficient  step  Ib 
the  matter.  The  desire  had  been  ex- 
pressed in  many  quarters  by  eminent 
educationists  that  a  Royal  CommiimoD 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
working  of  the  various  County  Councils, 
with  a  view  to  guiding  them  in  the 
establishment  and  development  of  a 
proper  system  of  secondary  education* 
and  also  in  the  distribution  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  large  funds  now  given  int*  , 
their  hands.  As  to  the  provision  in  the 
Continuation  Schools  Code  with  re- 
gard to  the  teaching  of  children  the 
duties  of  citizenship,  he  very  much  ques- 
tioned whether  it  was  one  of  the  datiei 
of  citizenship  to  encourage  them  in  the 
exercise  of  military  drill.  At  any  rmte, 
if  they  were  to  be  taught  military  drill, 
they  ought  also  to  be  taught  that 
that  was  the  most  barbarous  svstem  of 
settling  iuteniational  disputes,  and  that 
there  were  far  better  methods  of  attaining 
that  end.  Concluding,  he  said  there  was 
no  national  expenditure  so  fruitful  of 
advantage  in  the  country  in  which  it  wa» 
made  as  that  on  education  ;  and,  id 
common  with  all  true  educationists,  b^ 
rejoiced  that  the  Department  in  thi» 
country  was  under  the  direction  of  a 
Vice  President  so  full  of,  and  so 
sympathetic  with,  the  great  work  in 
which  he  was  engaged. 

•Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingsioo) 
said,  he  desired  to  join  in  the  congratu- 
lations which  had  been  offered  to  the 
Vice  President  for  his  most  able^  laoid, 
sympathetic,  and  well-informed  state- 
ment. He  thanked  the  right  horn* 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  th» 
Council  for  his  very  complimentaiT 
references  to  the  London  School  Boarn, 
of      which      he      (Sir      B.      TeBi|4e) 
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had      been      a      member      for      many 
years.     He  was  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  pay  so  good  a  tribute  to 
the  Code  so  recently  introduced  by  the 
Vice  President,  and  he  knew  that  in  the 
Code  just  faid  on  the  Table  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  there  were  still 
further  improvements.      He  noted  with 
the  utmost  satisfaction   that  at  last  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  succeeded  in 
appointing  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
settle  what  plans  the  Government  would 
adopt  for  the  superannuation  of  teachers. 
As  a  Resolution  of  the  House  was  passed 
80  far  back  as  February,  he  might  have 
hoped  that  this  would   have  been  done 
sooner ;   but  he   was   very   unwilling  to 
scrutinise  this  deed  of   concession.      He 
only  hoped  that  no  more  time  would  be 
lost,  and  that  the  Committee  would  bring 
to  a  speedy  determination  an  inquiry  in 
which  50,000  persons  were  most  deeply 
interested.   With  reference  to  the  question 
of  teachers  and  appeals  to  the  Education 
Department  in  cases  of  dismissal,  he  could 
not  answer  for  the  small  School  Boards, 
or  for   the   voluntary    schools ;  but   he 
ventured  to  warn  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  great  School  Boards  like  those 
of  London,  and  probably  of  Birmingham, 
Liverpool,    and    elsewhere,    who    were 
elected  by    popular   constituencies,   and 
who    formed    little    educational   parlia- 
ments,     would      hardly      consent       to 
have    their   decisions   in    these   matters 
reviewed     by     the    Education    Depart- 
ment.      He    joined    in    the     assurance 
given  by  the  late  Vice  President  to  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  that  great  alarm 
and   jealousy  prevailed    throughout   the 
country    among   the   supporters    of   the 
voluntary  system.     They  contended,  on 
behalf  of  the  voluntary  system,  that  there 
were  three  ways  in  which  that  system 
was  endaugered.     First,  as  regards  the 
free  and  fee  system,  they  contended  that 
the  abolition  of  fees  had  been  administered 
in  a  manner  that  was  detrimental  to  the 
voluntary   schools,    because   the  law  of 
assisted  education  evidently  meant  that 
children  of   the  humbler  classes  should 
receive    free    education,    and    not     the 
children  of  the  well-to-do  classes,  who 
were  paying  the  higher  fee.     But  now 
the    Orders    regarding    the   lower  fees 
were  so  arranged  that  if  they  had  to  be 
abolished  the  higher  fees   also    should 
follow  in  the  abolition. 


•Mb.  ACL  and  was  understood  to  say 
that  if  the  managers  consented  to  allow 
a  certain  number  of  children  to  pay  the 
Department  did  not  object. 

Sir  R.   temple  said,  they  appro- 
bended   that    the    Orders    which    were 
issued  from  the  Department  were  being 
so  arranged  as  to  make  it  difficult  and 
more  embarrassing  for  the  managers,  who 
were  required  to  supply  a  certain  num- 
ber of  free  places,  to  maintain  a  different 
system  of  fees  for  the  others.     Could  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wonder  that  appre- 
hension was  felt  that  he  would  endeavour 
by  Departmental  influence  "to  carry  out 
the  doctrine  of  the  establishment  of  the 
School  Board  everywhere,  which  had  the 
support  of  80  many  of  his  Parliamentary 
followers  ?    They  naturally  apprehended, 
in  the  second  place,  that  the  doctrine  of 
deficiency    (school    places   in   particular 
localities)     was     in     a     certain      sense 
manipulated,   so   as   to   favour  the    in- 
troduction of  Board  schools.     Of  course, 
they   all    knew  that    when    the   volun- 
tary  schools   did    not  supply   the   defi- 
ciency, then  the  Department  would  do  so. 
But  what  was  deficiency  ?    They  feared 
that  the  doctrine  of  deficiency  was  being 
used  rather  unfairly  with  the  object  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Board  schools. 
In   reckoning  deficiency,  full  considera- 
tion was  often  not  taken  of  the  children 
under  voluntary  instruction.     The  third 
point  of  danger  was  the  matter  of  school 
buildings.     Of  course,  they  all  admitted 
that  the  school  buildings  would,  sooner 
or    later,    have    to    be    improved     and 
brought   up  to  the  proper   standard,  so 
as    to    comply    with    the    requirements 
of   the  day  ;    but   it  must  be   within   a 
reasonable  time.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  idea  of  a  reasonable  time  might  be 
one  thing,  and  theirs  might  be  another. 
They   were   afraid  that  these  improve- 
ments,   which    were    expensive,    would 
be     pressed    on     voluntary    schools    in 
such  a  manner  that  the  managers  would 
not  be  able  to  comply  with  the  demands 
made  upon   them,   and    would   have   to 
submit  to  a  School  Board.  These  were  the 
three  principal  points  of  danger  he  wished 
to  mention.     He  would  remind  the  Com* 
mittee  once  more  that  if  they  abolished 
the  voluntary   system  in  England  they 
would   subject   the   taxpayer,    or    rate- 
payer,   or     both,     to      a     very     heavy 
charge   which   they  did   not   bear  now, 
but  which  other  people  were  willing  to 
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bear  for  them,  aud  which,  indeed,  they 
were  anxious  to  undertake.     It  would  be 
a  pity  to  do  anything  which  would  incur 
such  a  heavy  charge  in  these  hard  times. 
And,  secondly,  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
as  he  had  indicated  would  lead  to  the  in- 
troduction of  a  system  into  a  great  many 
schools  which,  with  all  its  benefits,  was 
inferior  to  the  voluntary  system.     That 
was    the    real    point.     The    right   hon. 
Gentleman   said  they    had   allowed  the 
nations  of  the  Continent  to  get  the  start 
of  them  in  this  work  of  education.     He 
denied  that,  and  he  said  there  was  no 
nation  on  earth  which  could  afford  an  in- 
stance so  magnanimous  and  so  magni- 
ficent as  the  voluntary  system  of  Eng- 
land, as  contra-distinguished  from  Scot- 
land   and   Ireland.      As   to    attendance, 
he     quite     acknowledged     that,     while 
the     attendance    of    the    best    scholars 
had  not  been    improved  by  the  system 
of  assisted  education,  the  attendance  of 
inferior   scholai's — he  meant   inferior  as 
regarded  zeal  and  diligence — had   been 
advanced.         It    had     been     improved 
within    the    Metropolitan    area    during 
the   last  year   or  two,  and  this  degree 
of    qualified     improvement    they    attri- 
buted to  the  system  of  assisted  education. 
That  was,  however,  a  very  limited  benefit. 
The  real   point    was  that  the    average 
attendance  in  elementary  schools  was  too 
low.     The  question  was,  how  could  it  be 
improved  ?     He     rather     thought     the 
system  of  compulsion,  which  the  Vice 
President  admitted  was  good  in  London, 
did  not  work  equally  well  in  the  country. 
He  quite  admitted  that  this  attendance 
ought  to  be  put  upon  an   equal  footing 
between  the  couutrv  and  the  town.    But 
if   there  was   to  be   any  proper  system 
of  compulsion  in  the  towns,  he  warned 
the    Government  once  more    that  they 
must  appoint  qualified  officers  ad  hoc  to 
enforce     compulsion.       Special    officers 
ought   to    be    appointed    to   adjudicate 
between  School  Boards  and  the  parents 
of  children  whose  attendance  was  alleged 
to  be  insufficient.      The  present  system 
under  which  parents  Avere  dragged  before 
Magistrates  in  Police  Courts  was  repul- 
sive, not  only  to  parents  themselves,  but 
still  more  to  all  educational  authorities. 
Moreover,  the  decisions  were  most  un- 
equal.    This  was  a  distinct  blot  on  their 
educational  system;  and  until  a  reform 
long  desired  and  recommended  such  as 
he    had    indicated    was   affeetetl,    never 

Sir  R,  Temple 


would  the  system  of  enforcing  attendmiice 
be  properly  earned  out.  As  to  school 
books,  they  understood  that  where  a 
school  could  prove  that  over  and  above 
the  fee  which  they  imposed  they  had 
always  charged  for  books,  they  could  con- 
tinue, after  the  abolition  of  these  fee*,  to 
make  the  charge  for  school  books,  and 
that  the  Education  Department  had  no 
legal  right  to  insist  on  the  discoDtinu- 
ance  of  that  charge  for  books.  That  wai 
their  contention. 

"^Mr.  ACLAND  said,  the  iuteution  of 
the  Department  was  that  the  fee 
arranged  should  include  any  previous 
charge  for  books,  and  that  once  t  bat  fee 
was  agreed  upon  no  charge  could  be 
made  for  books  or  anything  else. 

Sir  R.  temple  quite  underalood 
that  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  in- 
tention ;  but  he  (Sir  R.  Temple)  and  hl9 
friends  had  always  contended  otherwise, 
and  until  he  could  verify  the  matter 
further  for  himself  he  should  eontiune  io 
that  belief.  He  quite  admitted  that  the 
10s.  per  head  grant  was  in  lieu  of  all 
fees  ;  but  the  question  was  whether,  in 
respect  of  the  charge  for  fees,  the  charge 
for  school  books  was  included  ?  Tbcj 
contended  not.  As  to  the  pupil  teachers, 
he  rejoiced  to  hear  the  sympathetic  remaik» 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  tbe 
first  place,  the  pupil  teachers  saved  a  va«i 
sum  of  money  to  the  ratepayers,  taxpayers 
and  everybody  else  ;  and,  in  the  secood 
place,  by  this  system  of  pupil  teachen 
they  brought  the  pupil  up  from  hi* 
earliest  youth  to  the  service  of  educatioii, 
just  as  they  sent  a  youth  to  sea  at  an 
early  age  so  that  he  might  tborougblj 
learn  the  seafaring  profession.  Tho^  the 
pupil-teachers  were  the  midshipmen  of  the 
Educational  Service.  As  roganled  the 
special  training  and  the  staff  for  thai» 
he  observed  that  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  was  put  down  for  special  tcachersw 
He  desired  to  say  that  while,  on  the  one 
hand,  he  recognised  the  necessity  for 
special  teachers  for  teaching  such  matter* 
as  cookery  and  laundry  work,  be  did 
not  think  they  need  have  them  for 
anything  else.  Might  he  remtoi 
the  Committee,  in  regard  to  what 
the  Vice  President  had  said  in  rrfor^ 
ence  to  the  importance  of  having  Q^ 
mentary  technical  education  in  KngbnA 
that  every  girl  in  the  Metropolitan 
had  to  pass  an  examination  in 
l>efore  she  left  school  ?  It  would  Moa  kft 
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the  same  with  regard  to  laundry  work. 
It  did  seem  to  him  that4hey  ought  not  to 
require  special  teachers  or  Inspectors  for 
SQch   thiugs    as     needlework,     singing, 
drawing,  and  manual  training.     He  con- 
tended that  with  their  highly-trained  class 
of  teachers  this  work  ought  to  be  done 
without  special  agency.    A  head  mistress 
ought  to  be  able  to  give  instruction  in 
sewing  without  any  assistance  ;  so  ought 
a  Duister  to  know  drawing  and  elemen- 
tary music,  and  be  able  to  teach  manual 
training.     Thus   there    ought   to    be    a 
large   saving    in    this    respect.       Some 
allusion  had  been  made  to  religious  in- 
stnictiou.     He    was    unwilling    to    say 
much  about  that ;  but  as  it  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  as  it  was  an  integral  part 
of  their  instructiou,  he  could  not  pass  it 
over  in  silence.     He  was  anxious  to  ex- 
plain that  in  the  recent  controversy  in  the 
iSchool    Board   respecting    religious   in- 
struction there  had  been  no  desire  among 
those  who  acted  with  him  to  disturb  the 
compromise  of  1870,  as  they  understood 
it.      Their  position  was  that  this  was  a 
compromise    between    Protestants    who 
agreed   in  faith  and   doctrine,  but   dis- 
agreed in  Church  organisation — that  the 
common  doctrines  ivhich  were  accepted 
by  all  Protestant  Christians  in  £ngland, 
that  by  Churchmen,  by  Wesleyaus  and 
Methodists,  by  Baptists  and   Congrega- 
tionalists,  should  be  taught,  and  nothing 
else.     He  believed  that  that  instruction 
was  properly  given  in  99  cases  out  of 
100,  and,  as  the  Vice  President  had  said, 
reverently  given.     It  was  because  some 
Parties  tried  to  establish  that  the  com- 
promise was  one  not  only  of  organisation, 
but  of  faith  and  doctrine  that  the  recent 
controversy  had  arisen.    As  to  elementary 
science,    he   regrettetl    that   the    teach- 
ing of    it   was   not   carrieil   further    in 
all  schools  ;  and  for  its  sake  he  should 
be  glad  to  sacrifice  even  that  sacred  sub- 
ject of   grammar.     As   to   payment   by 
results,  he  thoroughly  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Vice  President.     The 
old   system   of  payment   by   results   on 
individual  examination  had  been  got  rid 
of,  and  a  far*better  plan  for  testing  real 
education,  as   contra-distinguished   from 
instruction,  had  been    substituted.      He 
agree<l  that  the  age  of  leaving  school  for 
half-time  employment  ought  to  l>e  raised 
to  1 1  years  equally  in  town  or  country. 
The  matter  ought  not  to  Le  left  to  the 
discretion  of  Rural  Authorities.     But  if 


this   uniform   age  were   insisted   on,    it 
would  be  necessary  to  facilitate  the  ex- 
amination under  which  children  were  to 
leave  school.     What  the   whole   of  the 
teaching  profession  desired  was  this— that 
whatever  test  was  available  for  raising  a 
child    from    one    standard    to    another 
should  be  the  test  that  should  be  applied 
for  permitting  children  to  leave  school 
for  half-time  employment.    There  seemed 
to  be  a  desire   on    the   part   of  certain 
educationists  to  put  secondary  education 
on  the  same  footing  as  elementary  educa- 
tion— t.e.,  that  it  should  be  paid  for  out 
of  the  rates  and  taxes.     Were  there  not 
burdens  enough  already  ?     Was  not  the 
rate  for  elementary  education  already  5 
per  cent,  on  the  income  from  land  and 
houses  in  many  places  ?     Did  they  wish 
to  put    a    rate     for    secondary    educa- 
tion on  the  top  of  that  ?     He  admitted 
the   limits   between   the  two  classes  of 
education  were  undefined,  and  that  what 
was   secondary  education  20  years  ago 
was  now  primary  education,  and  so  on. 
But  there  must  always  be  a  distinction 
between  elementary  and  secondary  edu- 
cation, and  he  hoped  that  the  two  would 
always  be  kept  apart,  especially  as  affect- 
ing the  British  ratepayers  and  taxpayers. 
He  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  as  to 
savings  banks.     He  quite  admitted  that 
one  of  the  results  of  assisted  education 
had  been  to  induce  the  children  to  put 
their  fees  away  into  the  savings  bank. 
But  he  desired  to  say  this  savings  bank 
system  was  far  too  optional,  and  it  ought 
to   be   rendered   universally    obligatory. 
That  was  to  say,  it  ought  not  to  be  left 
to  managers  or  particular  teachers  to  say 
whether    they    should    have    a    school 
savings   bank   or   not.      Thrift   was  an 
essential    part   of    the   moral   education 
which   it   was   desired    to   give   to   the 
children  ;    and   every   teacher  ought   to 
regard  it  as  part  of  his  duty  to  establish 
a  bank,  acting  in  co-operation  or  com- 
munication with  the  ordinary  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank,  for  receiving  the  children*s 
pence.     Such  a  thing  ought  to  be  not  a 
trouble,  but  a  pleasure,  to  him.     Great 
improvements  had,  no  doubt,  been  made 
in  the  Evening  Classes  Code ;    but  the 
present  system  was  wholly  defective,  and 
was  l>ased  on  a  wrong  idea.     The  notion 
seemed  to  prevail  that  evening   classes 
were  merely  recreative.    The  true  theory 
of  evening  classes  was  that  the  children 
leaving  the  day  school  at  12or  13  f-houldfor 
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tho  next  two  or  three  years  carry  on  their 
education  in  the  eveuiiig  cIbascs.    Every 
child  ought  to  go  through  these  olassee. 
The  system   wub  uot  oue  for  excejitioHal 
cases,  l)iit  ought  to  he  imiTersally  appli- 
cahle.  He  had  formerly  opposed  proposals 
for  mnkiiig  eveniug  schools  compulsory  ;  '  sity) 
hut  he  wns  now   very   much  afraid  that 
soouer   or   later   it   must  come  to  that. 
Uuless  the  traiuiog  were  continued  there 
was  a  great  ilauger  lest  the  child  should 
not  ouly  forget  the  intellectual  culture 
Imparted  at  the  day  school,  but  also  the 
moral  discipline,  which  was  the  hest  part 
of  elemeutary  edueatiou.     The  develop- 
ment of  the  evening  classes  nnivereally 
wasoneoftheinost  crying  needs  of  primary 
education.  Astothc  Training  Colleges,  be 
was  as  much  as  any  man  in  favour  of  the 
existing  institutions ;  but  he  must  sorrow- 
fully admit  that  at  present  they  did  not 
supply  enough  trained  teachers  to  ir-™* 
the  wants  of  the  schools.     If  new  i 
dential  Colleges  could  not  be  providei 
if    the  accommodation    of    the    prei 
Colleges   could  not  be    extended,   t 
recourse   must   be  had  to  day  Trait 
Colleges,  though   ho  admitted  that  I 
were  not  as  good  as  resideutial  Colle 
With  regard  to  the  school  buildings  of 
London  School  Board,  he  would  in 
hon.  Members   who  had  heard  the  1 
and  heavy  indictment  against  those  sel 
buildings,  and  who  were  perhaps  alan 
at  the  description  that  bad  beengivei 
go  over  these  buildings   now,  and  se 
what  splendid  order  they  were,  and  1 
nobly    the   Loudon    School    Board 
done     its    duty    in    that    respect, 
to     physical     training,     he    was    si 
that     the     usual      summer     exhibi 
had  not  yet  taken  place  ;    but  it  w< 
be  given  in  the  autumn,  and  those  ^ 
saw  it  would  understand  the  work  wl 
had  been    done.       He   ivished  that 
Members  of  the  House  could  witness 
only  that,  but  also  the  Musical  Com^i 
tion  in  Exeter  Hall,     He  also  wjshe 
were  possible  to  exhibit  in  the  Tea  R< 
of  the  Mouse  of  Commons  the  splei 
collectiou  of  work  done  by  these   li 
London    children    under     13    years 
age,  and     sent     to     the    Chicago    '. 
hi  hi  tion.        He     hoped,    in    couclns 
that    the     Committee    would    consi 
favourably  what  he  had  said  in  behal 
the  voluntary  system.     That  system 
spent  £13,000,000  ou  school  building 
the  present  ceotury,  and  altogether 
Sir  R.  Temple 
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less  than  £40,000,000  in  the  cause  of 
education  in  England — a  service  which 
ought  always  to  be  gratefully  remem- 
bered   by    the   English   House  of  Com- 

SiR  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uoiver- 
igratulated  ihe  Vice  Prasidont  od 
the  satisfactory  statement  he  had  made 
in  tho  lucid  and  able  speech  with  which 
he  had  introduced  this  very  imporlwu 
subject.  There  was  just  one  point  od 
which  he  must  make  some  little  com- 
plaint, not  BO  much  agaiust  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  as  against  the  system.  He 
did  think  that  \ih\\a  the  Report  of  the 
Education  Department  was  only  iasocd 
on  Friday  it  was  to  be  regretted  that  tbey 
should  be  askeil  to  discuss  it  that  day. 
He  ventured  to  protest  against  that.  On 
Friday  his  right  hon.  Friend  said  the 
Report  was  merelv   a  running   oomit 

...■«  ««  .t.r;.f;».   \.,A   tKst  thnir  hul  . 
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Moreover,  there  were  several  matters  as 
to  which  the  Report  might  have  given 
more  ioformation.      He  had  understood 
that  as  regards  the  training  of  school- 
masters   important    changes    had    been 
nuid^-^that  more  use  was  being  made  of 
the    University  Colleges.      The   Report 
had  a  short  section  on  Training  Colleges, 
but  did  not  allude   to   this  matter,  and, 
indeed,  told  the  House  hardly  anything 
which  was  not   in   the   tables.     One  of 
the  most  important  changes  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  as 
regards  evening  schools.     The  changes 
seemed  to  him  to  be  conceived  in  a  wise 
and  liberal  spirit.    But  there  was  nothing 
about  them   in   the   Report.     Even  the 
statistics  only  came  down  to  last  August. 
Surely  in  a  Report  issued  at  the  end  of 
the  following  July  they  might  have  had 
something  more  than  this  ancient  history. 
At  the  same  time,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was   to   be   congratulated   on   the 
general  character  of  the  Report,  and  the 
country  was   reaping   the  fruits  of   the 
efforts  that  had  been  made  in  the  gradual 
diminution  of  crime,   and   especially  of 
juvenile  crime.     He  should  like   to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  did 
not  think   something   could   be   done  to 
encourage  lessons  on  "  conduct,"  such  as 
those  suggested   so   forcibly   and   given 
with  such  good  effect  by  the  late  Mr.  W. 
Ellis  ?       The  most   important  thing   to 
learn    was    how    to    live.     He   (Sir   J. 
Lubbock)    was   glad    to   observe    some 
increase  in  the   number   of    the  schools 
which  taught  elementary  science,  though 
the      number      was     still      only      700 
out  of  20,003.      Of    course,  elementary 
science  did  not  mean  anything  abstruse 
or      profound,     but     merely      explana- 
tions    of    the    ordinary    phenomena    of 
Nature ;    but  it  was  all    the   more    im- 
portant on  that  account.       Indeed,  there 
was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
Reports  of  the  Inspectors  as  to  the  value 
of  the  subject,  not  only  from  a  practical, 
but  from  an  educational  point  of  view. 
Surely  the  Department  might  insist  that 
**  Nature  knowledge  "  should  be  taken  by 
all    students   in   the   Training  Colleges. 
He  ivas  glad  to  see  that  the  number  who 
did  so  was  increasing ;  but  he  would  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  did  not  think  that  the  time  had  come 
when    it   should    be  made  a  part  of  the 
re^lar  course  in  Training  Colleges,  with 
a  vievr  to  its  being  eventually  introduced 


into  all   eleraentarv  schools  ?     It  would 
also  be  very  valuable  if  there  were  some 
collection  like  the  Musee  Pedagogique  of 
Paris.       Indeed,  he  believed   this  would 
be  useful  in  many  ways.       Then,  if  his 
right   hon.    Friend   would  tell  the  Com- 
mittee a  little  more  about  libraries  in  the 
schools,  he  would  be  glad  to  hear  what 
he  had  to  say  upon  the  subject.      Again^ 
with  regard  to   drawing,  certainly   that 
subject  was  only  t^econd  to  writing.     He 
thought  it  was  well  worthy  the  attention 
of    the  right  hon.   Gentleman,   and   he 
would  be  glad  to  have  some  more  infer 
mation  upon  that  subject,  as  also  upon 
the  subjects  of  savings  banks  and  cookery. 
There  was  only  other  subject  as  to  which 
he  should  like   to  say  a  few  words,  and 
that  mainly  to  ask  for  further  informa- 
tion.    It  was  the  subject  of  half-timers. 
The  question  was  of  great  importance, 
both    as    regards    the     introduction    of 
manual   instruction    in    schools,  and  still 
more   so  with    reference  to  the   age   at 
which  children  should  be  kept   at  school. 
In    many    departments    the    labour    of 
children      was      very      important,     and 
it    was    a    great    problem    to   reconcile 
this    Avith    the     claims     of     education. 
The   late   Mr.   Chadwick   always  main- 
tained that,  so  important  was  the  exercise 
of   the  muscles,   that  half-timers  would 
really  in  a  year  learn  as  much  as  whole- 
timers.     In    fact,   no    child    could    with 
advantage  be  kept  in  school  more  than  a 
small  part  of  the  day.     The  information 
as  regards  half-timers  in  the  Report  was 
meagre,  but,  so  far  as  it  went,  important. 
Dr.  Stewart  said — 

"  In  the  three  best  of  the  factory  schools — 
Wanlhills,  Polepark  Works,  and  Dens  Works— 
with  about  1,1(K)  in  attendance,  the  half-timers 
are  scarcely  to  be  distinguished  from  the  older 
pupils  attending  a  good  public  school,  and  the 
progress  made  and  the  results  attained  by  them 
in  these  schools  are  quite  in  keeping  with  the 
appearance  of  the  chil<lren  themselves,  who 
seem,  as  a  rule,  to  be  healthy  and  well-cared-for 
at  home." 

He  would  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  his  reply,  could  give  the  Com- 
mittee any  further  information  on  the 
subject.  On  the  whole,  he  thought  they 
might  be  fairly  sutistied  with  the  progress 
made  last  year,  on  which  he  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They  all 
knew  his  great  interest  in  the  subject,  and 
the  valuable  services  he  bad  rendered  to  the 
cause  of  education.  It  was  only  fair 
also  to  include  in  their  thanks  the  right 


939       Supply— Civil  Services      {COMMONS} .  and  RevenuCy  ^. 


940 


hou.   Geutlemau   the   Member   for   Mid 
Kent  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke). 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigau)  said,  he 
was  auxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
question  before  the  Committee,  and 
would  do  so  as  a  member  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  of  more  than  one  Training 
College  in  Loudon.  Everyone  on  that 
(the  Conservative)  side  of  the  House 
had  listened  with  the  greatest  interest  to 
the  statement  of  the  Vice  President,  and 
he  (Sir  F.  S.  Powell)  added  his  word  of 
congratulation  on  it.  He  had  also  to 
congratulate  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
on  having  been  able  to  pass  through  the 
House  during  the  present  Session  the  most 
important  stage  in  the  Bill  limiting  the  age 
at  which  children  could  leave  school  to  11, 
and  the  Bill  providing  for  the  education 
of  blind  and  deaf  children.  In  regard  to 
the  latter  measure,  6,000  of  these  unfor- 
tunate children  would  now  receive  an 
education  which  would  fit  them  for  the 
duties  of  life,  and  enable  them  to 
obtain  an  honourable  and  a  dignified  live- 
lihood. He  had  next  to  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  figures 
with  regard  to  the  teaching  of  drawing 
and  cookery.  He  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  a  child  should  be  taught 
drawing  from  its  earliest  years.  It  was  a 
most  necessary  accomplishment.  Then, 
as  to  cookery,  the  voluntary  schools  had 
not  been  behind  the  times.  A  l>equest  of 
£20,000  had  been  made  for  the  teaching 
of  cookery  in  these  schools,  and  in 
London  a  large  sum  hud  been  spent  on 
this  admirable  object.  The  fact  that  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had  given  a 
suite  of  rooms  in  his  house  for  cookery 
teaching  showed  that  the  Church  of 
England  was  sympathetic  in  these 
matters.  He  was  in  favour  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Royal  Commission  on  the 
subject  of  technical  education.  A  great 
advance  had  been  made  in  this  branch  of 
education  on  the  Continent,  and  the  time 
had  come  when  every  fact  should  be  laid 
before  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
when  they  should  learn  that,  although  we 
had  ftiade  great  progress,  a  greater  ad- 
vance had  been  made  by  foreign  countries. 
Remarking  on  the  fact  that  the  Report 
proved  tliat  the  Department  now  dealt 
with  secondary  edueation,in  a  new  manner, 
he  said  that,  although  there  was  no  sharp 
line  of  demarcation  l>etween  that  and 
primary  e<lucation,  they  ought  not  to  pro- 
ceed by  chance  or  accident,  but  by  prin- 
ciple ;  and  if  it  was  thought  fit  that   the 
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Department  should  deal  more  fully  with 
secondary  education,  a  deliberate  declara- 
tion should  be  made  to  that  effect  bj 
Parliament.  He  thought  attention  oaght 
to  be  drawn  to  the  statement  in  the 
Report  with  regard  to  the  large  iiicreatt 
in  the  number  of  female  teachers.  The 
Report  stated  that  in  1869  for  every  100 
teachers  of  each  class,  48  certificated 
teachers,  60  assistant  teacherh,  and  dT 
pupil  teachers  were  females.  These 
proportions  increased  in  1892  to  60 
certificated  teachers,  79  assistant  teachers, 
and  78  pupils.  The  number  of  female 
pupil  teachers  had  increased  fron 
7,273  in  1869  to  21,133  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  while  in  the  same  period  tlie 
number  of  male  teachers  had  only  in* 
creased  from  5,569  to  5,826.  But  hi* 
principal  object  in  rising  was  to  sahmi} 
to  the  Committee  the  great  anxiety  whidi 
existed  in  this  country  as  to  religio» 
teaching.  An  hon.  Member,  referring  to 
the  subject,  had  spoken  of  *^  denoounft- 
tional  prejudices  "  ;  he  (Sir  F.  S. 
Powell)  preferred  to  substitute  the 
expression  "  religious  convictions."  He 
beUevcl  there  was  no  more  powerful  it- 
fiuence  in  England  than  religious  ca>- 
victions.  Thev  had  caused  people  to  spead 
between  £13,000,(X)0  and  £1 4,000,000  oc 
school  buildings  in  the  last  few  yearw 
The  amount  given  in  voluntary  sab- 
scriptions  for  education  last  year  war 
£798,777,  while  in  the  preceding  year  tk 
amount  was  £779,599.  That  was  a  cir- 
cumstance of  considerable  momeot, 
because  during  the  passing  of  the  Act  <A 
1891  they  were  told  that  the  volontan 
contributions  were  falling  off,  and  that 
with  assisted  education  they  wooM 
perish  altogether.  The  aocomroodatioi 
in  voluntary  schools  had  increaaed  btiti 
2,870,168  in  1876  to  3,651,511  in  18itt. 
and  the  average  attendanoe  liad  rtfee 
from  1,656,502  in  the  former  year  i** 
2,300,377  in  the  latter.  They  bad  hwi 
a  Debate  in  the  House  of  Lorda,  in  tbt 
course  of  which  Lord  Kimberley  aaid — 

**  He  would  admit,  of  Mk  own  acrcmi.tfaal  U 
considered  it  highly  desirable  that  there  •faooU 
be  municipabsBtJon  of  education.*^ 

That  passage  seemed  to  hare  been  arw^ 
looked  in  this  House,  but  be  tliooffbt  c* 
well  that  it  should  lie  cited.  He  bad  Mvrnj* 
noticed  that  the  authom  of  a  xmm  ■») 
l»ad  policy  coined  a  new  and  bad 
to  name  it.  He  hoped  a  more  _ 
sentiment  would  prevail,  add  iIbI  ki 
would  not  have  to  look   fm  mwA  tt% 
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policy  such  as  tbat   which  he   had  in- 
dicated, and  which  he  could  only  view 
with  alarm.     He  wished  also  to  refer  to 
sanitation.     He  would  be  the  last  person 
to  deprecate  improvement,  but  he  thought 
tbat  existing  defects  might  be  cured  in  a 
cheaper  and   simpler    manner  than  was 
supposed.     He  thought  it  important  that 
children  should  be  taught  the  principle  of 
sanitation,  because  what  was  taught  them 
woald  make  itself  felt  in  their  homes.  In 
his  opinion  a  small  sum  of  money  would 
remedy  many  existing  defects,  and  he  would 
venture  to  express  a  hope  that  when  the 
Government    undertook    alterations     in 
schools   they   would    consider   carefully 
whether   they   were     really     necessary. 
In   some  cases,  he    thought,  alterations 
were  not  necessary.     He  had  heard  of  a 
case  in  which  an  Inspector  had  insisted 
on  a  porch  being  erected,  notwithstanding 
that  the  school   managers  declared  that 
it  would    be  mischievous.      The    porch 
was  erected,  and  twelve  months  afterwards 
it    was    condemned.      Furthermore,   he 
considered  it  impossible  for  any  institu- 
tion to  have  buildings  always  up  to  the 
latest  date.     If  a  school  were  designed 
to-day    and    built    to-morrow,   however 
sound  that  plan  might  be,  he  ventured 
to  say  that,  in  the  course  of  two  or  three 
years,  a  defect  would   be  found   in   it. 
He  trusted  that  the  Government,  while 
they   desired    to   improve   the   sanitary 
condition  of  the  schools,  and  to  give  the 
children    ample    accommodation,   would 
have  some  regard  to  the  difficulties   in 
which  the  managers  found  themselves,  and 
to  the  change  in  fashion  and  alteration  in 
method  that  necessarily  took  place  from 
time  to  time.      With  regard  to  Training 
Colleges    at   the   Yorkshire   College   at 
Leeds — on  the  Council  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  have  a  seat — they  had  a 
day   Training    College,   which   was    in 
satisfactory  operation.     They  had  already 
a  hall  in  residence  for  men.     There  was 
no  reason  why  more  halls  should  not  be 
erected,  and  why  one  of  a  corresponding 
character  should  not  be  constructed  for 
female  students.     In  regard  to  fees,  he 
did  not  think  that  all  who  examined  the 
question  were  aware  of  the  importance 
to  many  of  the  schools  of  the  maintenance 
of  fees.     In  some  cases  it  would  make  all 
the  difference   between  the  continuance 
and  discontinuance  of  the  schools.  There 
ipnM  a  school  under  his  own  eye  where 
ibe  parents  most  gladly  and  r^^dily  and 
proudly  paid  the  school  fees.     Those 


fees  were  a  valuable  addition  to 
the  treasury  of  the  school,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why  this  source  of 
revenue  shoiUd  not  be  allowed  to 
continue.  In  many  cases  the  parents 
were  quite  ready  to  pay  subscriptions 
instead  of  fees,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  adopt  such  a 
policy  as  would  prevent  these  sub- 
scriptions from  being  paid.  He  had 
been  told  of  cases  where  the  Department 
had  forbidden  the  collection  of  sub- 
scriptions, from  the  parents,  either  by 
teachers  from  the  school  or  on  the  school 
premises.  He  hoped  that  was  not 
correct,  as  he  knew  no  reason  why 
voluntary  subscriptions  should  not  be 
contributed  in  the  manner  most  convenient 
to  the  parties  concerned.  He  apologised 
for  the  disjointed  character  of  his  obser- 
vations ;  but,  from  the  nature  of  the  case, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  observations 
offered  should  be  fragmentary.  In  con- 
clusion, he  again  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  on  the 
statement  he  had  made. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

•Sir  B.  SAMUELSON  (Oxfordshire, 
Banbury)  thought  not  only  should  the  age 
up  to  which  children  should  be  required 
to  continue  at  school  be  raised  to 
11  years,  but  it  should  be  carried  at  least 
to  12  years  as  in  Germany,  if  not  to  14 
as  in  Switzerland.  The  standards  at 
which  children  should  be  allowed  to 
leave  should  also  be  higher  than  they 
were  now  under  the  regulations  of  some  of 
the  School  Boards.  Until  within  the 
last  few  months,  in  one  of  their  largest 
manufacturing  districts,  children  were 
allowed  to  go  to  work  when  they  had 
only  passed  the  Second  Standard  ;  but 
now  they  had  to  pass  the  Third  Standard. 
That  was  not  very  advanced  education, 
and  he  hoped  the  time  would  come  when 
no  child  would  be  allowed  to  leave  school 
until  :it  was  12  years  of  age  and  had 
passed  the  Fifth  Standard.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
there  was  a  desire  that  the  elementary 
education  of  the  country  should  be 
improved.  He  should  not  have  risen  if 
it  had  not  been  that  as  one  of  the  two  Mem- 
bers who  had  served  on  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Elementary  Education,  he  wished 
to  remind  the  Committee,  in  answer  to 
observations   which  had  come  from  the 
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other  side  of  the  House,  that  it  was  now 
six  years  since  the  Commissiou  made 
their  Report,  and  that  if  there  was  one 
portion  in  which  the  Commissioners  were 
ail  unanimous  it  was  that  in  which  they 
said  that  there  were  many  schools  the 
fabric  of  which  it  was  quite  time 
should  be  improved.  They  said  that 
this  matter  should  be  taken  in  hand, 
but  they  said,  also,  that  it  should  be 
completed  within  a  reasonable  time ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  was  taken  to 
task  for  issuing  the  Circular  in  which  he 
called  attention  to  that  important  point, 
he  thought  the  Committee  should  be  re- 
minded that  six  years  had  elapsed,  and 
that  if  the  warning  which  had  been 
given  had  not  been  taken  it  had 
not  been  from  want  of  notice. 
He  was  certain  it  was  an  entire  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  improvement  of  the 
fabrics  was  urged  in  order  to  discourage 
and  handicap  the  denominational  schools. 
It  was  an  equally  great  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  hostile  to  denominational 
schools.  Whatever  might  be  the  feeling 
/of  some  few  Members,  he  was  sure  that 
the  great  majority  of  Members  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  were  con- 
vinced of  the  great  value  which  the 
voluntary  schools .  had  been,  and  were,  in 
our  educational  system.  He  was  also 
sure  that  if  any  wish  for  the  destruction 
of  the  voluntary  schools  existed  it  could 
never  be  carried  out.  There  was  no  country 
in  the  civilised  world  in  which  denomina- 
tional schools  did  not  exist.  Much  was 
said  about  the  lay  schools  in  Paris ;  but 
the  number  of  children  educated  in  the 
Paris  Catholic  schools  was  almost  as 
great,  and  he  believed  the  education 
given  was  as  good,  as  in  the  municipal 
schools.  The  value  of  the  English  de- 
nominational schools  was,  he  believed, 
admitted  generally  throughout  the 
country.  There  was  another  point  on 
which  there  was  also  a  misapprehension 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
was  with  regard  to  universal  School 
Boards.  He  did  not  believe  the  wish 
for  universal  School  Boards  was  gene- 
rally entertained,  although  he  thought 
there  was  a  wish  for  universal  School 
Authorities,  which  was  quite  a  different 
thing.  In  what  way  such  authorities 
should  be  constituted  was  a  question  for 
the  future,  and  one  that  required  very 
considerable  study.      The  questioo^  had 
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been  raised  whether  there  ought  not  to 
be  some  further  review  of  the  question  of 
technical  education.     He  believed  that, 
so  far  as  intermediate  technical   educa- 
tion was  concerned,  it  ought  to  be  in- 
separable from   secondary   education    at 
large.      He    was   sorry   his   right    hon. 
Friend     had     not     gone     beyond     the 
stage    of     appointing    a    Departmental 
Committee  to   consider    the    correlation 
of  the  different  branches  of  elementary 
and    secondarv  education.       No    donbt 
that      would      be       a       most      useful 
inquiry ;     but,     at     the     same      time, 
something   further    ought    to   be   done. 
It    was    necessary    to     be    careful    not 
to  fly  in  the  face  of  the  County  Councils; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
useful  directions  might  now  be  given  to 
those  Councils.    Means  might  be  adopted 
of    bringing     to    the    acquaintance     of 
each  what  was  being  done  by  other  simi- 
lar Bodies  throughout  the  country,  and 
he  thought  it  was  time  to  re-assure  some 
of  them   who  had  been  rather  timid  in 
affording  assistance  to  secondary  schools, 
because  they  considered  they   would  be 
going  beyond  their  distinct  province  if 
they  did  so.      He  hoped   his  right  hon. 
Friend    (Mr.    Acland)    would   carefully 
consider  the  question  during  the  Recess, 
and  that  next  Session  he  would  be  able 
to  announce  that  he  was  taking  active 
steps    towards    systematising     and    ex- 
tending secondary  education.      Such  an 
amount    of   information  and   experience 
had     now     been      obtained       on      the 
subject    of    technical   education    as    to 
make   it  unnecessary    to  have   any   ex- 
haustive inquiry  as  to  what  was  being  done 
abroad    on  the  question.      He  was  not 
sure  that  the  Continent  had  not  now  as 
much  to  learn  from  us  as  we  had  to  learn 
from  foreign  countries  when  the   Royal 
Commission    over    which    he    had    the 
honour  of  presiding  was  appointed.     He 
hoped  the  appointment  of   the  Depart- 
mental Committee  would  lead  to  an  ex- 
tension of  the  teaching  of  science  in  oar 
elementary  schools,    and    that    such    a 
system    would    be    devised     as    would 
make  elementary  science  more  fltted  for 
reception    by    young    children.       What 
they    chiefly    needed     in    this    respect 
was  instruction  in  the  shape  of  object^ 
lessons  which  children  could  comprehend. 
He    believed    the    whole     question    of 
scientific  instruction  in  elementary  scho<^ 
required  to  be  completely  re-organised  if 
there    was    to    be   a    large  increase  in 
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stem.     They  had  quoted  statements  by 

e  Bishops  of  Loudon  and  Rochester ; 

it   he   could   set   off  as   against   their 

tinion  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Chichester, 

ho  was  an  authority  equally  respected 

least,   and    who   said   in   his   recent 

Qarge  that  voluntary  schools  had  reason 

complain  of  the  Inspectors,  who  did 

it  make  allowances  for  shortcomings, 

id    who    appeared    to    have    received 

ders  to  exercise  arbitrary  power  with- 

tt     mercy    or     forbearance,    so     that 

aoagera  met  with  discouragement  from 

i08e  who  ought  to   assist  them.     The 

et    was,    they   knew    what   the   Vice 

teeident    meant — he   meant   well,   but 

»y    did    not    like    his    methods.     He 

BDt  out  of  his  way  to  quote  from  the 

^>ort      of      the      Royal     Commission, 

•t    he    (Admiral   Field)    would    point 

^   that    the     recommendations     were 

Hbe  taken  as  a  whole,  and  that  schools 

IVe  to  be  assisted  pecuniarily  to  enable 

Ipm  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 

to  Department.     Why  did  he  look  at 

»  matter  in  that  way  ?  Why  did  he  not 

jbpt  that  portion  of  the  Report  which 

9Jd    that     these     schools     should      be 

lasted  ?     He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 

Sftttleman  did   not  wish   to   pass    that 

ifkX  over. 

*«  B.    SAMUELSON:    We   were 
•i  unanimous  upon  that  point.   We  were 
the  other. 

\j>HiRAL    FIELD    said,    he   did    not 

J  "whether  they  were  unanimous  ;  he 

>08ed    the   recommendation   was  ac- 

ing  to  rule — carried   by  a  majority, 

IS  this  Vote  would  be,  and  that  was 

rh. 

.  ACLAND  :  No,  no  ! 

URAL  FIELD  said,  they  all  ad- 

the   right   hon.    Gentleman    the 

f^sident  ;  he  was  the  right  man 

ght  place,  and  all   they  wanted 

s  to  keep  liim  straight.     If  his 

>olicy  in  regard   to  the  volun- 

Is  was  adhered  to,  they  would 

'elcome   School    Boards,   and 

■  d  that.     Personally,  he  (Ad- 

■  '   was   no  enemy  of  School 

usbed  they  could  have  them 
•to  'lutry.     If  it  had  not  been 

>n  of  religious  instruction 

•  ».  Established  Church,  he 

«e.  sitting  on  those  Benches 

31*  int  Member  was  under- 

«r    c-  Q  Ministerial  Benches) 
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20  years  ago.  He  felt  strongly  upon  these 
questions,  and  he  was  not  disposetl  to 
welcome  School  Boards  unless  they  could 
get  over  the  question  of  the  religious 
education  of  the  poor.  At  present,  as 
the  Vice  President  knew,  there  were  90 
elementary  schools  in  Avhich  the  Bible 
was  never  read  and  prayers  were  never 
heard.  Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  bring  his  talents  to  bear  to 
secure  and  apply  a  remedy  for  that  state  of 
things  ?  That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why 
they  disapproved  of  what  had  been  done, 
and  that  was  why  they  wished  to  attach 
great  importance  to  religious  training. 
In  New  South  Wales  he  (Admiral  Field) 
found  that  ministers  of  all  denominations 
entered  the  schools  at  certain  times,  in 
order  to  teach  what  they  taught  their 
congregations.  Many  of  them  would 
welcome  that  in  England.  There  should 
be  a  class-room  for  the  purpose  of  this 
training,  and  they  should  do  what  was 
being  done  in  that  far-away  part  of  the 
world.  They  did  not  want  to  force  this 
question  upon  the  schools  ;  but  the  other 
side  would  not  be  reasonable,  they  would 
have  all  their  own  way  in  forcing  these 
School  Boards  upon  the  districts.  For 
himself,  he  believed  in  lay  management 
in  preference  to  clerical  management. 
They  all  admitted  that  School  Boards 
were  necessary  to  supplement  the  work 
of  other  schools  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished,  not  to  supplement, 
but  to  supplant.  They  complained  of 
that  ;  they  challenged  his  policy  because 
he  did  not  hold  the  scales  evenly.  He 
understood,  as  he  had  said,  that  the  East- 
bourne matter  was  settled  ;  and  he  was 
not  going,  as  he  hml  originally  intended, 
to  deal  with  it.  There  was  nothing  to 
be  gained  by  flogging  a  dead  horse,  or 
stirring  up  sleeping  dogs.  He  was 
always  for  letting  sleeping  dogs  lie.  The 
general  question  was  that  contained  in 
the  simple  challenge  which  he  had  stated. 
As  to  the  remarks  made  about  the  work 
of  the  last  Government  and  free  educa- 
tion, he  admitted  that  the  last  Govern- 
ment was  not  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, but  a  Unionist  Government,  and 
the  Conservatives  could  not  have  every- 
thing their  own  way  in  matters  of  this 
sort.  He  would  simply  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  matters  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  was  mischief  ous,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  continued. 

2  T 
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Department  as  they  existed  some  years 
ago,  and  they  said  it  was  unfair  that  ob- 
jection should  be  taken*  to  them  in  this 
fashion.  That  was  part  of  what  they 
had  to  regret  in  reference  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  They  had  heard 
of  the  unjust  steward.  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  steward  or 
trustee  for  the  country,  and  he  should 
hold  the  scales  evenly,  and  not  allow  any 
personal  predilections  of  his  own  to 
actuate  him  against  the  voluntary  school 
system  which  had  developed  in  the 
country,  and  which  was  the  only  system 
that  prevailed  up  to  the  year  1870.  That 
was  their  complai  nt.  A  good  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  issue  of  the  Circular  No. 
321.  He  was  not  going  to  occupy  time  by 
alluding  to  it.  But  there  was  something 
more  mischievous  than  anything  that  had 
been  dealt  with.  The  Vice  President 
had  written  a  reply  to  a  very  fussy  cor- 
respondent on  the  question  of  free  educa- 
tion. He  went  out  of  his  way  to  answer 
an  inquiry,  and  his  letter  became  a  public 
document,  being  published  in  the  news- 
papers, and  the  result  was  that  the 
earnest  Radicals  in  his  (Admiral  Field's) 
parish  issued  a  placard  and  left  it  at 
every  man's  door,  saying  that  every  man 
hml  a  right  to  free  education  for  his 
children,  and  that  there  was  no  necessity 
to  pay  fees  to  the  managers  of  the 
Church  schools.  He  asked  the  House, 
was  that  fair  ?  It  was  not  fair  ;  it  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  [_Cries 
o/"  No  !  "]  Oh,  but  yes  ;  it  was.  He 
knew  a  good  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  Act  being  a  Free  Education  Act. 
He  had  even  noticed  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Department  (Sir  W.  Hart- 
Dyke)  allude  to  it  as  a  Free  Edu- 
cation Act ;  but  that  was  not  what 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  it. 
When  he  was  in  Office,  he  only  alluded 
to  it  then  as  an  "Assisted  Education  Act," 
and  it  was  an  abuse  of  the  powers  of  the 
Act  to  use  it  for  the  purposes  of  free 
education.  There  was  one  other  point. 
It  was  as  to  the  alleged  insufficient  ac- 
commodation for  children.  The  compul- 
sory age,  in  the  Act,  was  five  years. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  base  his 
ease  for  this  accommodation  on  the  five 
years'  of  age,  or  was  it  on  the  three 
years'  for  infants  ?  It  was  very  important 
they  should  know ;  many  of  them  believed 
that  the  Vice  President  tried  to  secure  ac- 
commodation for  children  three  vears  old. 

Admiral  Field 


instead    of   respecting    the   five    year?' 
limit.       Were     they     to     admit    three 
years  old  children  ?     No  doubt  it  wm  i 
source  of  profit  in  some  places  to  do  »; 
but  it  would  be  a  great   embmrsssmeot 
outside   the  agricultural  schools — in  the 
large  towns — and  it  could  not  be  nid  to 
be  fair,  as  the  Act  did  not  make  aceom- 
modation  of  such  a  character  obligatory, 
and  therefore  it  need  not  be  fonnd.     He 
was  only  a  modest  sailor,  but  he  bad  eBck*- 
vouredto  look  into  this  question,  and  per^ 
haps   the   right  hon.  Gentleman  wooM 
give   him    an  answer  upon  that  point, 
which   affected   the   whole    qaestioD  i* 
Eastbourne.     He    believed    the    people 
had  been  stirred  to  more  zealous  tdioa 
by  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  they  had  also  been  roiual  t< 
sturdy  Englishmen   to  resist,  as  far  a» 
they  could,  a  system  which   they  hilwL 
The  result  of  such  action   would  he,  be 
feared,   a  falling-oflT  in    the     volimtin 
system.  Large  sums  had  been  previoiBlf 
subscribed,    and     it    was    unfair   tktp^ 
should  not  be  left  to  them  still.     8tit»* 
had  been  laid  by   the  hon.  Baronet  t^ 
Member  for  Kingston  Division  (Sir  K> 
Temple)  on  the  circumstance,  as  be«ii 
of    permission    being    given    to    a»k» 
charges  for  books  and  stationery, 
was  a  point  he  wished  to  press  on 
hon.  Member  who  had  spoken.  Thei 
not  permitted  to  make  charges  in  te8^ 
but  to  charge  a  simple  fee  which  ^^ 
not  do  more  than  bring  them   np  to  tk 
normal  fee.     But  the  letter  to  whkb  be 
had   referred   had   been   provocadre  '^ 
such   mischief   in   his    parish    that  t^ 
managers  met  and  declared  that  the  osIt 
thing  they  "could  do  was  to    deciare  tL 
schools  free.     They  did  that  under  pi*^ 
sure,  and  it  was  not  fair  they  shonklbaT'' 
to  do  it ;  because  what  the  Act  peiiiikied 
to  be  done  the   managers  had  a  right  t* 
do,    and   the    contributions    ol    Id.  }fc' 
week,  or,  as  in  some  cases,  of  2s.  a  Tva% 
from  artizans  who  could  afiord  to  p>. 
were   valuable   as    sums    enabling   tb* 
managers     to     carry    out    their    w«[i 
Now,  owing  to  the   letter  of   the  Vr- 
President,     many     sehooU     would     ^ 
crippled,  and  would  have  to  d«pe»l  k^ 
Church  offertories  to  make   op  the  tir 
ficiency    where    School     Board*    v«" 
established.    It  would  he  th# 
himself    and    his    friends, 
prevent    the    BstablishmeDt    of 
Boards   to  the  injury  of  the 
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system.  They  had  quoted  statements  by  I 
the  Bishops  of  LoDdou  and  Rochester ; 
but  he  could  set  off  as  agaiust  their 
opioion  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Cliichester, 
who  waa  an  authority  equally  respected 
at  least,  and  who  said  iu  his  recent 
Charge  that  voluntary  schools  had  reason 
to  complain  of  the  Inspectors,  who  did 
not  make  allowances  for  shortcomings, 
and  who  appeared  to  have  received 
orders  to  exercise  arbitrary  power  with- 
out mercy  or  forbearance,  so  that 
managers  met  with  discouragement  from 
those  who  ought  to  assist  them.  The 
fact  was,  they  knew  what  the  Vice 
President  meant — he  meant  well,  but 
they  did  not  like  his  methods.  He 
went  out  of  his  way  to  quote  from  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
but  he  (Admiral  Field)  would  point 
out  that  the  recommendations  were 
to  be  taken  as  a  whole,  and  that  schools 
were  to  bo  assisted  pecuniarily  to  enable 
them  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Department.  Why  did  he  look  at 
the  matter  in  that  way  ?  Why  did  he  not 
adopt  that  portion  of  the  Report  which 
said  that  these  schools  sliould  be 
assisted  ?  He  was  sure  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  did  not  wish  to  pass  that 
pohit  over. 

•Sir  B.  SAMUELSON:  We  were 
not  unanimous  upon  that  point.  We  were 
on  the  other. 

•Admiral  FIELD  said,  he  did  not 
care  whether  they  were  unanimous  ;  he 
supposed  the  recommendation  was  ac- 
cording to  rule — carried  by  a  majority, 
just  as  this  Vote  would  be,  and  that  was 
enough. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  No,  no  ! 

•Admiral  FIELD  said,  thev  all  ad- 
mired  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  ;  he  was  the  right  man 
in  the  right  place,  and  all  they  wanted 
to  do  was  to  keep  him  straight.  If  his 
present  policy  in  regard  to  the  volun- 
tary schools  was  adhered  to,  they  would 
have  to  welcome  School  Boards,  and 
they  disliked  that.  Personally,  he  (Ad- 
miral Field)  was  no  enemy  of  School 
Boards  ;  he  wished  they  could  have  them 
all  over  the  country.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  the  question  of  religious  instruction 
and  that  of  the  Established  Church,  he 
would  have  been  sitting  on  those  Benches 
(the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  under- 
stood to  indicate  the  Ministerial  Benches) 
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20  years  ago.  He  felt  strongly  upon  these 
questions,  and  he  was  not  disposed  to 
welcome  School  Boards  unless  they  could 
get  over  the  question  of  the  religious 
education  of  the  poor.  At  present,  as 
the  Vice  President  knew,  there  were  90 
elementary  schools  iu  which  the  Bible 
was  never  read  and  prayers  were  never 
heard.  Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  bring  his  talents  to  bear  to 
secure  and  apply  a  remedy  for  that  state  of 
things  ?  That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why 
they  disapproved  of  what  had  been  done, 
and  that  was  why  they  wished  to  attach 
great  importance  to  religious  training. 
In  New  South  Wales  he  (Admiral  Field) 
found  that  ministers  of  all  denominations 
entered  the  schools  at  certain  times,  in 
order  to  teach  what  they  taught  their 
congregations.  Many  of  them  would 
welcome  that  in  England.  There  should 
be  a  class-room  for  the  4)urpose  of  this 
training,  and  they  should  do  what  was 
being  done  in  that  far-away  part  of  the 
world.  They  did  not  want  to  force  this 
question  upon  the  schools  ;  but  the  other 
side  would  not  be  reasonable,  they  would 
have  all  their  own  way  in  forcing  these 
School  Boards  upon  the  districts.  For 
himself,  he  believed  in  lay  management 
in  preference  to  clerical  management. 
They  all  admitted  that  School  Boards 
were  necessary  to  supplement  the  work 
of  other  schools  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished,  not  to  supplement, 
but  to  supplant.  They  complained  of 
that ;  they  challenged  his  policy  because 
he  did  not  hold  the  scales  evenly.  He 
understood,  as  he  had  said,  that  the  East- 
bourne matter  was  settled  ;  and  he  was 
not  going,  as  he  hail  originally  intended, 
to  deal  with  it.  There  was  nothing  to 
be  gained  by  flogging  a  dead  horse,  or 
stirring  up  sleeping  dogs.  He  was 
always  for  letting  sleeping  dogs  lie.  The 
general  question  was  that  contained  in 
the  simple  challenge  which  he  had  stated. 
As  to  the  remarks  made  about  the  work 
of  the  last  Government  and  free  educa- 
tion, he  admitted  that  the  last  Govern- 
ment was  not  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, but  a  Unionist  Government,  and 
the  Conservatives  could  not  have  every- 
thing their  own  way  in  matters  of  this 
sort.  He  would  simply  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  matters  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  was  mischief  ous,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  continued. 

2  T 
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Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  said,  he 
had  never  listened  to  a  more  interesting 
and  encouraging  educational  statement 
than  that  which  had  been  made  that 
evening.  It  showed  that  they  were 
making  advance  all  along  the  line.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  Vice  President  give 
a  measure  of  credit  to  his  predecessor, 
because  he  had  made  many  valuable  im- 
provements ;  and  it  was  a  pleasure  to 
him  (Mr.  Smith)  to  say  that  he  thought 
during  the  past  six  years  valuable  im- 
provements had  been  carried  out  under  the 
Party  now  in  Opposition.  He  had  risen 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to 
the  subject  of  evening  continuation 
schools.  For  several  Sessions  he  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  promote  the  establish- 
ment of  such  schools  ;  but,  unfortunately, 
he  had  no  opportunity  of  advancing  it, 
owing  to  his  position  under  the  baUot ; 
but  if  he  could  not  push  forward  the 
Bill  he  could,  and  did,  succeed  in  com- 
mitting the  House  unanimously  to  a 
Resolution  in  favour  of  evening  con- 
tinuation schools.  Hitherto  evening 
schools  had  been  strangled  by  the 
pedantic  and  ridiculous  restrictions  put 
upon  them  by  the  Education  Department ; 
but  now  they  had  a  Code  thoroughly 
elastic,  which  met  the  wishes  of  the 
most  advanced  reformers.  But  what 
had  been  the  result  of  this  improved 
machinery  ?  It  recalled  the  the  Latin 
proverb — Parturiunt  monies^  nascetur 
ridiculus  mus.  They  had  got  gigantic 
machinery,  and  yet  they  found  that 
whilst  4,CKX),000  was  the  average  at- 
tendance of  children  at  day  schools  not 
more  than  65,000  children  were  attending 
night  schools,  or  1  in  50.  This  number 
was  a  mere  bagatelle,  considering  that 
450,000  children  every  year  passed  out 
of  the  elementary  day  schools  of  the 
country,  the  average  age  at  which  they 
left  being  12  years.  There  were  about 
2,000,000  between  the  ages  of  12  and  17 
years,  and  not  more  than  one- tenth  of 
the  number  received  any  education*  at  all 
after  leaving  day  school.  In  Germany 
half  the  number  would  be  receiving 
education.  It  did  not  become  them  to 
l>oast  too  much  of  the  education  of  this 
country.  It  was  a  lamentable  defect  in 
British  education  that  it  came  to  an  end 
far  too  soon.  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  had  said  that  they  looked  to 
education  quite  as  much  to  form  charac- 
ter as  to  enlarge  the  information.     But 


how  far  did  they  form  the  character  of  « 
child  before  the  age  of  12,  especially  if 
the  child  was  thrown,  as  the  children  ef 
the  working  classes  were  to  a  great  9%* 
tent  thrown,  on  the  streets,  frequenting 
the  public-houses,  and  reading  penny 
dreadfuls  ?  How  could  the  charaeter  of 
children  be  formed  for  good  in  those 
evil  surroundings  ?  Both  in  Board  and 
in  voluntary  schools  wonderful  results 
were  produced  during  the  years  the 
children  were  at  school ;  but  once  the 
children  left  school,  there  was  nothing* 
but  retrogression,  and  if  the  children 
were  brought  back  again  to  the  sehook- 
at  the  age  of  15  a  great  change  for  the 
worse  could  be  seen  in  most  of  them* 
The  greater  portion  of  the  edncation 
and  training  of  the  children  was,  as  it 
were,  washed  out,  and  the  whole  charae- 
ter gone  back  enormously.  Take  the 
case  of  their  own  children.  What  woold 
become  of  the  children  of  any  Member 
of  the  House  if  they  were  allowed  lo 
run  loose  at  the  age  of  12  ?  He  did  not 
believe  any  Member  of  the  House  wonM 
have  been  able  to  reach  that  honour  if 
he  had  been  left  uncared  for  at  the  age 
of  12.  Under  their  present  educational 
system  the  time  in  which  the  character 
of  children  was  really  formed  was  wasted 
or  thrown  away.  This  was  a  great  age 
for  remedying  social  evils.  Thej  might 
pass  innumerable  measures  to  better  the 
condition  of  the  poor,  and  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  degraded  masses  ;  hot 
they  would  fail  utterly  in  achieving 
any  result  worth  speaking  of  nnlen 
they  took  care  of  the  chUdien 
after  they  left  the  day  ecfaooL 
They  often  talked  about  the  poor 
wretched  creatures  who  occupied  the 
slums  of  their  large  cities.  How  were 
they  to  cure  that  great  evil  ?  Sim[^j  \ff 
looking  after  the  children  from  the  tlnin 
they  left  school  at  12  tUl  they  were  1ft, 
as  was  done  in  Germany.  If  that  were 
not  done,  the  children  bom  in  slnma 
would  become  the  parents  of  other 
children  bom  in  slums,  and  there  wunM 
be  little  improvement  in  the  condition  sf 
the  poor  for  many  ages.  This  was  not 
merely  an  educational  question.  It  was  a 
religious  question,  a  social  question,  and 
an  economical  question  also.  He  hid 
given  considerable  thought  to  the 
tion,  and  he  had  oome  to  the 
elusion  that  they  required  an 
for  children.    Their  educatkn 
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up  on  the  qualification  standard.  Children 
were  exempted  from  attending  school  if 
they  passed  a  certain  Standard.  The 
^reat  object  of  parents  was  to  get  the 
children  out  of  the  schools,  for  it  was 
thought  a  grand  thing  if  a  boy  or  a  girl 
was  able  to  leave  school  at  an  early  age 
by  getting  quickly  through  the  necessary 
Standards.  Such  a  system  was  a  great 
misfortune  to  a  clever  child,  for  it  sent 
him  to  play  about  the  streets,  while  it 
detained  the  dull  child  in  the  school. 
They  should  adopt  the  high  age  standard 
which  was  in  vogue  in  most  countries. 
The  age  at  which  children  left  school  in 
Crermany  was  13  years,  in  Switzerland  it 
was  15  years,  but  in  this  country,  as  he 
had  said,  it  was  only  12.  That  age  ought 
to  be  increased  to  13  years,  and  the 
Standard  age  for  leaving  the  evening 
schools  fixed  at  15  years.  The  evening 
schools  should  be  open  for  the  six  winter 
months  in  the  year  for  three  nights  in 
the  week,  and  attendance  made  com- 
pulsory. The  schools  were  now  made 
very  attractive,  and  he  believed  that  once 
they  got  the  children  into  the  evening 
schools  there  would  be  no  difficultv  in 
keeping  them  there.  He  knew  there 
vras  a  labour  difficulty  in  some  places 
\¥here  a  large  amount  of  child  labour 
was  employed.  In  regard  to  child  labour, 
he  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
£ngland  came  very  poorly  out  of  the 
Berlin  Conference,  so  far  as  restriction 
on  child  labour  was  concerned,  and  he 
thought  the  House  would  do  well  to 
tighten  those  restrictions  more.  He  be- 
lieve<l  the  Committee  would  give  a 
general  assent  to  the  views  he  had 
expressed.  They  were  surely  coming 
near  to  the  time  when  they  would  reach 
the  goal  of  their  educational  system — 
the  question  of  what  to  do  with  their 
children  in  the  interval  between  12  and 
1 8,  between  the  time  they  left  school  and 
got  emplbyment.  He  expressed  general 
agrreement  with  many  of  the  views  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  with  reference  to 
religious  education.  He  believed  that 
there  was  no  considerable  fraction  of  the 
House  who  would  wish  to  do  away  with 
religious  education.  But  he  had  looked 
i^ith  a  certain  amount  of  jealousy  at  the 
growing  feeling  among  certain  sections 
of  the  clergy  to  introduce  ecclesiastical 
Christianitv  as  opposed  to  the  Chris- 
tianity of  Christ  into  the  national  schools 
oi  the  coHntry.      There  was  no  objection 


to  the  Holy  Scripture  being  taught  in 
the  schools ;  but  there  was  a  great  ob- 
jection to  any  attempt  being  made  to 
drive  the  children  into  one  or  other  of 
the  Churches.  The  country  would  never 
consent  to  hand  its  children  over  to 
ecclesiastics,  though  it  had  no  objection 
to  the  simple,  elementary  teaching 
of  the  Holy  Scripture  in  a  manner 
suitable  to  children.  The  tendency 
of  this  age  was  towards  lawless- 
ness, and  those  who  were  present  in 
the  House  last  Thursday  evening  would 
probably  be  disposed  to  concur  in  this 
view.  It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  to  be 
important  to  maintain  the  sense  of  rever- 
ence among  children.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East- 
bourne (Admiral  Field)  that  the  fear 
of  God  was  the  most  valuable  of  all 
qualities  that  a  child  could  possess,  and 
he  should  be  sorry  if  the  teaching  in  our 
schools  tended  in  any  degree  to  do  away 
with  that  wholesome  and  most  valuable 
quality.  The  great  bulk  of  educationists 
in  the  country  were  satisfied  with  the 
policy  followed  by  the  Department,  and 
especially  with  the  ability  of  the  gentle- 
man who  now  administered  the  Depart-^ 
mctit  in  that  House.  There  was  hardly 
any  difference  of  opinion  among  Parties 
in  the  House  that  they  had  got  the  right 
man  in  the  right  place  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  President  of  the  Council ; 
and  he  believed  the  welfare  of  the  country 
depended  more  on  the  administration  of 
that  Department  than  on  the  administra- 
tion of  any  other  Department  of  the 
State. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Rochester) 
said,  that  previous  speakers  had  not  dwelt 
sufficiently  on  the  importance  of  the 
juncture  at  which  they  had  arrived  in 
the  history  of  education.  There  was,  for 
example,  the  enormous  question  of  free 
education.  This  was  the  first  year  in 
which  the  House  had  been  aV)le  to  review 
that  question.  There  was  also  the  ques- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  devoted  so  much 
attention — the  question  of  evening  schools 
and  secondary  education,  while  technical 
education  came  up  for  review  after  the 
first  few  years'  experience  of  it.  There 
was  also  the  more  important  question  still 
of  the  compromise  coming  up  for  revision, 
as  well  as  the  enormous  and  increasing 
expenditure  on  public  elementary  educa- 
tion, which  had  risen  to  a  figure  which 
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must  make  even  the  most  careless  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  pause ;  and,  lastly, 
there  was  the  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. He  thought  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  would  admit  that  he 
would  like  very  much  that,  as  the  result  of 
his  policy,  the  voluntary  schools  were 
depressed  and  the  Board  schools  exalted. 
He  would  -not  dwell  on  the  Circular 
issued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more 
than  to  point  out  that  the  short  notice 
which  had  been  given  to  the  managers 
of  voluntary  schools  to  carry  out  the 
demands  made  on  them — only  three  weeks 
or  a  month — was  an  entirelv  new  de- 
parture. 

Mu.  ACLAND  :  No  ;  it  is  nothing  of 
the  sort.  My  predecessor  in  Office  only 
gave  the  same  notice. 

Viscount  CRANBORXE  said,  that  if 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  only  gave  such  short 
notice  he  had  done  very  wrong.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  such  action  was  absolutely 
in  the  teeth  of  the  intentions  of  those 
who  passed  the  Education  Act  of  1870. 
There  was,  for  instance,  a  celebrated 
speech  of  Mr.  Forster,  in  which  he  said 
he  did  not  desire  in  any  way  to  supplant 
the  voluntary  schools  ;  and  there  was  also 
a  speech  by  the  present  Prime  Minister 
in  which  he  said  he  was  most  unwilling 
to  supplant  the  voluntary  schools.  The 
whole  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  to 
fill  the  gap  which  the  voluntary  schools 
left.  That  was  not  the  spirit  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  administered 
his  Department.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  them  to  give  him  instances 
in  which  voluntary  schools  had  applied  for 
sanction  to  charge  fees  under  Section  4 
and  had  been  refused.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  St.  Andrew's  School,  Willes- 
den.  That  was  a  parish  that  had  a 
superfluity  of  accommodation  ;  and  at  the 
wish  of  the  inhabitants,  and  with  the 
assent  of  the  School  Board,  application 
was  made  to  the  Department  to  be 
allowed  to  charge  fees  for  a  higher 
grade  school,  partly  to  give  a  higher 
class  education,  and  partly  because  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  parents  in 
many  parts  of  England  to  have  fee- 
paying  schools.  He  thought  it  showed 
an  extraordinary  want  of  insight  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
they  did  not  understand  this  feeling  on 
the  part  of  parents.  Members  of  the 
House   did  not   send   their  children  to 

Viscount  Cranhorne 


public  elementary  schools,  not  because 
they  despised  their  fellow-creatures,  but 
because,  very  naturally,  the  kind  of 
society  in  which  their  children  moved 
was  not  the  kind  of  society  in  which  the 
children  of  the  working  classes  moved. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  Member 
of  the  House,  no  matter  how  democratic 
he  might-  be,  who  would  send  his  children 
to  a  school  attended  by  children  of  the 
working  classes.  There  was  the  same 
kind  of  difference  between  the  working 
classes  themselves.  There  was  the  lower 
middle  class  and  the  lower  class.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  in 
the  least  offensive  of  these  classes ; 
but  the  lower  middle  class  did 
not  desire  to  send  their  children  to 
the  schools  of  the  lower  class,  and  there- 
fore they  desired  fee-paying  schools.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  anything  to 
be  despised  in  that  feeling.  It  ought  to 
be  recognised  by  the  Department  in  the 
way  of  allowing  fees  to  be  charged  in 
certain  cases.  In  the  case  of  St.  Andrew's 
School,  Willesden,  the  Department  refused 
the  application,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  not  satisfied  that  sufficient  freie 
accommodation  existed  in  the  district, 
and  because  it  was  not  for  the  educa- 
tional benefit  of  the  district.  Why  was 
it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
granted  the  benefits  of  the  section  to  this 
school  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND:  This  case  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  my  predecessor,  who 
refused  the  application,  and  I  refused  it 
on  the  same  grounds. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  that 
the  last  refusal  was  quite  recently,  and 
after  every  kind  of  representation  was 
made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
was  pleased  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  determined  to  carry  out 
the  policy  of  his  predecessor  in  Office. 
The  fact  was  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
refused  because  he  had  not  been  given 
the  information ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  received  the  information, 
and  he  had  continued  to  refuse.  With 
regard  to  the  matter  of  charging  for 
books  under  free  education,  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
charge  for  books  was  counted  as  a  fee. 
He  had  received  a  most  frantic  noessage 
from  the  North  of  England,  saying  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  matter  of  books  had  been  of  a 
most  disastrous   effect,  and  would  do  a 
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^eat  iiijnstK'c.  As  he  now  understood 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  he  repudiated 
that;  but  it  waa  very  curious,  because 
there  was  a  Circular  published  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart-Djke) 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  explained  the 
state  of  things,  and  stated  that  where 
the  average  rate  charged  and  received 
in  respect  of  fees  and  books  during  the 
school  year  was  in  excess  of  lOs.  the 
acceptance  of  the  fee  grant  would  not 
restrict  the  right  of  managers  to  charge.a 
reasonable  sum  for  books,  but  that  such 
charges  must  be  kept  distinct  from  the 
school  fees.  That  fact  showed  two  things 
— that  the  managers  might  charge  for 
books,  and  that  charges  for  books  were 
not  fees.  That  was  the  view  taken  of 
the  Act  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

•Mb.  ACLAND  :  They  might  charge, 
bat  the  parents  might  not  be  willing  to 
pay — we  do  not  dispute  that. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  in 
that  case  the  argument  fell  to  the  ground. 
The  power  to  charge  under  the  Education 
Act  did  not  depend  upon  the  willingness 
of  the  parent — the  school  managers  were 
at  liberty  to  make  the  charge. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  For  the  purchase  of 
books. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  it  did 
not  state  that ;  but  what  he  submitted 
was  that,  by  Section  3  of  the  Act  of  1891, 
the  Government  of  that  day  and  Parlia- 
ment who  passed  the  Act  contemplated 
a  charge  being  made  for  books.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied  upon 
Article  85  of  the  Code  for  the  policy  he 
was  carrying  out,  he  was  relying  upon  a 
broken  reed.  What  Article  85  said  was 
that  the  Department  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  school  had  a  sufRcient  staff,  and 
was  properly  provided  with  books,  maps, 
and  so  forth,  and  it  did  not  say  who  was 
to  provide  all  that.  To  any  reader,  ex- 
cept a  member  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, the  Article  obviously  meant  that 
the  proper  books  should  be  there. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Are  the  maps  found  by  the 
children  ? 

•VI8C3DNT  CRANBORNE  said,  that 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question — the 
point  was  that  the  books  and  maps  were 
to  be  there,  and  the  maps  might  be 
provided  by  the  Department  and  the 
books  hf  the  children,  but  both  were  to 
Xhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 


not  got  to  interpret  what  was  called  the 
spirit  of  Article  85.     Tlie  Code  was  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  was  to  lie  In- 
terpreted by  the  letter  ;  they  read  what 
they  saw,  and  all   that  was  stated  was 
that  the  school  should  be  fully  provided 
with  books.    If  the  managers  chose  to  say 
the  children  should  provide  the  books,  and 
were  allowed  to  make  that  a  condition, 
then    he  said    that  the   Article   in  the 
Code  was  satisfied,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  statutory  authority  to 
insist  upon  the  managers  supplying  the 
books.     He  had  always  observed  al)out 
Vice  Presidents  in  that  House  that  they 
spoke  in  a  way  which  showed  they  were 
not  perfectly  cognisant  of  the  law.     He 
did  not  complain  that  they  did  not  know 
the  law  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  not  always  familiar  with  the  law. 
At  the   end   of  the  last  Government  a 
question  arose  as  to  how  the  fee  grant 
was  to  be  calculated  with  regard  to  the 
average  attendance.     He  put  a  question 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart- 
Dyke),  and  asked  him,  as  courteously  as 
he  could,  if  he  would  consult  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  quite  sure  it  would  make  no 
difference,  but   promised  to  consult  the 
Law  Officers  ;  and,  after  a  long  time,  it 
turned  out  that  he  was  right,  and  his 
right     hon.     Friend      was     wrong 
[T^aughterJ]     He  did  not  mean  to  say  it 
was  his  own  perspicuity  that  discovered 
the  point — he  was  adviseil  by  those  who 
had   made   a   study  of  the  Act,  and  it 
turneil  out  that  the  fee  grant  had  been 
wrongly  calculated,  and  the  whole  thing 
had  to  be  altered.    He  mentioned  that  to 
prove  that  the  Department  was  not  so 
knowing  as  one  would  suppose.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consult  the 
Solicitor    General    beside   him    (Sir  J. 
Rigby)   he  would  find  that  he  had   no 
statutory  authority  to  charge  for  these 
books.     He  had  no  wish  to  dwell  upon 
the   matter,  as   there   were   many   hon. 
Members  who  desireil  to  speak  upou  this 
Vote ;  but  he  wished  for  a  moment  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
one  or  two  important  matters  in  regard 
to  education,  and   one  of   them   was  in 
regard  to  expenditure.     He  did  not  think 
the  Committee  really  realised  the  expendi- 
ture.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  Parliament  alone  spent  £6,200,000. 
If  the  money  was  well  spent  he  should 
have  no  criticism  to  make  ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  their  system  was  about  as 
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uneconomical  as  could  well  be  ooDceived. 
What  could   be   more   absurd  than  the 
School  Board  system  ?     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    looked     upon    the     School 
Board  as  the  highest  perfection  of  human 
ingenuity  and  wisdom.     It  was  a  Body 
which  was  anxious  to  spend  the  money 
of  other  people,  and  perfectly  indifferent 
to    saving.      In   the   case   of    Imperial 
Expenditure  there  were  checks.     In  the 
first  place,  there  was  the  Treasury,  and 
then  there  was  that    House ;    but  with 
regard  to  a  great  part  of  the  money — 
namely,  that  which  came  from  the  rates, 
there  was  no  Treasury  or  Parliamentary 
control    over    the    expenditure    of    the 
School    Board.       The     School     Board 
«imply  issued   their   mandatory   precept 
to    the     Rating    Authority    demanding 
money,  and  the   Rating  Authority  had 
no  power  to  check  the  expenditure  or  to 
limit  the  demand.     In  respect  of  the  in- 
come and  expenditure  of  any  particular 
district,  as   a   general   rule   the   Rating 
Authority  had  complete  control ;  but  with 
respect  to  education  they  had  to  give  as 
much  money  as  the  Board  might  demand. 
That  appeared  to  him  an  absurd  system, 
and  the  only  answer  that  could  be  given 
as  to  why  this  was  the  case  was  that 
they  were  an  elected  Body.     If  the  rate- 
payers did  not  like  it,  why  did  they  not 
stop  the  Board  ?     That  was  a  very  good 
Parliamentary  answer,  but  he  submitted 
it  had  no  bearing  on  the  ca^e.     [An  hon. 
Member  :    It   is  practical.]     That  was 
exactly  what  it  was  not.     What  check 
did  they  suppose  there  would   be  upon 
military  expenditnreiif  the  whole  military 
expenditure   was   in    the    hands    of   an 
elected  body  of  military  experts  ?     He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  military  expen- 
diture would  go  up  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
The  mere  fact   that  they  were  elected 
would  afford  very  little  check  upon  the 
expenditure.      He     mentioned    military 
men  as  an  example,  because,  in  regard  to 
education,    it   was  only   educational  en- 
thusiasts   who    offered    themselves    for 
election  at  School  Board  elections.     The 
freedom  of  election  was  limited,  as  the 
electors  could  only  elect  those  candidates 
who  presented    themselves.       The   per- 
sons   who     took    a    special    interest  in 
education    were    not    those    who    were 
specially  interested  in  economical  adminis- 
tration, and,  therefore,  they  demanded  as 
much  money  as  they  chose.     The  rate- 
payers could  not  turn   them  out,  or,  if 
they  did,  they  would  only  put  in  another 
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lot  of  educational   enthusiasts,  and  the 
expenditure  would  be  quite  as  high  aa  it 
was  before.     Therefore,  he  said  that  the 
reform  that  was  called  for  was  the  reform 
of  the  School  Board.  It  ought  to  be  not  an 
assembly  elected  €ui  hoc^  but  a  committee 
of  the  general  local  Governing  Body  of  the 
district,  responsible  to  that  body,  taking 
their  policy  from  it,  and  being  subject  la 
educational  matters   to  the  general  body. 
One  of  the  results  of  the  system  of  ^  the 
School  Board  was  the  amount  of  money 
that  had  been  borrowed  by  the  Board. 
In  1891  the  amount  was  £22,500,000; 
in   1892   it  was  £24,000,000.     So  that 
the  indebtedness  of  the  Board  had  riaBeo 
£1,500,000  in  one  year.     As  to  tlie  sams 
of    money  that   were    spent    on    main- 
tenance,   in    1889   every    Board    bcbool 
child  cost,  on  an  average,  in   Sngland 
and  Wales  £2   4s.  6j^d.,  while  in  1892 
the  cost  had  risen  to  £2  8s.  4|d.     There 
was  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  ratei. 
which  amounted  to  £1,388,000  iu  1SS9, 
and  to  £1,704,000  in  1892,  or  an  iDcreaM 
of  23  per  cent,  in  the  four  years.    He 
did  not  object  to  a  first-rate  educatuxk 
but    he    considered    that    some    regari 
should  be  had  to  the  ability  of  the  on- 
fortunate  ratepayers  to  pay  the  demawb 
made  upon  them  by  the  School  Board. 
In  order  to  show  that  it  was  mismanage- 
ment and  extravagance,  they  had   ooh 
to  compare  the  different  resnita  iu  different 
parts    of    the   country.      It    was    moA 
amazing  to  compare  London  with  Sua- 
derland.     In  Sunderland  they  had  got  » 
first-rate  School    Board,  and   there   tht 
cost  per  child  was  £2  Is.  8|d.,  and   tber 
earned    a    grant  of  £1   per   bead.      lo 
London  the  cost  was  £3  48.  per  cbiid. 
and    they     earned     a    small    grant    of 
19s.  2^.     The  School  Boards  of  Boltoa, 
Bradford,   Leeds,    Newcastle,   Sbe£aU« 
Cardiff,  and  other  places  all  cost  ie««  and 
earned  more  than  London,  which  shoved 
how  much  these  Board  schools  reqaiml 
to   be  looked  after.     He  apoIogiseNd   for 
having  detained  the  Committee  so  long, 
but  he  would  like  to  supplement    what 
he  had  been  saying  by  pointing  out  that 
the  voluntary  schools  were  much  ntor* 
economical  than  the  Board  schoob ;  tbev 
earned  nearly  as  high  a  grant,  and  cvti 
lis.     less      per     child.      The      Boaid 
schools,  on  an  average,  cost  £i  H^  4|«l. 
per   head,    and    the    voluntary    sebool* 
£1  178.  per  head,  and  the  dtffere&oe  ti 
the  grant  was  very  small  indeed*  ao 
with  a  smaller  expenditure  thej 
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*veiy  much  better  result.  He  submitted^ 
therefore,  that  the  Board  school  system 
was  very  unsatisfactory  from  the  point 
of  view  of  public  expenditure ;  they 
«pent  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  did  not 
spend  it  economically.  Before  sitting 
down  he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
about  what  was  called  the  compromise, 
the  arrangement  arrived  at  in  1870.  He 
observed  that  in  the  Code  for  evening 
schools  there  was  set  forth  the  duties  of 
citizens.  He  did  not  quarrel  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  trying  to  teach 
the  scholars  the  duties  of  citizens. 
He  certainly  thought  it  was  use- 
fal,  now  that  they  had  got  a 
vote,  that  they  should  know  something 
of  what  happened  when  they  used  it. 
But  there  was  a  sort  of  postscript  at  the 
end  which,  no  doubt,  was  very  nice,  and, 
as  far  as  it  went,  very  true  ;  but  how  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
teach  honour  and  virtue  ?  Without  it,  he 
submitted  that  all  the  rest  was  as  sounding 
brass.  It  was  because  the  present  sys- 
tem of  Board  school  education  did  not 
provide  for  the  teaching  of  honour  and 
virtue  that  the  teaching  was  unsatisfac- 
tory. [**  Oh,  oh  I  "]  He  apologised  to 
the  Committee  if  he  had  gone  too  far. 
He  did  not  say  that  some  Board  schools 
did  not  teach  useful  education  of 
this  kind,  but  he  said  there  was 
no  guarantee  for  it  whatever. 
The  Committee  knew  very  well  that 
the  practical  result  of  the  compromise  for 
years  was  that  in  these  schools  unsec- 
tarian  Christianity  was  taught,  and 
that  was  supposed  to  be  the  method  of 
producing  honour  and  virtue.  But  they 
were  passing  from  the  regime  of 
Christianity  altogether,  unsectarian  or 
otherwise.  That  was  the  conviction 
borne  in  upon  those  who  were  watching 
the  education  of  the  country.  They 
must  all  have  observed  the  efforts  which 
were  being  made  by  a  large  minority  on 
the  London  School  Board  to  abolish 
Christianity  altogether.  ["  No,  no  !  "] 
It  was  BO.  Was  the  example  of  the 
large  minority  on  the  Loudon  School 
Board  to  be  followed  ?  Was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  what  hud  been 
going  on  in  the  Colony  of  Victoria  ?  He 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  had  had  his  attention  drawn 
to  the  Colony  of  Victoria,  and  knew 
what  went  on  in  that  Colony,  and  it  was 
most  instructive,  because  t^ey  were  their 


own  kith  and  kin.     The  extent  to  which 
unsectarianism  was  carried  in  that  Colony 
was  perfectly  amazing. 
Mr.  MUNDELLA:    It   was  purely 

a  AA  III  Of* 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  said, 
that  was  the  logical  conclusion  of  un- 
sectarian teaching,  and  he  would  show  to 
what  it  amounted.  The  result  of 
divorcing  religion  from  education  was  of 
a  most  melancholy  kind.  The  Com- 
mittee would  remember  an  able  speech 
made  by  the  present  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester at  the  Church  Congress  last  year, 
in  which  he  pointed  out  the  result  of 
secular  teaching  in  Victoria  —  that 
crime  had  increased  enormously,  and 
such  was  the  demoralisation  that  there 
was  a  reaction,  and  when  the  reaction 
came  there  was  a  somewhat  better 
result.  What  he  (Viscount  Cranbome) 
was  now  about  to  refer  to  he  had 
from  a  friend  of  his  who  was  con- 
nected with  the  Colony  by  marriage. 
He  wanted  to  make  the  Committee 
understand  what  was  the  logical  con- 
clusion of  a  system  of  secular  education 
by  reference  to  the  case  of  Victoria.  There 
was  in  Victoria  a  permissive  clause  which 
allowed  a  voluntary  teacher  to  go  into 
the  school  once  a  week  to  teach  religion. 
A  lady  going  to  a  school  permitting 
such  religious  instruction  had  forgotten 
to  bring  a  Bible.  She  asked  the  school- 
master to  lend  her  one,  but  the  reply 
was — "I  dare  not ;  I  have  not  one,  and  I 
dare  not  bring  a  Bible  to  school  for  fear 
the  Inspector  should  hear  of  it.'*  That 
was  the  kind  of  thing  that  prevailed 
under  the  secular  system  in  Victoria. 
Again,  in  the  poem  *'  The  Wreck  of  the 
Hesperus, "  the  following  verse  was 
omitted : — 

**  Then  the  maiden  clasped  her  hands, 
And  prayed  that  saved  she  might  be ; 
And    she    thought  of  Christ  who  stilled  the 

waves. 
On  the  Lake  of  Galilee." 

That  was  the  logical  and  inevitable 
outcome  of  the  system  of  secular 
education.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Where 
is  that  ?]  That  was  in  the  Diocese  of 
Ballarat,  in  the  Colony  of  Victoria.  The 
contention  he  was  submitting  to  the 
Committee  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  his  action,  was  trying  to 
destroy  the  voluntary  schools  and  sub- 
stitute the  Board  schools  ;  and  he  was 
pointing  out  that  the  substitution  of 
Board  schools  would  lead  to  the  result 
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must  make  even  the  most  careless  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  pause ;  and,  lastly, 
tliere  was  the  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. He  thought  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  would  admit  that  he 
would  like  very  much  that,  as  the  result  of 
his  policy,  the  voluntary  schools  were 
depressed  and  the  Board  schools  exalted. 
He  would  not  dwell  on  the  Circular 
issued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more 
than  to  point  out  that  the  short  notice 
which  had  been  given  to  the  managers 
of  voluntary  schools  to  carry  out  the 
demands  made  on  them — only  three  weeks 
or  a  month — was  an  entirely  new  de- 
parture. 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  No  ;  it  is  nothing  of 
the  sort.  My  predecessor  in  Office  only 
gave  the  same  notice. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  that  if 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  only  gave  such  short 
notice  he  had  done  very  wrong.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  such  action  was  absolutely 
in  the  teeth  of  the  intentions  of  those 
who  passed  the  Education  Act  of  1870. 
There  was,  for  instance,  a  celebrated 
speech  of  Mr.  Forster,  in  which  he  said 
he  did  not  desire  in  any  way  to  supplant 
the  voluntary  schools  ;  and  there  was  also 
a  speech  by  the  present  Prime  Minister 
in  which  he  said  he  was  most  unwilling 
to  supplant  the  voluntary  schools.  The 
whole  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  to 
fill  the  gap  which  the  voluntary  schools 
left.  That  was  not  the  spirit  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  administered 
his  Department.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  them  to  give  him  instances 
in  which  voluntary  schools  had  applied  for 
sanction  to  charge  fees  under  Section  4 
and  had  been  refused.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  St.  Andrew's  School,  Willes- 
den.  That  was  a  parish  that  had  a 
superfluity  of  accommodation  ;  and  at  the 
wish  of  the  inhabitants,  and  with  the 
assent  of  the  School  Board,  application 
was  made  to  the  Department  to  be 
allowed  to  charge  fees  for  a  higher 
grade  school,  partly  to  give  a  higher 
class  education,  and  partly  because  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  parents  in 
many  parts  of  England  to  have  fee- 
paying  schools.  He  thought  it  showed 
an  extraordinary  want  of  insight  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
they  did  not  understand  this  feeling  on 
the  part  of  parents.  Members  of  the 
House   did  not   send   their  children   to 
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public  elementary  schools,  not  because 
they  despised  their  fellow-creatures,  but 
because,  very  naturally,  the  kind  of 
society  in  which  their  children  moved 
was  not  the  kind  of  society  in  which  the 
children  of  the  working  classes  moved. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  Member 
of  the  House,  no  matter  how  democratic 
he  might-  be,  who  would  send  his  children 
to  a  school  attended  by  children  of  the  ^ 
working  classes.  There  was  the  same 
kind  of  difference  between  the  workiug 
classes  themselves.  There  was  the  lower 
middle  class  and  the  lower  class.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  in 
the  least  offensive  of  these  classes; 
but  the  lower  middle  class  did 
not  desire  to  send  their  children  to 
the  schools  of  the  lower  class,  and  there- 
fore they  desired  fee-paying  schools.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  anything  to 
be  despised  in  that  feeling.  It  ought  to 
be  recognised  by  the  Department  in  the 
way  of  allowing  fees  to  be  charged  in 
certain  cases.  In  the  case  of  St.  Andrew'* 
School,  W  illesden,  the  Department  refused 
the  application,  on  the  ground  that  tbej 
were  not  satisfied  that  tJufficient  free 
accommodation  existed  in  the  district, 
and  because  it  was  not  for  the  educa- 
tional benefit  of  the  district.  Why  was 
it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
granted  the  benefits  of  the  section  to  this 
school  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND:  This  case  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  my  predecessor,  who 
refused  the  application,  and  I  refused  it 
on  the  same  grounds. 

•Viscount  CRANBOR^'E  said,  thtt 
the  last  refusal  was  quite  recently,  and 
after  every  kind  of  representation  was 
made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
was  pleased  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  determined  to  canr  out 
the  policy  of  his  predecessor  in  Office. 
The  fact  was  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
refused  because  he  had  not  been  given 
the  information ;  but  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  received  the  information, 
and  he  had  continued  to  refuse.  With 
regard  to  the  matter  of  charging  for 
books  under  free  education,  he  anderetood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
charge  for  books  was  counted  as  a  fee 
He  had  received  a  most  frantic  messtgc 
from  the  North  of  England,  saying  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  matter  of  books  had  been  of  a 
most  disastrous   effect,  and  would  do  a 
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great  iujnstifc.  As  he  now  understood 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  he  repudiated 
that ;  but  it  was  very  curious,  because 
there  was  a  Circular  published  by  his 
right  hen.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke) 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  explained  the 
state  of  things,  and  stated  that  where 
the  average  rate  charged  and  received 
in  respect  of  fees  and  books  during  the 
school  year  was  in  excess  of  10s.  the 
acceptance  of  the  fee  grant  would  not 
restrict  the  right  of  managers  to  charge.a 
reasonable  sum  for  books,  but  that  such 
charges  must  be  kept  distinct  from  the 
school  fees.  That  fact  showed  two  things 
— that  the  managers  might  charge  for 
books,  and  that  charges  for  books  were 
not  fees.  That  was  the  view  taken  of 
the  Act  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  They  might  charge, 
but  the  parents  might  not  be  willing  to 
pay — we  do  not  dispute  that. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  in 
that  case  the  argument  fell  to  the  ground. 
The  power  to  charge  under  the  Education 
Act  did  not  depend  upon  the  willingness 
of  the  parent — the  school  managers  were 
at  liberty  to  make  the  charge. 

Mr.  ACLAXD  :  For  the  purchase  of 
books. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  it  did 
not  state  that ;  but  what  he  submitted 
was  that,  by  Section  3  of  I  he  Act  of  1891, 
the  Government  of  that  day  and  Parlia- 
ment who  passeii  the  Act  contemplated 
a  charge  being  made  for  books.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied  upon 
Article  85  of  the  Code  for  the  policy  he 
was  carrying  out,  he  was  relying  upon  a 
broken  reed.  What  Article  85  said  was 
that  the  Department  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  school  had  a  sufficient  staff,  and 
was  properly  provided  with  books,  maps, 
and  so  forth,  and  it  did  not  say  who  was 
to  provide  all  that.  To  any  reader,  ex- 
cept a  member  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, the  Article  obviously  meant  that 
the  proper  books  should  be  there. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Are  the  maps  found  by  the 
children  ? 

•VI8C3UNT  CRANBORNE  said,  that 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question — the 
point  was  that  the  books  and  maps  were 
to  be  there,  and  the  maps  might  be 
provided  by  the  Department  and  the 
books  by  the  children,  but  both  were  to 
be  there.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 


not  got  to  interpret  what  was  calleil  the 
spirit  of  Article  85.  The  Code  was  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  was  to  l>e  In- 
terpreted by  the  letter  ;  they  read  what 
they  saw,  and  all  that  was  stated  was 
that  the  school  should  be  fully  provided 
with  books.  If  the  managers  chose  to  say 
the  children  should  provide  the  books,  and 
were  allowed  to  make  that  a  condition, 
then  he  said  that  the  Article  in  the 
Code  was  satisfied,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  statutory  authority  to 
insist  upon  the  managers  supplying  the 
books.  He  had  always  observed  about 
Vice  Presidents  in  that  House  that  they 
spoke  in  a  way  which  showed  they  were 
not  perfectly  cognisant  of  the  law.  He 
did  not  complain  that  they  did  not  know 
the  law  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  not  always  familiar  with  the  law. 
At  the  end  of  the  last  Government  a 
question  arose  as  to  how  the  fee  grant 
was  to  be  calculated  with  regard  to  the 
average  attendance.  He  put  a  question 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart- 
Dyke),  and  asked  him,  as  courteously  as 
he  could,  if  he  would  consult  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  quite  sure  it  would  make  no 
difference,  but  promised  to  consult  the 
Law  Officers  ;  and,  after  a  long  time,  it 
turned  out  that  he  was  right,  and  his 

right     hon.     Friend      was     wrong 

[J^aughter,']  He  did  not  mean  to  say  it 
was  his  own  perspicuity  that  discovered 
the  point — he  was  advised  by  those  who 
had  made  a  study  of  the  Act,  and  it 
turneii  out  that  the  fee  grant  had  been 
wrongly  calculated,  and  the  whole  thing 
had  to  be  altered.  He  mentioned  that  to 
prove  that  the  Department  was  not  so 
knowing  as  one  would  suppose.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consult  the 
Solicitor  General  beside  him  (Sir  J. 
Rigby)  he  would  find  that  he  had  no 
statutory  authority  to  charge  for  these 
books.  He  had  no  wish  to  dwell  upon 
the  matter,  as  there  were  many  hon. 
Members  who  desiretl  to  speak  upon  this 
Vote ;  but  he  wished  for  a  moment  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
one  or  two  important  matters  in  regard 
to  education,  and  one  of  them  was  in 
regard  to  expenditure.  He  did  not  think 
the  Committee  really  realised  the  expendi- 
ture. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  Parliament  alone  spent  £6,200,000. 
If  the  money  was  well  spent  he  should 
have  no  criticism  to  make  ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  their  system  was  about  as 
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that  because  some  people  : 
— and  they  were  beginuiug 
religious  ins  true  tion,  there 
(«  DO  religious  tenchirig  iu  the  BoanJ 
schools  at  all.  He  was  afraid  tli 
patriotism  and  civic  virtues  would  iilso 
be  ere  loug  tabooed,  for  one  hou.  Gen- 
tleman that  Dight  had  objected  to  any- 
thing being  taught  about  the  Army, 
Following  iu  the  wake  of  objecting  tfl 
the  tcuchiug  of  religion,  some  people 
might  be  found  objecting  to  the  teacliiug 
of  patriotism.  There  was  no  log! 
standpoint  in  the  present  system.  Where 
there  was  a  logical  standpoint  was  iu 
the  case  of  voluntary  schools,  which 
were  established  by  religious  people  to 
give  a  firet-mtc  education,  aud  to  teach 
religion  as  well,  according  to  the  faith 
of  the  particular  denomination  to  which 
the  school  belonged.  It  was  that  sya'tem 
they  asked  should  be  maintained,  and  lie 
would  beg  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  not 
to  force  on  tbe  great  controversy  as  lo 
religious  education.  If  he  did,  he  would 
find  that  the  people  of  this  country  were 
profoundly  religious  in  their  clmracter, 
and  wished  their  children  to  receive  a 
religious  education.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  using  the  Board  school 
system  for  the  puqjose  of  overthrowing 
denominational  education  in  this  country. 
The  two  points  to  which  he  had  specially 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  his  forhi<]ding  chai^ex 
for  books  in  public  elementary  schools, 
for  which  course,  he  submitted,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  statutory 
authority,  aniU  his  refusal  to  allow 
voluntary  schools,  or  schools  of  any  kind, 
to  take  advantage  of  Section  4  of  the 
Actof  1891.  He  was  afraid  they  could 
not  assent  to  the  iictiou  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  and,  in  order  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  able  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  it,  he  begged  to  move  that 
the  salary  of  the  Vice  President  be 
n^uced  by  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

"  That  Item  A  tt^alaries),  of  £l>,Kfi9,  be  reducel 
bj  £41)0  in  reii>ect  of  the  salarj  of  the  Vk-c 
Presiilfiit."— ( I'MCwHf  r™i.6«<-Hf.) 

■Mk.  DIXON  (Birmingham,  Kdgbas- 
ton)  had  listened  with  great  surprise  and 
still  greater  regret  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lonl.  The  noble  Lord  had  Bscrib«l 
to  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  a 
desire  to  extinguish  all  voluntary  schools. 
Viteount  CraiUtonK 


{COMMONS}  'ltd  Rerenuc,  V-  ®^ 

There  had  Iteeu  no  evidence  wh»tevw 
in  corroboration  of  that  view.  Tbwe 
had  been  allusions  made  there  and  in  the 
other  House  to  some  Circular  that  had 
been  uent  out  from  the  Educatiou  De- 
partment, and  to  a  list  of  schools  which 
had  been  publishwl,  which  schools  were 
stated  not  to  have  proper  aaoilary  and 
cducatioual  appliances.  Upon  that  cir- 
cumstance it  would  appear  that  the  DoUe 
Lord  had  baseil  the  very  strong  accuM- 
tions  that  he  had  brought  against  the 
Vice  President. 

ViscorsrCRAXBORNE:  Ihrought 
several  points.  There  are  a  series  of 
different  matters  which  have  been 
brought  forwanl  in  the  course  of  ih« 
Debate  against  the   right  hon.   G«Dtle- 


li  I  did  not  weary  the  Commirtee 
by  going  through  all  the  points  alrendy 
raised. 

•Mr.  DIXON  replieii,  that  he  cooH 
only  take  those  points  that  had  !*«• 
brought  forward.  He  wished  lo  remark 
to  iliose  hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  wb» 
were  in  favour  of  voluntary  schools  ibai 
he  did  not  think  it  would  have  be« 
possible  for  the  Vice  President  to  have 
done  anything  more  efficacious  ©u  behalf 
of  the  existence  of  the  voluntary  schools 
than  he  had  done  by  the  issue  of  thrt 
Circular  which  had  l>een  so  much  crili- 
cisod.  What  did  that  Circular  mean  ? 
It  meant  simply  this— that  the  Depmt- 
ment  had  ascertaineti  through  oflSriab 
who  were  nol  on  one  side  or  the  utb«r, 
but  who,  from  their  position,  were 
obliged  to  be,  and  were  sure  to  be,  abso- 
lutely impartial,  that  a  certain  number  o( 
schools  were  deficient  on  the  point*  re- 
ferred to,  and  very  seriously  deficienu 
What  was  the  total  number  of  soA 
schools  ?  The  total  ininiber  of  snd" 
schools  was  only  about  I  (  per  cent,  of 
the  schools  of  the  country,  and  if  tbw 
took  the  average  attendance  it  was  o»ly 
J  per  cent,  of  the  total  attendance  in 
the  whole  country  ;  therefore,  what  Ite 
would  like  hou.  Members  opposite  l» 
nderstand  was  thif — it  was  by  i» 
leans  the  large  matter  they  had  affiomed 
to  be,  hut  it  was  a  very  small  awner. 
If  course,  it  was  easy  to  say  thai  lhi» 
■as  only  the  licginning,  that  th«»  wa» 
principle  involved  it  it,  aud  it  might  b* 
stended  to  all  theschools,  Theyiaijfcl 
say  that,  and  he  was  sotrj  lo  «iy 
that  in  that  House  it  was  not  an  UWumI 
thing  to  imp-'"  "">»••—       *"*  *^  **■ 
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point  out  that,  in  reality,  it  was  the  very 
best  thing  for  the  voluntary  system  that 
these  inferior,  imperfect,  inefficient,  and 
bad   school   buildings   should   either   l>e 
improved  up  to  the  level  of  the  day,  or 
that    they    should    be   shut    up.      The 
advanced  educationists  were  of   opinion 
that  the  voluntary  schools  could  not  give 
a  secular  education  of  equal  efficiency  to 
that   which   was    given    in    the   Board 
schools,  and  for  this  reason — that  they 
bad  not  got  the  money  to  pay  for  the 
cost  of  the  superior  schools,  and  there- 
fore a   great    many    of    the    advanced 
educationists  had  said   that  they  hoped 
the  time  would  come — not  now,  but  later 
on — when  the  inferior  voluntary  schools 
would    be   superseded    by   the   superior 
Board      schools.       If      inefficient     and 
inadequate  voluntary  schools  were  to  he 
continued,  what  better  arguments  could 
adyanceil  educationists  have  than  to'sav 
— "Look  at  these  schools  compared  with 
the  Board  schools  "  ?  and  the  parents  of 
the  children  would  have  no  hesitation  in 
deciding  in  favour  of  the  Board  schools. 
What  the  Vice  President  had  done  was 
to  give  that  notice  to  which  reference 
had  been  made  ;  and  if  that  notice  should 
be  quietly  and  slowly  carried  into  effiect, 
the  result   would    be   that   the   schools 
would  be  improved,  and  then  they  should 
not  bring  forward  that  strong  argument 
to  which   he   had  referred.     The   Vice 
President,  he  would  tell  lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  was  their  best  friend.     It  was 
not  he  who  had  passed  this  legislation, 
bat  the  Conservative  Party.     The  Con- 
servative Party  had  been  in  power  for 
six  years  ;  and  if  these  evils  really  were 
of  the  magnitude  that  was  now  repre- 
sented,  why  did    not   the    Conservative 
Party,  when  they  were  in  power,  have 
them  altered  ?     But  they  did   not,  and 
wisely  did    not.     They  considered   that 
all  that  the  Department  was  doing  was 
advisable,  and   their  arrangements  were 
such  as  ought  not  to  be  interfered  with. 
The    noble    Lord    hatl     expressed    the 
opinion  that  the  system  of  School  Boards 
was  a  very  defective  one — that  it  was  a 
very  bad  system.     Let  him    just    point 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  this  very  important 
fact.       When    the    Education    Act    of 
1870     was    passed,   Mr.    Forster,    who 
introduced  it,  was  on   the   side  of   hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite   to  a   large  extent, 
if  not  entirely,  on  the  religious  question. 
But  why  did  he  establish  the  School  Board 
^Tital  ?    It  was  because  there  was  not 


sufficient  accommodation  for  more  than 
half  of  the  children  of  the  country,  and 
the  other  half  were  on  the  streets?.     The 
question,    then,    was    not    the   religious 
character  of  the  education  to  be  given  ; 
it  was  whether  for  one-half  the  children 
there  was  to  be  any  education  at  all.     In 
London  and  Birmingham   the  proportion 
of  children  then  at  school  Avas  less  than  half 
what  it  is  at  present.       If  the   School 
Board  system  had  not  been  established, 
how     could     the     education     of     these 
neglected  children    have   l>een   provided 
for  ?       What    was    the    School    Board 
system  ?     As  he  understood  it,  the  noble 
Lord  had  got  the  notion  that  the  educa- 
tion given  in  the  Board  schools   was,  in 
the   first   place,   more   costly    than  that 
given   in  the  voluntary  schools  ;    and,  in 
the  second   place,  not  one   item    better* 
[Viscount  Cranborxe  :  I    did    not  say 
that.]     Then  what  was  the  meaning  of 
bringing   forward   the   fact    that    volun- 
tary schools  obt lined  nearly  as  large  a 
grant  ?      That   was    an    argument   con- 
tinually brought  forward  :  but  the  grant 
given  was  no  test  whatsoever  of  the  effi- 
ciency of  a  school.     Why  was  the  cost 
greater  in' the  Board  'schools  ?    The  cost  of 
Board  schools  was  greater  than  the  cost 
of    voluntarv     schools,    because    School 
Boards  built  the  best  schools  that  know- 
leilge  and  experitsuce  could  devise.     Bir- 
mingham had  spent  £10  per  head  upon 
Board  schools,  while  voluntary   schools 
cost  only  £5.     But  was  there  a  ratepayer 
in  the  country  that  would  not  willingly 
give  the  extra  £5  for  the  additional  ad7 
vantage  to  the  schools  ?     The  noble  Lord 
said  he  placed  no  value  whatsoever  upon 
the  opinions  of  the  ratepayer,  because  he  , 
was  compelled  to  elect  a  small  number  of 
men  who  were  really  to  l>e  his  leaders  and 
masters,  and  whom  he  had  no  kind  of  alter- 
native but  to  follow.  That  was  not  the  case. 
Did  not  the  noble  Lord  know  that  upon 
this  very  ground  of  economy  the  Loudon 
School  Board  were  turned   out,  and  the 
party   of  economy   had    tAvice  gained    a 
victory  at  the  elections  ?     As  Chairman 
of    the    Birmingham    School    Board,    he 
could  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  they  were 
just  as  much  bound  to  consider  the  money 
it  was  spending  as  the  Metropolis  was  ; 
the  Birmingham  School  Board  carefully 
watched  the  opinion  of  the  ratepayers, 
and  was  guided  by  it ;  and  the  Birming- 
ham   ratepayers    willingly   allowed    the 
School    Board   to  spend  all  the   money 
that    was    seen    to    be   necessary    and 
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were  some  18,000  persone,  of  whom 
some  3,000  were  ratepayers,  in  the 
district.  If  it  were  in  the  power  of  the 
Education  Department  to  set  up  a  School 
Board  in  a  district  upon  the  vote  of  1^ 
per  cent,  only  of  the  ratepayers  upon 
the  remaining  98^  per  cent.,  there 
would  not  be  a  district  in  England  in 
which  it  woidd  not  be  possible  to  set  up 
a  School  Board.  He  denied  that  the 
clause  to  which  he  referred  was  capable 
of  such  an  interpretation.  That  clause 
only  applied  to  localities  which  were 
unable  to  make  good  a  deficiency  in 
school  accommodation. 

Mr.   ACLAND    was   understood   to 
express  dissent. 

•LoRo  G.  HAMILTON  said,  that 
under  the  regulations  any  number  of  rate- 
payers could  resolve  that  a  School  Board 
was  required,  notwithstanding  that  there 
was  ample  school  accommodation  already 
in  existence.  But  could  it  be  said  that 
the  number  of  those  attending  should  not 
bear  some  relation  to  the  number  of 
ratepayers  ?  He  fully  acquitted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  any  deliberate 
intention  to  destroy  the  voluntary  schools, 
which,  however,  were  being  subjected  to 
a  "  pacific  blockade,"  and  the  action  that 
was  l>eino^  taken  was  contrarv  to  the 
spirit  of  the  compromise  of  1870.  It 
was  not  fair  to  put  such  an  interpreta- 
tion on  the  clause.  If  the  voluntary 
schools  were  to  be  abolished  they  ought 
to  l>e  almlisheil  by  distinct  statute,  and 
not  by  the  chance  resolutions  of  an 
uncertain  number  of  ratepayers.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reconsider  the  matter,  for,  if  he  was  right, 
then  the  matter  was  a  very  serious  one 
for  the  voluntarv  schools. 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  will  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  same  spirit  as  that  in 
which  he  put  his  question.  The  noble 
Lord,  I  think,  will  admit — everyone  must 
admit — the  difficulties  of  administering 
the  present  dual  system;  but  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  what  the  Depart- 
ment looks  to  is  not  whether  schools  are 
voluntary  or  whether  they  are  under  the 
School  Board,  but  whether  they  are 
efficient.  It  is  quite  true  that  even  in 
cases  where  there  is  ample  school  accom- 
modation a  certain  number  of  ratepayers 
may  send  in  a  requisition  to  the  Depart- 
ment for  the  establishment  of  a  School 
Boanl,  and  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
Department  act  under  the  requisition.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  cannot 

Lord  G,  Hamilton 


point  to  a  case  where  that  has  been  tlone, 
and  where  the  Department  has  not 
granted  the  Board — acceded  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  the  district.  So  ordinary 
a  matter  is  it  that  it  is  not  at  all  referred 
to  the  Vice  President,  but  is  dealt  with 
by  the  officers  of  the  Department,  just  as 
this  matter  Avas.  I  do  not  say  that 
justifies  the  Department,  but  I  state  it 
to  show  that  the  officers  regarded  this  as 
an  ordinary  case.  No  complaint  what- 
ever reached  the  Department  adverse  to 
the  requisition,  and  the  School  Board 
was  appointed  in  the  ordinary  way. 
Indeed,  while  matters  were  pending  a 
letter  was  received  from  the  Vicar  of 
Hounslow,  in  which  he  said  that  they 
were  about  to  take  the  first  step  towards 
establishing  a  Board  school,  and  spoke 
of  erecting  new  buildings.  We  bad, 
therefore,  no  occasion  to  believe  that  there 
was  reason  to  make  further  inquiry,  or 
that  might  have  been  done,  if  it  were 
considered  necessary  to  do  it.     I  think  I 

have  said  enough  to  show 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  What  about 
the  final  notice  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  was  sent  out  in 
the  ordinary  course,  and  does  not  affect 
the  School  Board  question.  Now,  Sir,  I 
think  I  have  first  of  all  to  thank  the  late 
Vice  President  and  many  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  for  the  kindlv  mann^ 
in  which  they  have  spoken  of  myself. 
He  called  my  attention  to  Clause  4  (1)  in 
the  Free  Education  Act,  under  which  it 
is  provided  that  only  in  certain  cases, 
and  when  there  is  plenty  of  free  school 
accommodation  for  the  district,  may  an 
additional  charge  be  made  as  school  fees. 
I  do  not  deny  that  that  clause  gave  me  a 
great  deal  of  trouble.  I  had  to  certify 
that  that  charge  of  fees,  or  increase  of 
fees,  would  be  for  the  educational  benefit 
of  the  district,  and  School  Boards  have 
written  to  me  pressing  me  most  strongly 
to  allow  the  higher  schools  to  charge 
fees.  I  have  had  a  great  variety  of 
opinions  sent  to  me  on  the  subject,  and  I 
can  assure  the  Committee  that  in  many 
places  opinion  is  largely  divided.  Some 
have  said  that  the  higher  schools  should 
be  free,  as  in  the  case  of  two  such  schools 
in  Birmingham.  The  question  the  De- 
partment have  to  consider  is  whether  it 
will  be  advantageous  for  the  districts  in 
which  the  schools  are  situate.  In  the 
Batley  case  the  vicar  wrote  saying  that 
the  only  hope  for  the  school  was  that  it 
should  be  free.     I  give  that  for  what  it 
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Office  for  one  jear,  and  he  could  not  be 
expected  to  carry  out  all  the  suggestions 
that  had  been  made  before  he  came  into 
Office.  He  was  not  responsible  for 
those  suggestions.  He  had,  however, 
discharged  his  duties  in  a  most  able  and 
satisfactorj  manner. 
•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middl^ex, 
Ealing)  said,  thej  would  agree  with 
manj  of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Grentle- 
man  who  had  just  sat  down,  especially 
those  on  subjects  with  which  he  had  been 
specially  identified,  for  his  views  carried 
weight,  thd  hon.  Gentleman  being  Chair- 
man of  a  School  Board  which,  from  an  ad- 
ministrative point  of  view,  was  the  ablest 
and  most  economical  in  the  Kingdom.  He 
would  not  follow  him,  however,  in  his 
criticism  of  the  School  Board  system. 
His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Cranbome)  had 
told  them  that  he  did  not  object  to 
School  Board  schools  as  such,  but  that 
he  greatly  preferred  the  voluntary  system, 
since  it  contained  secular  and  religious 
instruction.  There  was,  undoubtedly,  a 
general  feeling  among  the  friends  of 
voluntary  schools  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Acland)  had 
dealt  rather  more  hardly  with  those 
schools  than  his  predecessor  did. 
The  action  of  the  Education  De- 
partment in  setting  up  School  Boards 
in  certain  localities  had  been  rather  sum- 
mary ;  and  an  example  of  this  was  found 
in  the  school  district  of  Hounslow,  where 
action  had  been  taken  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  attention.  He  was  sure  that  a 
serious  mistake  had  been  made — a  mis- 
take of  so  serious  a  character  that,  un- 
less it  were  rectified,  it  must  imperil  the 
fotore  of  almost  every  voluntary  school 
in  the  Kingdom.  Under  the  Act  of 
1870,  when,  in  any  given  locality,  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  school  accommoda- 
tion, there  were  two  methods  by  which 
the  deficiency  could  be  made  good.  The 
ordinary  method  of  procedure  was  under 
Sections  9  and  10,  which  provided  that 
when  notice  was  given  of  any  deficiency 
the  district  might  make  a  proposal  to  the 
£ducation  Department  within  six  months, 
And  that  if  the  Department  should  be 
thereby  satisfied  that  the  necessary  school 
accommodation  would  be  supplied  no 
School  Board  could  be  set  up.  The  other 
method  was  under  Section  12,  which 
dealt  only  with  cases  where  the  School 
Authorities  were  either  unable  or  un- 
willing to  supply  the  necessary  school  ac- 
^^ouaodation.  In  that  case  the  Department 


were  allowed  to  set  up  a  School  Board, 
and  to  provide  the  necessary  accommoda^ 
tion.  It  was  not  legal,  where  notices  had 
been  issued  under  Section  9,  to  act  under 
Section  12  where  the  period  named  in 
the  notice  had  not  elapsed.  He  asked 
the  Vice  President  to  cite  one  instance 
in  which  summary  action  had  been  taken 
before  the  period  named  in  the  final 
notice  had  elapsed.  This  question  raised 
a  point  of  great  importance  to  voluntary 
schools.  Hounslow  district  had  a  popu- 
lation of  18,000  persons.  As  the  popula- 
tion had  grown  and  extended  the  volun- 
tary schools  had  been  enlarged,  and  had 
met  the  increased  demand  put  upon 
them.  Soma  time  back  there  was  in  one 
part  of  that  district  a  slight  deficiency  of 
300  school  places,  and  on  May  16  a 
final  notice  was  issued  to  the  School 
Authorities,  giving  them  one  month  in 
which  to  supply  that  deficiency.  On 
June  6,  less  than  three  weeks  from 
the  date  of  the  final  notice,  a  letter  was 
written  from  one  of  the  school  managers 
in  the  district  stating  that  they  were  in  a 
position  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  notice.  Two  days  later  he  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Education  De- 
partment saying  that  they  could  not  con- 
sider his  proposal,  because^  in  the  mean- 
while, they  had  entertained  the  question 
of  a  School  Board,  and  the  Education 
Department  stated  that  they  could  not 
withdraw  the  notice  under  which  the 
School  Board  would  be  set  up. 

*Mr.  acland  said,  that  there  was  n^ 
summary  action.  The  School  Board  was 
not  set  up  on  the  action  of  the  Depart- 
ment, but  upon  that  of  the  ratepayers, 
who  sent  to  the  Department  to  ask  that 
they  would  set  up  the  Board.  There 
was  no  case  on  record  in  which,  under 
such  circumstances,  the  Government  had 
not  set  up  a  School  Board. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said,  that  did 
not  meet  his  point,  which  was  a  very 
simple  one.  It  was  as  to  the  final 
notice,  and  there  was  no  case  of  a  Board 
being  set  up  when  that  notice  remained 
unexpired.  The  reason  given  for  the 
action  of  the  Education  Department  was 
that  a  meeting  of  ratepayers  had  been 
held,  and  that  the  meeting  had  decided 
that  they  wished  for  the  establishment  of 
a  School  Board.  But  that  meeting  Avas 
attended  by  only  67  ratepayers,  and 
the  resolution  was  even  then  only 
carried  by  a  small  majority.  I  doubt 
if     40     voted     in    its     favour.     There 
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•were  some  18,000  persons,  of  whom 
some  3,000  were  ratepayers,  in  the 
district.  If  it  were  in  the  power  of  the 
Education  Department  to  set  up  a  School 
Board  in  a  district  upon  the  vote  of  1^ 
per  cent,  only  of  the  ratepayers  upon 
the  remaining  98^  per  cent.,  there 
would  not  be  a  district  in  England  in 
which  it  would  not  be  possible  to  set  up 
a  School  Board.  He  denied  that  the 
clause  to  which  he  referred  was  capable 
of  such  an  interpretation.  That  clause 
only  applied  to  localities  which  were 
unable  to  make  good  a  deficiency  in 
school  accommodation. 

Mr.   ACLAND    was   understood   to 
express  dissent. 

•Loud  G.  HAMILTON  said,  that 
under  the  regulations  any  number  of  rate- 
payers could  resolve  that  a  School  Board 
was  required,  notwithstanding  that  there 
was  ample  school  accommodation  already 
in  existence.  But  could  it  be  said  that 
the  number  of  those  attending  should  not 
bear  some  relation  to  the  number  of 
ratepayers  ?  He  fully  acquitted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  any  deliberate 
intention  to  destroy  the  voluntary  schools, 
which,  however,  were  being  subjected  to 
a  "  pacific  blockade,"  and  the  action  that 
was  l)eing  taken  was  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  compromise  of  1870.  It 
was  not  fair  to  put  such  an  interpreta- 
tion on  the  clause.  If  the  voluntary 
schools  were  to  be  abolished  they  ought 
to  be  al>olishe<l  by  distinct  statute,  and 
not  by  the  chance  resolutions  of  an 
uncertain  number  of  ratepayers.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reconsider  the  matter,  for,  if  he  was  right, 
then  the  matter  was  a  very  serious  one 
for  the  voluntarv  schools. 

•Mr.  ACLAND :  I  will  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  same  spirit  as  that  in 
which  he  put  his  question.  The  noble 
Lord,  I  think,  will  admit — everyone  must 
admit — the  difficulties  of  administering 
the  present  dual  system;  but  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  what  the  Depart- 
ment looks  to  is  not  whether  schools  are 
voluntary  or  whether  they  are  under  the 
School  Board,  but  whether  they  are 
efficient.  It  is  quite  true  that  even  in 
cases  where  there  is  ample  school  accom- 
modation a  certain  number  of  ratepayers 
may  send  in  a  requisition  to  the  Depart- 
ment for  the  establishment  of  a  School 
Boaril,  and  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
Department  act  under  the  requisition.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  cannot 

Lord  G,  Hamilton 


point  to  a  case  where  that  has  lieeii  ilon^, 
and  where  the  Department  has  not 
granted  the  Board — acceded  to  the  wi#b« 
of  the  people  of  the  district.  So  ordinary 
a  matter  is  it  that  it  is  not  at  all  referred 
to  the  Vice  President,  but  is  dealt  with 
by  the  officers  of  the  Department,  just  as 
this  matter  was.  I  do  not  sav  that 
justifies  the  Department,  but  I  state  it 
to  show  that  the  officers  regarded  this  a^ 
an  ordinary  case.  No  complaint  what- 
ever reached  the  Department  adverse  to 
the  requisition,  and  the  School  Board 
was  appointed  in  the  ordinary  way. 
Indeed,  while  matters  were  pending  * 
letter  was  received  from  the  Vicar  of 
Hounslow,  in  which  he  said  that  they 
were  about  to  take  the  first  step  towards 
establishing  a  Board  school,  and  «cpok« 
of  erecting  new  buildings.  We  bad, 
therefore,  no  occasion  to  believe  that  there 
was  reason  to  make  further  inquiry,  €ft 
that  might  have  been  done,  if  it  wtn 
considered  necessary  to  do  it.     I  think  I 

have  said  enough  to  show 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Whatal>oal 
the  final  notice  ? 

•Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  was  sent  oat  it 
the  ordinary  course,  and  does  not  afiTert 
the  School  Board  question.  Now,  Sir,  I 
think  I  have  first  of  all  to  thank  the  kut 
Vice  President  and  many  Members  on  both 
sid^  of  the  House  for  the  kindly  manner 
in  which  they  have  spoken  of  myMiL 
He  called  my  attention  to  Clause  4  ( I  >  ia 
the  Free  Education  Act,  under  which  il 
is  provided  that  only  in  certain  ca*eai» 
and  when  there  is  plenty  of  free  school 
accommodation  for  the  district,  may  in 
additional  charge  be  made  as  school  feeft. 
I  do  not  deny  that  that  clause  gave  me  a 
great  deal  of  trouble.  I  had  to  certify 
that  that  charge  of  fees,  or  increaM*  of 
fees,  would  be  for  the  educational  heoeit 
of  the  district,  and  School  Boards  have 
written  to  me  pressing  me  most  strongly 
to  allow  the  higher  schools  to  charge 
fees.  I  have  had  a  great  variety  of 
opinions  sent  to  me  on  the  subject*  and  I 
can  assure  the  Committee  that  in  maoy 
places  opinion  is  largely  divided.  Sows 
have  said  that  the  higher  schools  shovU 
be  free,  as  in  the  case  of  two  such  schoob 
in  Birmingham.  The  question  the  I>»^ 
partment  have  to  consider  is  whether  it 
will  be  advantageous  for  the  district*  ia 
which  the  schools  are  situate.     la  te 


Batley  case  the  vicar  wrote  ■^riay  001 
the  only  hope  for  the  school  wu  ttil  ^ 
shotdd  be  free.     I  give  tfaat 
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is  worth.  The  Secretary  of  the  Trades 
CouDcil  wrote  to  the  same  effect,  while 
several  memhers  of  the  School  Board 
were  of  the  opposite  opinion.  In  the 
Willesden  case,  to  which  reference  has 
been  made,  the  Department  is  not  jet 
satisfied  that  there  is  sufficient  free 
public  school  accommodation,  and  that  is 
one  of  the  first  conditions. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  That  case 
has  not  been  finally  settled. 
•Mr.  ACLAND:  No.  As  to  pd 
administration  of  Clauses  104  and  105 
(relating  to  the  grants  to  small  schools), 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  have 
called  attention  to  the  matters  on  more 
than  one  occasion.  I  believe  those 
grants  to  be  of  the  highest  possible  value. 
Begard  must  be  paid  to  the  population  of 
the  district,  however,  and  to  some  ex- 
tent to  the  available  means  of  the  school. 
If  there  should  happen  to  be — as  there 
are  in  some  cases — a  considerable  endow- 
ment or  balance,  it  is  not  well  to  hastily 
make  a  grant.  But  in  the  case  where 
arrangements  are  being  made  to  improve 
the  school  the  claim  deserves  very  care- 
ful consideration.  Though  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Hey- 
wood  Division  of  Lancashire  as  to 
secondary  education,  I  am  afraid  the  Go- 
vernment cannot  promise  another  Royal 
Commission  just  now.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Kingston  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
called  attention  to  Section  o  of  the  Free 
Education  Act,  and  I  may  say  it  is  a  mis- 
conception of  the  policy  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  suppose  that  its  object  is  to  get 
rid  of  fees  altogether.  There  is  an  abso- 
lute duty  imposed  by  the  Act  to  provide 
free  places  for  all  who  ask  for  them  ; 
hut  if  the  school  managers  satisfy  the 
demand,  the  Department  does  nothing. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  there  has  been  no 
change  in  the  method  of  reckoning  the 
voluntary  school  places.  So  long  as  the 
schools  are  in  good  condition  and  fulfil 
the  requirements  their  accommodation  is 
reckoned  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  that 
of  other  schools.  The  hon.  Membersaid — 
and  I  agree  with  him — that  small  build- 
ings must  sooner  or  later  conform  to 
modern  requirements,  and  the  whole 
question  with  regard  to  school  buildings 
la  whether  we  are  not  progressing  too 
fast.  I  can  only  say  that  we  have  given 
instmotions  that  reasonable  latitude  must 
be  allowed  in  this  matter,  and  that  altera- 
tions moat  not  be  insisted  on  too  severely. 


In  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock),  I  think  I  can  say  that  in  all 
the  Training  Colleges  there  has  been  a 
considerable  addition  to  the  number  of 
students.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wigan 
(Sir  F.  S.  Powell),  or  some  other  hon. 
Member,  asked  me  whether  I  agreed  with 
the  statement  made  by  Lord  Kimberley 
in  another  place,  and  I  have  to  reply  that 
I  do  agree  with  it.  The  question  of  the 
voluntary  contributions  of  parents  has 
been  raised  by  the  Member  for  Kingston. 
All  the  Department  wish  to  do  in  this 
matter  is  to  make  it  clear  that  if  volun- 
tary contributions  are  made,  they  must 
not  be  made  or  received  as  ordinary 
school  fees,  otherwise  it  would  give  rise 
to  misunderstanding ;  but  beyond  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  voluntary  contri- 
butions on  the  part  of  parents.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  B, 
Samuelson)  said  we  ought  to  have  our 
children  at  school  up  to  12  years 
of  age,  and  I  agree  with  him ;  but 
in  these  matters  it  is  best  to  begin  in 
a  humble  way.  It  is  complained  that  we 
have  been  over-zealous  in  the  establish- 
ment of  School  Boards.  But  the  late 
Government  made  120  School  Boards 
themselves,  and  in  44  cases  they  gave 
only  one  month^s  notice,  and  in  26  cases 
only  two  months^  notice.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Flint  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who 
for  so  long  has  devoted  his  attention  to 
the  work  of  evening  continuation  schools, 
was  good  enough  to  speak  Avith  sincere 
approval  of  the  new  Evening  School 
Code.  He  said — and  I  agree  with  him — 
that  an  age  limit  is  what  we  need,  and 
he  said  it  ought  to  be  13  years.  But  I 
think  we  shall  do  well  if  we  begui  at  11, 
and  go  on  improving  and  advancing  with 
the  opinion  of  the  country.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rochester  (Vis- 
count Cranborne)  raised  the  question  of 
liooks.  Well,  we  maintain  that  the 
words  in  the  Code  mean  that  the  books 
arc  to  be  provided  by  the  managers. 
Section  8,  which  is  a  little  clearer, 
say 


*'  The  managers  are  held  responsible  by  the 
Department  for  the  conduct  of  their  schools, 
for  their  maintenance  and  efficiency,  and  for 
the  provision  of  all  needful  furniture,  books, 
and  apparatus.^' 

•Viscount  CKANBORNE  :  Precisely 
the  same  criticism  applies  to  that  as  to 
the  other. 
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in  any  way  the  great  question  of  religious 
education.  He  liimself  was  most  anxious 
to  review  the  whole  working  of  free 
education.  Ue  took  a  somewhat  pro- 
mluent  part  in  the  discussion  in  1888;  he 
had  been  connected  with  the  Education 
Department  for  more  than  20  years,  and 
he  was  associated  with  Mr.  Forster  in 
passing  the  great  Act  of  1870.  There- 
fore, the  question  was  one  with  which 
he  had  some  personal  acquaintance.  It 
did  seem  strange  to  him  that  when  the 
whole  system  of  education  in  Scotland 
and  England  had  been  revolutionised 
Parliament  could  spend  week  after  week 
and  month  after  month  on  one  part  of 
the  country  which  had  a  population  of 
only  5,000,000,  and  yet  Members  were 
not  allowed  to  discuss  at  all  adequately 
a  Vote  of  £10,000,000,  affecting  the  inte- 
rests of  a  population  of  30,000,000.  He 
had  felt  bound,  considering  what  had 
happened  that  evening,  to  enter  his  pro- 
test at  that  stage.  He  knew,  of  course, 
that  the  Scotch  and  English  Votes  were 
taken  separately  ;  but  they  were  practi- 
cally one  and  the  same  thing,  and  hon. 
Members  were  bound  to  make  a  solemn 
and  serious  protest  at  not  being  allowed 
to  bring  forward  questions  which  were 
burning  ones  in  the  country,  and  a  neglect 
of  which  would  do  more  to  displace 
the  Government  than  even  the  Irish 
Government  Bill. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  desired,  in  the  first  place,  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  for  his  action  on  Fri- 
day last  in  sustaining  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee  in  the  performance  of 
their  duty,  which  was  to  see  that  the 
public  money  was  spent  according  to  the 
intentions  of  the  House.  The  late  Lord 
Advocate  and  the  late  Solicitor  General 

had  questioned  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  refusing  to  allow  items  that  had 
been  claimed  bv  certain  schools  in  Scot- 
land  in  respect  of  compensation  grants 
until  the  opinion  of  the  English  Law 
Officers  had  been  obtained.  He  did  not 
dispute  their  title,  as  Members  of  the 
House,  to  criticise  the  acts  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  he  denied  their  right  to  offer 
criticisms  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  Scotch  Law  Officers.  The 
action  of  the  Committee  was,  he  con- 
sidered,  perfectly    justifiable   under  the 

Mr.  Bartley 


circumstances  ;  and  he  had  appealed  to, 
and  had  received,  the  hearty  support  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  For  that  be 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT       PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  15)  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

SALMON  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 
Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

VEHICLES'  LIGHTS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(No.  348.) 

Order  [26th  July]  that  the  BUI  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday 
23rd  August,  read,  and  discharged. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  secouil 
time  upon  Wednesday. 

FEUS  AND  LEASES  (SCOTLAND). 

Report  from  the  Select  brought  up* 
and  read  [Inquiry  not  completed]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  354.] 

TRAMWAYS  BILL.— (No.  418.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Leave  given  to  present  another  Bill 
instead  thereof. 

TRAMWAYS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  429.] 

SHEUIFF    COURTS  CONSIGNATIONS  (SCOT- 
LAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
make  provision  in  regard  to  the  consignaticMi  of 
money  in  the  Sheriflf  Courts  in  Scotbuxl, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lonl  Advo- 
cate, Sir  George  Trevelyan,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presenteil,  and  reatl  first  time.  [Bill  430.^ 


House  adjourned  at  twenty  minotei 

before  One  o'clock. 
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Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  AmeDdment  that  stands  in  my  name. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
proceeded  to  interrupt  the  Business  : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Acland  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  ^^  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  : 
The  gag  and  Closure  again. 

Question  put,  ^^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  156  ; 
Noes  65. — (Division  List,  No.  254.) 

Original  Question  put  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Committee  .sit  again  To- 
morrow." 

SirW.  H  ART-DYKE  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence  of  the  moving  of  the  Closure  a 
large  number  of  Members  had  been  unable 
to  address  the  Committee,  and  a  number 
of  Amendments  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  could  not  be  considered.  He, 
therefore,  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  take  the  Report  of  the  Vote  to-morrow 
at  an  hour  that  would  admit  of  discus- 
sion. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.HiBBERT,  Oldham)  said, 
he  thought  there  was  some  reason  in 
the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  the  Government  in- 
tended that  the  Report  should  be  brought 
on  at  11  o^clock.  As  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  rather  to  find  fault  with  the 
Oovemment  for  having  pressed  the  Vote, 
he  might  say  he  was  informed  that  on  no 
occasion  within  the  memory  of  anyone 
had  the  Education  Vote  occupied  more 
than  one  day.  He  undertook  to  arrange 
that  the  Report  should  be  taken  up  at 
1 1  o'clock  to-morrow  evening. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  take  the  Report  at 
10  o'clock.  The  Vote  had  never  reached 
the  sum  of  £6,000,000  before,  and  there 
had  never  before  been  a  year  of  free 
education  to  look  back  upon. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  desired 
to  bring  forward  a  question  in  the  form 
of  an  Amendment.  He  had  handed  in  an 
Amendment,  but  had  been  told  that  the 


practice  of  Parliament  had  been  changed 
of  late  years. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Gentleman.  That  is 
not  a  point  to  be  settled  now.  The  only 
point  now  before  the  House  is  the  day 
on  which  Supply  is  to  be  taken.  The 
hon.  Gentleman's  question  should  be 
raised  to-morrow. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  Government  would  take 
the  Report  of  the  Vote  a  little  earlier 
than  11  o'clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolution  [28th  July]  reported. 
Class  IV. 

CIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES,  1893-4. 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £548,073,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  couise  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  March,  1894,  for  Public 
Education  in  Scotland/' 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said  that,  as  hon. 
Members  had  not  been  allowed  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  English  educa- 
tion, he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  Vote.  This  was  the  first  year 
in  which  the  House  had  had  a  Report  it 
could  discuss  concerning  free  education. 
The  statement  made  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  and  the  Reports  issued  by 
the  various  Scotch  Inspectors,  showed 
that  the  result  of  free  education  had  been 
in  no  way  to  increase  the  attendance  or 
the  regularity  of  attendance  at  school, 
notwithstanding  the  enormous  increase 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  expendi- 
ture. The  practical  result  had  been 
to  increase,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
number  of  infants  under  five  years 
of  age  who  went  to  school.  He  was 
prepared  on  Friday  to  draw  attention 
to  some  of  these  matters  on  the  Scotch 
Vote,  but  thought  it  better  to 
wait  until  the  English  Vote  came  on. 
But  although  the  country  was  now  spend- 
ing £10,000,000  on  education,  Members 
were  not  allowed  to  discuss  the  expendi- 
ture in  more  than  the  perfunctory  manner 
permitted  that  erening.  It  had  been 
impossible  on  the  Scotch  Vote  to  consider 
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upon  me,  and  I  ^  am  not  willing  to  incur  • 
any  more.  I  think  the  responsibility  for ' 
all  the  news  that  appears  in  even  sp 
generally  well-informed  a  paper  is  more 
than  I  can  bear.  I  notice  that  in  the  para- 
graph in  The  Daily  News  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  referred  the  last  item 
states  that  *Uhe  attitude  of  Captain 
Jones,  the  British  Minister,  remains 
Sphinx-like."  Obviously,  I  cannot  either 
corroborate  or  deny  that. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

•The    Earl     of      MEATH     asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  on 
the  occasion  of  the  next  revision  of  the 
Education  Code   they  would  lay  greater 
stress  on  the  teaching  of  physical  exer- 
cises, of  civic  duty,  and  (especially  in 
the  case  of   girls)  of    the  history    and 
geography  of  the  British  Empire  ?     He 
reminded  the  House  that  he  had  on  two 
occasions  introduced  a   Bill    for   facili- 
tating and  encouraging  the  teaching  of 
physical  exercises  in  Board  and  voluntary 
schools,    and    had    on    other   occasions 
drawn  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  teaching  cookery,  civic  duty, 
and  other  subjects.     He  was  glad  to  find, 
from    the   Vice    President's    interesting 
speech  last  night  with  regard  to  the  edu- 
cational policy  of  the.  Government,  that 
the     recommendations     he    had     made 
from  time  to  time   had    been    adopted, 
and    that     the     Vice     President    was 
in  favour  of  teaching  physical  exercises 
in  our  schools.     He  hoped  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  go  beyond  that  simple 
expression     of      opinion,     and      would 
encourage    managers    and    teachers   by 
pecuniary  inducements,  and  by  putting 
these  subjects  on  a  compulsory  basis.    It 
was   satisfactory  to  find,  from  the  Vice 
President's    speech,    that    22,000  more 
.girls  than  last  year  were  being  taught 
cookery  ;  and    he    also  rejoiced  to  find 
that  a  Bill  was  about  to  be  introduced  by 
the  Government  to  prevent  children  being 
taken  from  school  before  the   age — 11 
—at  which  it  was  first  permissible  for 
them  to  enter  factories.     Having  spoken 
at  length  on  several  occasions  upon  the 
necessity  of  physical  education,  he  would 
only   now   express   the  hope  that   Her 
Majesty's  Gtovemment  would  go  beyond 
their  evidently  beneficent  attitude  on  that 
subject.     As    to    the  teaching  of  civic 
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duty,  he  would  like  to  have  cfaildreo 
taught  what  would  be  their  dutie*  » 
citizens,  and  what  were  the  privil^v 
which  would  devolve  upon  them  and  tbe 
responsibilities  which  they  would  have  to 
discharge.  An  excellent  book  on  tke 
subject  had  been  published  by  CasaeUf^ 
the  author  being  a  Member  of  the  otfatf- 
House,  and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  re- 
commended to  the  managers  of  scboob 
for  use.  In  reference  to  the  teaching  of 
the  history  and  geography  of  the  Brhisii 
Empire,  it  was  a  startling  fact  that  tbe 
great  majority  of  girls  in  Board  ifdKM)J» 
were  never  taught  geography.  This  wa* 
a  consequence  of  the  arrangements  re- 
garding class  subjects,  of  whkh 
geography  was  one  ;  and  it  was  not  per^ 
missible  for  teachers  to  take  up  morr 
than  two  of  them.  Needlework  was  abo 
included  among  the  class  subjects,  and  it 
was  quite  rightly  taken  up  for  girfs  bj 
all  sensible  school-mistresses,  tearing  a 
choice  between  grammar,  elementerj 
science,  and  geography  for  the  remaiiriiy 
subject.  The  result  was  that  if  bistmr 
was  taken  up  geography  was  dropped, 
and  vice  versa.  He  had  no  desire  in  ^ 
least  that  these  unfortunate  childRB 
should  be  taught  a  larger  number  of  mV 
jects — they  were  taught  quite  enougb : 
but  he  would  like  to  see  a  better  systiP 
and  better  arrangements  adopted  Ut 
teaching  them  what  would  be  Qsefal  l> 
them  in  after-life.  The  hifrtory  md 
geography  now  taught  them  waa  per- 
fectly useless  to  them,  the  fonaer 
beginning  generally  at  the  Rozoaai  la- 
vasion  down  to  the  time  of  the  StoM^ 
while  some  of  the  children  only  got  as  ba 
as  the  Tudors.  '  The  rising  geneiatiOB 
should  be  taught  the  history  of 
modern  times,  dealing  with  tiie 
progress  of  our  Empire.  That  woold  W 
far  more  useful  to  them,  as  future 
than  to  know  how  the  Ancient 
painted  themselves,  or  how  the 
acted  when  they  got  into  Britalo. 
suggested  that  needlework  should 
to  be  a  class  subject,  and  be  made 
pulsory,  as  drawing  was  for  boys, 
removal  of  needlework  from  tbe 
class  subjects  would  give  girls  the  opper* 
tunity  of  studying  geography  or  haiarr 
in  its  place.  They  should  be  able  te  ial» 
up  needlework  and  get  28.  a  head  for  t* 
as  boys  did  for  drawing.  He  w«a  ^ 
that  grammar  was  no  longer  ooas 
Grammar  ought  not  to  be 
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,  Many  masters  of  the  English  language  had' 
never  studied  granunar.  He  had  never 
known  any  of  the  poor  children  in  the 
Board  schools  any  the  better  for  it^  either 
as  regarded  dropping  their  h's  or  the  con- 
struction of  sentences.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, grammar  would  be  quietly  dropped, 
and  that  the  three  class  subjects  would  be 
history,  geography,  and  elementary 
science.  As  he  had  said,  the  history 
taught  ought  to  be  the  modern  portion, 
iBvhich  related  to  the  growth  of  our 
Empire  and  the  extension  of  our  Colonies. 
Children  ought  to  be  able  to  answer  such 
questions  as,  *^  What  is  the  value  to  us  of 
our  Colonies  ?  "  But  very  few,  indeed, 
could  do  so.  Perhaps  some  of  tbeir 
LfOrdships  might  not  be  able  to  answer 
the  question  ofT-hand  ;  but  the  majority 
would  be  able  to  give  some  good  reason 
why  our  Empire  had  grown  up,  and  why 
it  was  worth  preserving.  If  it  were  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  trade  which  followed 
the  flag,  that  was  a  good  reason!  The 
children  should  be  taught  that  we  are  de- 
pendent for  food  upon  our  Colonies  and 
upon  foreign  countries  ;  and  why  should 
they  not  be  taught  something  of  the  pro- 
ductions of  those  Colonies,  and  the 
advantage  to  us  in  having  purchasers 
abroad  for  our  manufactures.  No  prudent 
guardians  would  bring  up  the  heir  to  a 
large  estate  without  telling  him  all  about 
its  extent  and  capabilities  of  develop- 
ment. In  the  same  way  the  State  ought 
to  take  care  that  the  children  of  the 
country,  who  would  be  its  rulers  some 
day,  did  not  grow  up  in  ignorance  of  the 
vastness  of  the  Empire,  the  responsibili- 
ties attaching  to  those  who  belonged  to 
it,  and  the  main  principle^)  of  our  foreign 
and  colonial  policy.  His  suggestions 
were,  that  the  earning  of  the  higher 
grant  should  be  dependent  upon  the 
teaching  of  physical  exercises  ;  that 
needlework  should  be  made  a  compulsory 
subject  for  girls  as  drawing  was  for  boys  ; 
that  boy?  and  girls  should  be  taught 
their  civic  duties ;  and  that  the  girls, 
especially,  should  be  taught  the  history 
and  geography  of  the  British  Empure. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AXD  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  noble  Friend  has 
hardly,  in  his  Notice,  prepared  me  for 
the  wide  discussion  he  has  entered  into, 
which  is  really  a  discussion  of  thct  Code 
fts  regards  class  subjects.      I   happen  to 


have  that  document  here.     It  is  very  in- 
teresting, and  if  I  thought  your  Lord- 
ships would  like  to  listen  to  my  particu- 
lar views  in   addition  to  those   of  the 
noble  Earl,  I  might  make  a  very  long 
speech.  Before  I  answer  the  noble  EarPs 
question,    I   will    make  an   observation 
upon  one  or  two  points  which   he  has 
alluded  to.     A  great  deal  of   what  the 
noble   Earl  has  said  is  well  worthy  of 
attention.     With  regard  to  the  teaching 
of  history,  I  must  confess  I  somewhat 
sympathise  with  him.     When  I  look  at 
the  Code  I  find  the  children  are  to  be 
taught  12  stories  or  episodes  from  early 
English  history  ;  they  learn   about  the 
Ancient    Britons,    the     introduction    of 
Christianity,  Alfred   the  Great,  Harold 
and  the   Norman   Conquest,  Hereward, 
Becket,the  history  of  the  Crusades,Magna 
Charta,  De  Montford  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Black  Prince,  and   other 
subjects  of  early  English  history ;   and, 
therefore,  I  am  not  astonished  that  they 
seldom  or  never  get  to  the  most  useful 
part    of    the    programme — namely,   the 
Hanoverian    period.       With    regard  to 
teaching  them  the  history  of  the  acquisi*- 
tion  and  growth  of  the  Colonies  of  G-reat 
Britain,  and  of  the  eminent  persons   and 
citizens  and  prominent  events  of  modem 
times,  I  certainly  think  that  education  is 
not  complete  without  a  knowledge  of  our 
English  history.     We  should,  if  possible^ 
give  the  children  an  education  in  these 
things.      As  to  some  of  the  teaching  of 
early  history,  it  rather  puts  one  in  mind 
of  Alice    in    fVonderland    when    they 
wanted  to  dry  up  the  pool  of  water,  and 
she  suggested  that  the  driest  thing  that 
could  be  found  for  the  purpose  was  the 
history  of  Edwin  and  Morcar.      Indeed, 
I  rather  expected  to  find  the  Merovingian 
Kings  referred  to  here,  that  being  practi- 
c^ly  the  chief  knowledge  which  a  good 
many  get  of  French  history.     The  chief 
difficulty  in  these  matters  is  to  select  the 
most  important  subjects.      The  children 
should  be  taught  those  subjects  which  are 
more  immediately  useful  to  them;  and  great 
care,  X  agree  with  the  noble  Earl,  should 
be   taken  to   employ  their  time  on  the 
subjects  which  it  is  more  important  for 
them  to  know.      I  must  guard  myself, 
however,  against  it  being  supposed  that 
I  am  such  an  educational  reformer  that  I 
should  wish  to    criticise    this  elaborate 
Education  Code  ;  and  the  question  what 
subjects  should  be  taught  must^  after  all, 
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be  a  matter  for  educational  experts;  it 
IB  beyond  my  powers.  As  to  the  de- 
sirability of  physical  exercises  for  chil- 
dren iu  towns,  there  can  hardly  be  two 
opinious.  I  do  uot  myself  approve  of  the 
extraordinary  and  exaggerated  devotion 
to  physical  and  athletic  exercises  pre- 
valent in  our  schools.  Indeed,  I  think  it 
18  a  great  misfortune  that  those  exer- 
cises are  carried  to  such  an  absurd  ex- 
cess. But  that,  probably,  is  not  the  kind 
of  physical  exercise  which  the  noble 
Earl  desires.  Children  in  great  towns, 
however,  are  certainly  the  better  for  a 
certain  amount  of  physical  exercise, 
which  is  necessary  for  the  development 
of  their  bodies.  1  cannot  give  the  noble 
Earl  any  special  promise  in  the  matt«r, 
except  to  hay  that  in  the  preparation  of 
the  Sew  Code  the  subject  will  not  he 
lost  sight  of.  That  girls  should  learn 
nseful  needlework  is  a  matter  admitting 
of  no  doiihi.  As  far  as  I  understand  the 
matter,  it  is  less  useful  to  girls  at  the 
present  day  to  leum  embroidery,  or  work 
at  wlitch  they  cannot  earn  a  living,  than 
that  they  should  he  taught  to  do  the  kind 
of  needlework  which  is  required  in  the 
family.  I  have  heard  constant  com- 
plaints that  while  they  are  taught  a  great 
deal  in  the  elementary  schools  about  the 
Norman  Conquest  and  such  things,  in- 
struetioQ  iu  matters  of  this  kind  do  not 
receive  sufficient  attention.  I  do  not, 
however,  wish  to  conRne  the  education 
of  the  poor  to  elementary  subjects ;  hut 
where  there  is  very  little  time  it  is  wise 
to  give  them  that  kind  of  education 
which  will  be  useful  to  them  in  after 
life.  <As  to  instruction  in  civic  duty, 
as  u)y  noble  Friend  is  aware,  there  has 
been  a  movement  on  the  subject ;  but  it 
was  thought  better  to  confine  it  to  the 
-rather  older  children.  At  present  the 
Code  piovided  for  civic  duties  beiug  a 
subject  of  optional  instruction  under  the 
Night  School  Acts,  which  apply  to  older 
children.  With  regard  to  the  smaller 
children,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  we 
can  introduce  it.  Then,  with  regnni  to 
geography,  there  is  no  distinction  made 
between  boysand  girls,  and  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory, as  some  discretion  must  be  left 
to  the  teachers.  The  Department  fully 
recognise  that  special  stress  should  be 
laid  OD  instruction  in  the  geography  of 
our  own  Colonies  and  Empire.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  myself  that  a  far  more  in- 
The  Earl  of  Kimberhy 


telligent  study  of  geography  would  be 
introduced  if  the  children  were  given 
practical  lessons  in  the  geography  erf 
their  own  localities.  They  would  then 
understand  better  what  geography  really 
means  than  by  merely  being  shown  maps 
which  they  are  not  well  versed  in,  and 
which  do  not  convey  much  to  their 
minds.  The  noble  Earl  has  made  vatK 
most  interesting  remarks,  and  1  can 
assure  him  that  they  will  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Department. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Depflrlment  would  persevere  iu  their 
with  regard  to  drill  in  spite  of 
«eeptihilities  of  the  Pe«ce 
Society.  The  actual  money  value  of 
drill  to  labourers  could  hardly  be  ov«-- 
stated.  Sir  Joseph  Whitworth.  or  bi« 
foreman,  stated  long  ago,  in  giving  evi- 
dence, that  a  man  was  worth  at  lea« 
Is,  6d.  a  week  more  if  be  was  proficieni 
in  dril^  when  heavy  machinery  required 
to  he  moved  and  handled  ;  and  that  (bey 
would  rather  risk  doing  work  under- 
hande<l  than  l>e  encumbered  with  willing 
but  unskilled  labourers.  The  habit  of 
prompt  obedience  was  a  most  useful  pan 
of  education, 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS (SCOTI.AND)ArT> 

CVALCEKS  AND  ASRKSSOES). 

MOTIU.S'  rOU  A  RETURN. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved  for 
a  Return  showing — 

hitherto    appoinieil     bj    the     (!onitiiii»i<«i>»i 

under  Bectioti  IT  of  'The  Croflen'  Boldinp 
(Scotlanil)  Act.  l!t8G,'  and  Suction  1,  Sat- 
section  I.  of  ttic  nmi-uding  Act  of  l^"  ^  (!) 
their  prerious  profession  cir  occnv«cion  :  a&l 
(3)  the  amount  i«id  lo  each  for  his  »erTicwi." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Keturu  ordereil  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

UlTKINESK  OF  THE  HOUlfK. 

The  Makqi  ess  of  SALISBrST  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site whether  he  has  come  to  aoy  retialD> 
tion  with  respect  to  the  future  8iltiiif* 
of  the  House  't  There  is  not  very  mufb 
for  us  to  do,  aud  I  think  it  would  '« 
desirable  lo  adjourn  for  a  short  perioil. 

The  Earl  »f  KIUBERLEY  :  I 
propose,  if  agreeable  to  the  Houne,  thai 
we  should  adjourn  after  the  SittiDCBBit 
Tueedav  for  a  fc 
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from  Tuesday,  the  8th,  to  Tuesday,  the 
22nd.  It  was  arranged  to-day  that  the 
Standing  Committee  should  sit  again  on 
Thursday,  and  again  on  the  following 
Tuesday ;  and  I  hope  that  then  Bills 
will  be  sufficiently  advanced,  and  that  we 
may  fairly,  in  the  present  state  of  busi- 
ness, adjourn  for  a  fortnight. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  : 
I  presume  that  does  not  exclude  the  idea 
of  a  further  subsequent  Adjournment  if 
the  state  of  affairs  should  render  it 
expedient  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  That 
will  be  a  matter  for  consideration. 
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LONDON  IMPROVEMENTS   BILL. 

The  Queen V  consent,  and  the  consent 
of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales  in  right  of  his  Duchy  of  Cornwall, 
signified ;  and  Bill  reported  from  the 
Select  Committee  with  Amendments. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

METROPOLITAN     DISTRICT     RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

SALMON  FISHERY  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  189.) 
Returned  from  the   Commons  agreed 

COMMITTEE  OF   SELECTION   FOR   THE 
STANDING  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from.  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Esher  to  the  Committee 
^or  the  consideration  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Bill  [h.l.]  and  the 
Land  Transfer  Bill  [h.l.J  ;  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  considered  and 
amended,  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
[No.  228.] 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILI..— (No.  229.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  The  Amendments  proposed  bj 
the  Select  Committee,  made  :  Further 
Amendments    made :      Standuig    Com- 


mittee negatived  :  The  Report  of 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Friday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     [No.  229.1  .   v 

TRAMWAYS     PROVISIONAL     ORDERS 

BILL. 
Amendments   reported    (according    to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 


LAW  OF  COMMONS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
[H.L.].— (No.  200.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 


LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF   PASSAGE  BILL. 

(No.  210.) 

House  in  Committee  (acconling  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

STATUTE  LAW   REVISION  (No.  2)  BILL. 
[H.L].— (No.  222.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL  [H.L.] 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  230.) 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
BILL  [H.L.] 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments:  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.      (No.  231.) 

TRUST    INVESTMENT    BILL     [H.L.J 

Reported  from  tiie  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  232.) 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL.-(No.  223.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  further  Amendment : 
The  Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next. 
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be  a  matter  for  educational  experts  ;  it 
is   beyond  my  powers.     As  to  the   de- 
sirability of  physical  exercises  for  chil- 
dren in  towns,  there  can  hardly  be  two 
opinions.     I  do  not  myself  approve  of  the 
extraordinary  and  exaggerated  devotion 
to   physical  and  athletic  exercises  pre- 
valent in  our  schools.     Indeed,  I  think  it 
is   a  great  misfortune  that  those  exer- 
cises are  carried  to  such  an  absurd  ex- 
cess.    But  that,  probably,  is  not  the  kind 
of  physical   exercise    which    the  noble 
Earl  desires.     Children  in  great  towns, 
however,  are  certainly  the   better  for  a 
certain    amount    of     physical    exercise, 
which  is  necessary  for  the  development 
of  their  bodies.     I  cannot  give  the  noble 
Earl  any  special  promise  in  the  matter, 
except  to  say  that  in  the  preparation  of 
the  New  Code  the  subject  will  not  be 
lost  sight  of.      That  girls  should  learn 
useful  needlework  is  a  matter  admitting 
of  no  doubt.     As  far  as  I  understand  the 
matter,  it  is  less  useful  to  girls  at  the 
present  day  to  learn  embroidery,  or  work 
at  which  they  cannot  earn  a  living,  than 
that  they  should  be  taught  to  do  the  kind 
of  needlework  which  is  required  in  the 
family.     I    have    heard    constant    com- 
plaints that  while  they  are  taught  a  great 
deal  in  the  elementary  schools  about   the 
Norman   Conquest   and  such  things,  in- 
struction in  matters  of  this  kind  do  not 
receive   sufficient  attention.      I  do  not, 
however,  wish  to  confine  the  education 
of  the  poor  to  elementary  subjects ;  but 
where  there  is  very  little  time  it  is  wise 
to    give    them    that  kind  of  education 
which  will    be   useful  to  them  in  after 
life.    lAs   to   instruction  in   civic   duty, 
as  my  noble  Friend  is  aware,  there  has 
been  a  movement  on  the  subject ;  but  it 
was  thought  better  to  confine  it  to  the 
rather    older  children.      At  present  the 
Code  provided  for  civic  duties  being  a 
subject  of  optional  instruction  under  the 
Night  School  Acts,  which  apply  to  older 
children.      With  regard  to   the  smaller 
children,  I  am  not  prepared  to   say  we 
can  introduce  it.     Then,  with   regard  to 
geography,  there  is  no  distinction  made 
between  boys  and  girls,  and  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory, as  some  discretion  must  be  left 
to  the  teachers.     The  Department  fully 
recognise    that  special  stress  should  be 
laid  on  instruction   in  the  geography  of 
our  own  Colonies  and  Empire.     I  am  in- 
clined to  think  myself  that  a  far  more  in- 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


telligent  study  of  geography  would  be 
introduced  if  the  children  were  given 
practical  lessons  in  the  geography  of 
their  own  localities.  They  would  then 
understand  better  what  geography  really 
means  than  by  merely  being  shown  maps 
which  they  are  not  well  versed  in,  and 
which  do  not  convey  much  to  their 
minds.  The  noble  Earl  has  made  some 
most  interesting  remarks,  and  1  can 
assure  him  that  they  will  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Department. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  hop»i 
the  Department  would  persevere  in  their 
intentions  with  regard  to  drill  in  spite  of 
the  nervous  susceptibilities  of  the  Peace 
Society.  The  actual  money  value  of 
drill  to  labourers  could  hardly  be  over- 
stated. Sir  Joseph  Whitworth,  or  his 
foreman,  stated  long  ago,  in  giving  evi- 
dence, that  a  man  was  worth  at  least 
Is.  6d.  a  week  more  if  he  was  proficient 
in  dril^  when  heavy  machinery  required 
to  be  moved  and  handled  ;  and  that  they 
would  rather  risk  doing  work  under- 
handed than  be  encumbered  with  willing 
but  unskilled  labourers.  The  habit  of 
prompt  obedience  was  a  most  useful  part 
of  education. 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
(VALUERS  AND  ASSESSORS). 

310TI0N  FOlt  A  RETURN. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved  for 
a  Return  showing — 

"1.)  The  names  of  all  the  valuers  and  assessors 
hitherto  appointed  by  the  Commissioners 
under  Section  17  of  *The  Crofters'  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act,  188(),'  and  Section  1,  Sub- 
section 1,  of  the  amending  Act  of  1888  ;  (2) 
their  previous  profession  or  occupation ;  and 
(3)  the  amount  paid  to  each  for  his  services." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Return  orderetl  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site whether  he  has  come  to  any  resolu- 
tion with  respect  to  the  future  Sittings 
of  the  House  ?  There  is  not  very  much 
for  us  to  do,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
desirable  to  adjourn  for  a  short  period. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
propose,  if  agreeable  to  the  House,  that 
we  should  adjourn  after  the  Sitting  next 
Tuesday  for  a  fortnight — that  is  to  say, 
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H6U8ING  OF   THE   WORKING  CLASSES 
ACT  (1890)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  208.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3"  on  Thiiraday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  past 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half -past  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  Ist  August  1893. 


EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL,  [Lords] 
(by  Order), 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said  that,  in  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name,  he 
desired  to  make  it  clear  to  the  Hoase  that 
this  was  a  more  important  matter  than 
appeared  on  the  surface  ;  it  was,  in  fact, 
an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  County 
Council  to  bring  the  geography  of  the 
Education  Department  up  to  date.  He 
might  remind  the  House  that  under  the 
Local  Government  Act,  Section  40, 
Sub-section  2,  such  portion  of  the  ad- 
ministrative part  of  the  County  of 
London,  which  took  in  portions  of  the 
Counties  of  Kent  and  Surrey,  should  on 
and  after  the  appointed  day  be  severed 
from  those  counties,  and  be  known  by  the 
title  of  the  County  of  London.  Since 
that  time  the  style  and  title  of  the 
County  of  London  had  been  adopted  in 
nearly  all  Private  Acts,  and  in  order  to 
settle  the  matter  the  London  County 
Council  raised  the  question  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  1891,  and  the  Board  replied  that 
places  within  the  area  of  the  County  of 
London  might  be  described  as  being  in 
the  County  of  London.  What  was  of 
great  importance  was  that  that  descrip- 
tion had  been  adopted  in  documents 
issued  by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  even  in  the  Census  papers  Middle- 
sex   was    described     as    *'the     ancient 


County  of  Middlesex.'*  The  AmeBd- 
ments  he  had  put  down  related  to  parts 
within  the  County  of  London^  and  th« 
importance  of  the  matter  might  be  un- 
derstood from  the  fact  that  there  might 
be  a  doubt  as  to  the  locality  of  some  pro- 
perty if  some  large-hearted  cidseo  wen 
to  leave  his  lands  to  the  London  Coub^ 
CounciL  '  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  aee  his 
way  to  adopt  the  various  Araendmefit^ 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Amendments  proposed, 

Schedule,  page  6,  line  4,  leave  out  '•  Middle* 
sex,"  and  insert  "  London." 

Line  16,  leave  out  "  Middlesex,**  and  inseit 
"  London." 

Page  7,  line  H,  leave  out  *'  Kent/*  ami  iiuert 
«'  London.'* 

Line  17,  leave  out  "  Kent/'  and  iitftrt 
**  London." 

Line  33,  leave  out  **  Middlesex/'  and  iwKtX 
"  London." 

Page  8,  line  22,  leave  out  **  Surrey/*  and  la- 
sert  "  London." 

Line  36,  leave  out  "Surrey/*  and  inteit 
"  London." 

Page  9,  line  13,  leave  out  ^  Middlesex,*  naA 
insert  "  London." 

I  Line  38,  leave  out  '*  Middleeex,"  and  ioMft 
"  London." 

Pag?IO»  line  13.  leave  out  "  Kent,**  aal  iascit 
"  London." 

Line  29,  leave  out  "  Middlesex.**  and  itmesi 
"  London." 

Page  11,  line  10,  leave  out  ^  Middl^^iex** 
insert "  London." 

Line  25,  leave  out  ^'Middlesex,*'  and 
"  London." 

Page  12,  line  15,  leave  out '' Middlesex,*"  asl 
insert  **  London," 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  tm 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W  JL 
Rotherham)  :  The  London  School  Beani 
see  no  objection  to  the  Amendments,  mai 
there  is  no  doubt  that,  according  la 
Section  40,  Sub-section  2,  of  the  Ad  ol 
1888,  it  is  right. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 


LORD  CHARLES  BERESFORD  AKD  THE 
STRENGTH  OF  THE  NAVY. 

Colonel     HOWARD     VINCK 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :    I  beg  to 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  ibm 
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tion  of  the  Board  has  beeu  directed  to  I 
the  recent  declaration  of  Captain  Lord 
Charles  Beresford,  before  the  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  to  the  effect  that 
the  French  have  211  torpedo  boats  built 
and  building,  all  of  which  could  in  a  very 
short  time  be  ready  for  service  in  the 
Channel  and  the  Mediterranean,  and  the 
British  but  83  in  the  same  state  ;  that 
the  1 1  torpedo  stations  established  by  the 
French  on  the  coast  of  the  English 
Channel  would,  in  the  event  of  war  with 
that  Power,  greatly  endanger,  and  pos- 
sibly effectually  stop,  the  utilisation  (A 
the  passage  by  the  Mercantile  Marine 
bringing  food  to  the  .  Metropolitau  and 
the  neigbbonring  counties  ;  that  the  coal- 
ing arrangements  for  the  Mercantile 
Marine  at  Gibraltar  are  so  defective  that 
they  would  be  useless  in  time  of  war, 
and  even  now  are  being  abandoned  by 
British  ships  in  favour  of  Algiers ;  that, 
unless  steps  are  taken  to  extend  the  Mole 
at  Gribraltar,  the  harbour  is  useless  as  a 
fleet  anchorage,  as  a  repairing  place  for 
disabled  ships,  or  as  a  base  of  operations; 
that  there  is  no  signal  code  or  means  of 
communication  suitable  for  modern  re- 
quirements between  vessels  of  the  Royal 
Navy  and  the  British  Mercantile  Marine, 
for  whose  protection  the  former  is  main- 
tained; and,  if  these  statements  are 
correct,  what  action  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  to  diminish  the 
national  danger  laid  bare  by  the  gallant 
oflker  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The 
points  mentioned  in  the  question  have 
obtained  the  consideration  which  is  due 
to  them  before  Lord  Charles  Beresford's 
statement  was  made.  Some  of  these 
points  I  cannot  discuss,  especially  in  a 
brief  answer  to  a  question,  with  any  ad- 
vantage to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
But  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  action  has  not  been  decided  on  or 
taken. 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
And  is  nothing  being  done  at  Gibraltar  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Certainly.  If  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  look  at  the  Estimates  he  will  find 
that  provision  is  made  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  work  on  the  Mole. 

X         THE  UNITED  STATES  MAILS: 
^    Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
heg    to    ask    the    Postmaster    General 


whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  correspondence  between  the  Dublin 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  the  Post- 
master General  of  the  United  States,  in 
which  the  latter  says  that  the  United 
State6  mails  for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
are  made  up  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Post  Office  Department, 
and  that  if  the  present  practice  of  this 
Department  fails  to  secure  the  most  ex- 
peditious delivery  of  the  correspondence 
the  matter  should  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  General  Post  Office  in 
London  for  such  recommendation  to  this 
Department  as  will  accomplish  that 
object,  which  recommendation  will  receive 
careful  consideration  by  this  Department; 
and  whether  he  proposes  to  make  a  re- 
commendation on  the  matter  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morley,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
answer  to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative.  I  have  beeu  in  communication 
with  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States,  and  I  learn  from  him  that 
an  alteration  has  taken  place  in  the  dates 
of  sailing  of  the  American  packets. 
Until  I  have  seen  the  effect  of  this 
change  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  make 
any  recommendation. 

PROPOSED  NEW  WORKS  AT  DEVON- 
PORT. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  state  when  the  new  docks 
which  the  Admiralty  contemplate  under- 
taking at  Devonport  will  be  commenced, 
also  the  character  and  extent  of  the 
work  ? 

The  civil  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBERTSox,  Dundee)  : 
The  scheme  for  the  new  docks  and 
extension  of  Devonport  Dockyard  is 
under  consideration,  aud  the  necessary 
plans  and  estimates  are  being  prepared. 
A  decision  as  to  the  commencement  of 
the  works  would,  therefore,  be  premature. 

NAVAL    WARRANT    OFFICERS' 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
Admiralty  are  now  in  a  position  to 
announce  their  intentions  as  to  improving 
the  promotion  prospects  and  rank  of 
Naval  Warrant  Oflficers  ;  and  whether 
the  statement  recently  furnished  to  the 
Admiralty    computing   the    expenditure 
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oecessarj  to  establish  the  desu*ed  cou- 
cessions  has  been  examiDed,  and  the  sum 
therein  stated  —  namely,  £3,000  per 
annum,  found  to  be  a  correct  estimate  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  Board 
of  Admiralty  have  carefully  considered 
the  conditions  of  service  of  Naval 
Warrant  Officers.  They  do  not  see  their 
way  to  add  an  additional  grade  in  the 
ranks  of  this  body.  Although  there  is  a 
period  of  their  service  when  pro- 
motion is  arrested,  the  Admiralty  con- 
sider that,  having  regard  to  the  duties 
to  be  performed,  on  the  whole  the  grades 
of  rank  already  in  existence  are  suffi- 
cient. As  already  stated,  the  Admiralty 
are  desirous,  as  suitable  opportunities 
occur,  to  increase  the  number  of  posts 
open  to  these  officers  on  promotion  in 
ordnance  and  other  employment  on  shore. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  at  present 
there  is  an  impassable  barrier  between 
the  lower  deck  and  the  quarter  deck  in 
regard  to  these  officers,  except  in  cases 
where  they  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
tinguishing themselves  by  gallantry  in 
aetion  ?  Will  the  Admiralty  not  con- 
sider whether  merits  other  than  gallantry 
in  action  should  not  equally  be  con- 
sidered ;  and  whether,  in  fact,  the  door 
which  now  prevents  promotion  ought 
not  to  be  set  open  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE  CREWE  EXHUMATION. 

Mr.  barlow  (Somerset,  Frome)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  recent  inquest 
held  by  the  Coroner,  Mr.  Churton,  in 
Crewe,  on  the  exhumed  body  of  a  child, 
and  to  the  remarks  of  the  Coroner  censur- 
ing the  police,  and  stating  that  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  order  for  exhu- 
mation had  been  made ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  (as  stated  in  Truth  this  week) 
Mr.  Churton  had  himself  signed  the 
order  for  exhuming  the  body,  after  having 
received  evidence  to  justify  t|iis  course  ; 
that  the  reason  for  so  doing  was  that 
the  doctor  who  signed  the  certificate  of 
death  had  not  seen  the  child  till  after  it 
was  dead  ;  that  the  cliild  was  attended 
by  an  unqualified  medical  assistant  in 
the  employ  of  another  doctor  ;  what  was 
the  name  of  the  doctor  who  signed  the 
certificate  ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  a 

Mr,  Kearley 


full  inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  police  and 
the  Coroner  as  to  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and,  if  necessary,  bring  theai  to  the 
notice  of  the  Registrar  General  r 

The  secretary  of  STATE  ro» 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  My  attention  ha* 
been  called  to  this  case,  but  the  C<xooer 
states  that  the  strong  observations  made 
by  him  at  the  inqnest  were  not  intended 
as  a  censure  on  the  police,  nor  did  he  say 
that  he  could  not  understand  why  tbe 
order  for  exhumation  had  been  made,  for 
he  had  signed  the  order  himself,  con- 
sidering that  the  information  before  hin 
justified  that  course.  That  informatiOQ 
comprised  the  matters  stated  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question.  The 
doctor  who  signed  the  certificate  wa« 
Dr.  Atkinson.  I  have  inquired  both  of 
the  police  and  the  Coroner.  The  police 
are  free  from  blame  in  the  matter.  The 
Coroner  is  the  person  responsible  for 
ordering  the  exhumation.  His  censtoe 
was  apparently  aimed  at  persons  who 
had  unreasonably  found  in  the  cireom- 
stances  cause  for  suspicion.  Whechir 
the  facts  correctly  stated  in  the  seoood 
paragraph  of  the  question,  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  death  was  eertified^ 
show  a  breach  of  the  Registration  Lawt^ 
I  am  unable  to  say.  After  the  pnblicitj 
which  has  been  given  to  the  case  by  mj 
hon.  Friend^s  question,  the  Registmr 
General  and  the  Local  Goveranwtf 
Board,  to  whose  Departments  snob 
matters  belong,  willy' no  doubt,  consider 
whether  the  requirements  of  the  law 
were  complied  with. 

THE  INDIAN  CDRRKNCY  QUESTIOX. 
Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, of  State  for  India  whether  it  vas 
proposed  to  make  any  change  in  t^ 
existing  law  under  which  mpees  are 
legal  tender  to  any  extent ;  and,  iubt- 
much  as  the  Prime  Minister  had  aa* 
nounced  that  the  Government  did  not  al 
present  intend  to  undertake  to  give  gold 
for  rupees,  in  what  sense  thej  wcfr 
about  to  introduce  a  gold  standard  ia 
India  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  i>T 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Ri  ssklu 
North  Beds.):  (L)  I  think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  see  that  the  aaxiliarjr 
verb  in  the  first  line  of  his  qoestioQ  ii 
in  the  past,  and  should  be  in  ue 
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tense.  Assuming  "  was  **  to  mean  "  is,  " 
the  answer  is  **  No. "  (2.)  Persons  who 
like  to  tender  gold  to  the  Government 
in  exchange  for  or  in  place  of  rupees 
may  do  so  at  a  rate  of  16d.  to  the  rupee. 
To  that  extent  it  might  be  said  that  the 
gold  standard  has  been  already  intro- 
duced into  India.  As  to  the  steps  to  be 
taken  in  the  future,  I  may  refer  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  the  Papers  which  have  been 
presented,  and  more  especially  to  the 
Memorandum  and  speech  of  Sir  David 
Barbour. 

THE  COST  OF  THE  SWINE  FEVER  BILL. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  if  he  can  say 
what  is  the  estimated  cost  of  the  execu- 
tion of  the  Swine  Fever  Bill  in  England 
and  Ireland  during  the  present  and  the 
next  financial  year  respectively ;  and 
what  will  be  the  limit  of  Imperial  funds 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture  and  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  Privy  Council  in  Ireland  during 
those  periods  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  It  is  not  pos- 
sible for  us  to  make  any  very  close 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  execution  of 
the  Swine  Fever  Bill  by  reason  of  the 
uncertainty  which  exists  as  to  the  real 
extent  of  the  disease ;  but  on  the  assump- 
tion that  during  the  period  from  1st 
November  to  Slst  March  next  we  have 
to  deal  with  100  outbreaks  per 
week  in  Great  Britain  and  an 
aggregate  of  800  in  Ireland,  we  estimate 
the  maximum  cost  at  £104,700  and 
£32,000  respe<itively.  It  is  too  early  for 
us  as  yet  to  make  any  precise  estimate 
for  the  year  1894-5,  and  before  it  is 
requisite  for  us  to  do  so  we  shall,  I 
hope,  be  in  possession  of  some  experience 
of  the  actual  working  of  the  measure  ; 
but  I  may  say  that,  assuming  that  during 
that  year  we  have  4,000  outbreaks  to 
deal  with  in  Great  Britain  and  1,400  in 
Ireland,  the  figures  submitted  to  me  show 
a  total  estimated  expenditure  of 
£193,600  and  £60,000  respectively.  I 
hope,  however,  that  the  actual  expendi- 
ture may  fall  as  far  short  of  these 
amounts  as  fortunately  proved  to  be  the 
case  with  pleqro-pueumonia.  The  Im- 
perial  funds  available   to  meet  the  ex- 


penditure up  to  the  31st  March,  1895, 
will  be  the  bftlauces  on  the  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  account,  which  at  the  moment  we 
estimate  at  £92,700  and  £40,000,  and  a 
sum  not  exceeding  £50,000  to  be  pro- 
vided by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  AGRICUL- 
TURAL DEPRESSION. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  if 
he  is  in  a  position  to  state  what  will  be 
the  terms  of  Reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  Agricultural  Depres- 
sion ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  am  not  yet  iu  a  position  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  information  he 
asks  for. 

THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  BECHUANA- 

LAND. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  what  is  the  present  strength  of 
the  Beehuanaland  Police  Force ;  how 
many  of  the  police  are  stationed  within 
the  Northern  Protectorate  and  North  of 
British  Beehuanaland  ;  whether  the 
Northern  Protectorate  is  part  of  the 
field  of  the  operations  of  the  British 
South  Africa  Company  under  the  terms 
of  their  Charter  ;  what  is  the  present 
strength  of  the  Chartered  Company's 
Police  Force ;  whether  the  officials  of 
the  Chartered  Company  (or  any  of  them) 
have  any  authority  over  the  Beehuana- 
land Police  ;  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  adheres  to  the  statement  of  Sir 
John  Bramston,  on  behalf  of  the  Colonial 
Office  on  6th  November,  1889  (page  224 
of  Parliamentary  Paper  [C.  5918]  of 
1890),  that— 

"  It  would  be  irregular  and  contrary  to  the 
representations  on  which  funds  have  been  ob- 
tained from  Parliament  for  its  support  to  direct 
the  Beehuanaland  Police  as  a  partof  it«  ordinary 
duties  to  operate  within  Ix>-Bengula*8  country, 
or  elsewhere  beyond  the  protectorate  ; " 

and  whether  he  will  undertake  that  the 
Beehuanaland  Police  Force  shall  not  be 
employed  to  operate  in  Lo-Bengula's 
country  without  the  express  orders  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
answer  to  the  first  and  second  questions 
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ia  that  the  Bechuanalaad  I^olioe  ourabere 
about  400  men,  but  that  it  is  inexpedient 
to  state  the  distribution  of  a  military 
force.  The  answ^  to  the  third  question 
isy  "  Yes "  ;  but  the  Company  do  not 
operate  there  at  present.  With  regard  to 
the  fourth  question,  we  have  no  official 
information  ;  hut  the  Company  have  in- 
formed us  that  the  number  of  police  is 
40,  and  of  volunteers  570,  and  that  there 
is  a  burgher  force  fluotuatlng  according  to 
the  number  of  whites  in  the  country,  as 
every  male  inhabitant  is  liable  for 
burgher  service.  The  answer  to  the 
fifth  question  is,  ^^  No  ; "  and  to  the  sixth, 
*'Yes."  As  to  the  last  question,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  every  con- 
fidence that  Sir  Henry  Loch  would  not 
direct  any  such  movement  of  the  police 
without  grave  reasons  and  without  their 
concurrence. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  the  Government 
adhers  to  the  statement  of  Sir  John 
Bramston  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  Yes ;  we  adhere 
to  the  statement  contained  in  the  last 
paragraph  but  one  of  the  question. 

THE   ACCOUNTS    OF  THE    BRITISH 
SOUTH  AFRICA  COMPANY. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  British  South  Africa  Com- 
pany has  yet  furnished  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  accounts  of  its  expenditure 
for  administrative  purposes  and  other 
Reports  and  Esth nates  for  each  of 
the  three  years  since  its  incorporation, 
as  prescribed  by  Article  17  of  it» 
Charter  ;  if  so,  when  these  Accouhts  and 
Reports  will  be  presented  to  Parliament ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  require  the  Accounts,  Reports, 
and  Estimates  to  be  furnished  to  him 
forthwith  ? 

Mr.   S.    BUXTON  :     The    British 

South  Africa  Company  have  from  time 

to  time  furnished  certain  Accounts  to  the 

Colonial  Office  ;  but,  these  being  in* 
complete,  it  is  not  proposed  to  lay  them. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  but  fair  to  state 
that  Article  i  7  of  the  Charter  can  hardly 
be  held  to  bo  entirely  applicable  to  the 
period  of  initiation,  but  was  rather  in- 
tended as  a  rule  for  years  of  settled  go- 
vernment and  industry.  '^'' 

Mr.  S.  Buxion 


PARLIAMENTARY    PAPERS    ON 
BECHUANALAND. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
when  further  Papers  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament,  in  continuation  of  [C.  5918] 
1890  (Correspondence  respecting  the 
affairs  of  Bechuanaland  and  adjacent 
territories)  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  Some  Papen 
will  shortly  be  presented. 

UNEMPLOYED  ENGINEERS  IN  BIR- 
MINGHAM. 

Mr.  lough  (Isluigton,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  whether  he  is  aware  that  16  per 
cent,  of  the  members  of  the  Amalgamalad 
Society  of  Engineers  in  Binntngham  and 
the  surrounding  districts  are  now  out  of 
work  ;  and  whether,  under  these  dr^ 
cumstances,  he  will  re-consider  his  dt* 
cision  recently  announced  with  regmrcl  t^ 
tbe  Groyemment  Arms  Factory  tbere^ 
and,  in  the  case  of  any  falling-off  of 
'work,  put  the  whole  staff  on  short  tOM 
rather  than  add  to  the  prevailing  dis- 
tress by  dismissing  any  portion  of  tiie 
employs  ? 

thb  financial  SECRETABT 

TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Wood au, 
Hanley)  :  We  were  not  aware,  until  i»* 
formed,  that  there  were  so  large  a  inn»- 
ber  of  ¥rorkmen  *of  the  AmalgmoMiled 
Society  of  Engineers  in  and  abovt  Bir> 
mtngbam  now  unemployed.  But,  in  tfas 
event  of  further  falling-off  of  woirk  at 
Sparkbrook,  a  contingency  which  I  aa 
happy  to  say  need  not  be  regaitled  aa 
probable  during  the  current  financial 
year,  the  plan  of  working  on  ahort  tisa 
will  be  adopted  instead  of  a  rednctioa  of 
numbers. 

THB  CASE  0\r  COLONEL  STRACKT. 

Sir  W.  MARRIOTT  (Brighton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  previous  to  being  ap- 
pointed to  command  the  Scotii  Gnaids 
and  Regimental  District  on  lat  Jnhv 
1886,  Colonel  Straoey  should  harecoiiicr 
been  placed  or  have  had  an  opportonitj 
of  going  on  half -pay  temporarily  in  orJcr 
that  he  might  receive  his  over-regnUtk« 
purchase  money,  £4,000,  which  he  had 
paid  for  the  purchase  of  commtMOiH; 
and  to  which  he  had  become  entitled  s 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fad,  every  ocbcr 
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Celonel  commuiding  a  Regimental  Dis- 
trict both  ID  the  Guards  and  the  Line  on 
Ist  July,  1886,  having  purchase  rights, 
had  before  they  were  appointed  received 
the  over-regulation  purchase  money  to 
which  they  were  entitled ;  whether 
every  Colonel  with  purchase  rights  ap- 
pointed to  command  a  Regimental  Dis- 
trict since  Ist  July,  1886,  has  invariably 
received  his  over-regulation  money  before 
appointment ;  whether  this  omission  in 
Colonel  Stracey^s  case  was  due  to  an 
oversight  on  the  part  of  the  Military  or 
other  Authorities  ;  and  whether,  under 
these  circumstances.  Her  Majesty  *s  Go- 
vernment will  re-consider  Colonel 
Stracey^s  case,  and  recompense  him 
fer  the  loss  he  has  sustained  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR    (Mr.     Campbell  -  Ramnerman, 
Stirling,   &c.)  :  No,    Sir  ;  there  was  no 
necessity    for    Colonel    Stracey    to    be 
pkoed  on  half-pay  at   the  time  referred 
to»     His  right    to  his    over-regulation 
money  took  effect  only  when  he  left  his 
regiment.     The    command    of*  a   Regi- 
mental District  was  not  analogous  to  the 
command  of  a  Foot  Guards  Regiment ; 
and,    as    a    matter    of     fact.    Colonel 
Stracey *8  predecessor  in  command  went 
through  the  same  phases  as  himself  be- 
fore   he     received    his    over-regnlation 
money,   except    that   he   had   to    serve 
longer  than  Colonel  Stracey  before  re- 
ceiving it.     A  Lieutenant  Colonel  with 
purchase  rights  appointed  to  the  com- 
mand of  a  Regimental  District   of  the 
Line  was  purposely  placed  on  half-pay, 
because,  the  appointment  not  being    in 
regimental  succession,  as  it  was  in  the 
Foot  Goards,  the  Army  Purchase  Com- 
missioners     could     not     legally     have 
awarded  the    over-regnlation  money  on 
the  cessation  of  the  appointment.  It  was, 
therefore,  essential,  in  order  to  preserve 
his  purchase  rights,  to  place  him  on  half- 
pay  from  his  regiment  at  the  time  of  ap- 
pointment to    the   Regimental  District. 
There  was  no  omission,  as  implied  in  the 
question,  on  the  part  of  any  Military  or 
other  Authority.     The  case   was  fully 
considered   by   my   Predecessor;   and  I 
see   no  sufficient  ground  for  re-opening 
it. 

Sir  W.  MARRIOTT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  told  me  whether 
every  Colonel  with  purchase  rights  ap- 
pointed to  command  a  Regimental  Dis- 
trict   since    the    1st    July,    1886,    has 


invariably   received    his   over-regulation 
money  before  appointment  ? 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Is  not  a  Colonel  of  a  regiment  of  Foot 
Guards  so  far  in  the  same  position  as  a 
Colonel  commanding  a  Regimental  Dis- 
trict that  he  has  a  large  number  of  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  under  his  command.  la 
there  no  remedy  whatever  for  the  in- 
justice to  which  Colonel  Stracey  has 
been  subjected  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  admit  that  he  has  been  subjected, 
to  any  injustice.  He  obtained  command 
of  a  regiment  of  the  Guards  after  a 
very  short  period  of  service  as  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  commanding  a  batta*. 
lion.  It  was  in  his  power,  and 
at  his  own  option,  to  retire  on.  half-* 
pay,  and  had  he  done  so  his  claims 
to  command  a  regiment  would  have  been 
considered  with  the  claims  of  others. 
But  it  was  to  his  interest  to  continue  in 
the  regiment,  and  so  have  iirst  claim  to 
the  command,  which  he  obtained.  Natu- 
rally, he  was  not  allowed  to  receive  his 
over-regulation  money  until  his  connect 
tion  with  the  regiment  ceased.  In  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Brighton,  I  have  to 
say  that  officers  conmianding  Regimental 
Districts  have  to  be  put  on  half-pay 
before  obtaining  the  money,  because  they 
receive  appointment  out  of  th<^  regiment. 

Sir  W.  MARRIOTT  :  But  has  not 
every  Colonel  with  purchase  rights,  ap- 
pointed to  the  command  of  a  Regimental 
District  since  the  1st  July,  1886,  received 
the  over-regnlation  money  before  his 
appointment  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman answer  that,  "  Yes  "  or  "  No  "  ? 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  forgotten 
to  say  whether  the  Colonel  of  a  Regiment 
of  the  Guards  has  not  the  command  abo 
of  a  number  of  Volunteer  regiments  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

I  think  it  is  very  likely  every  one  of  these 
Colonels  has  received  the  over-regula- 
tion money  ;  but  I  have  quoted  the  case^ 
of  Colonel  Stracey *s  predecessor,  who 
was  treated  in  exactly  the  same  way, 
except  that  he  had  to  wait  a  great  deal 
longer. 

Sir  W.  MARRIOTT  :  I  shall  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Army 
Estimates. 
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THE  SEATING  ARRANGEMENTS  IN  THE 

HOUSE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  if  he  has  considered  the  bearing 
on  recent  scenes  of  disorder  in  the  House 
of  the  over-crowded  condition  of  the 
Benches,  and  the  impossibility  for 
Members  of  the  various  Parties  to  find 
sufficient  accommodation  among  their 
own  political  friends  ;  and  if  any  plans, 
are  in  preparation  for  remedying  this  evil 
during  the  Recess  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Brad- 
ford,  Central) :  I  do  not  myself  think 
that  the  incidents  of  last  Thursday  night 
were  due  to  want  of  accommodation  for 
Members  in  this  House.  So  far  as  I  was 
able  to  observe,  the  House  was  not  over- 
crowded when  they  commenced,  as  a  very 
large  number  of  Members  had  aready  gone 
into  the  Division  Lobbies.  I  will,  how- 
ever, agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  very  exceptional  experience  of  this 
Session,  as  regards  the  crowding  of  this 
House,  and  of  its  Division  Lobbies,  and 
indeed  of  all  the  adjoining  rooms,  raises 
a  very  serious  question  ;  and  next  Session 
the  Government,  I  doubt  not,  will  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
on  the  subject,  if  the  House  should 
desire  it. 

HAULBOWLINE  DOCKYARD. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  he  is  aware  that  the  men 
lately  disemployed  at  Haulbowline  are 
still  idle,  and  some  of  them  destitute ; 
whether  the  machinery  necessary  for  the 
repairs  of  vessels,  which  was  sent  to 
Haulbowline  last  spring,  is  still  lying 
rusting  in  the  sheds  and  on  the  quays  ; 
and  whether  the  Admiralty  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  immediately  erecting 
this  machinery,  and  thus  prevent  it  from 
becoming  useless,  and  at 'the  same  time 
give  much-needed  employment  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  I  regret 
that  it  is  not  possible,  under  existing 
conditions,  to  provide  continuous  em- 
ployment for  workmen  of  all  trades  at 
Haulbowline.  The  Admiralty  fully 
intend  to  carry  out,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
work  of  repairs  required  for  the  station  at 
Haulbowline  as  already  promised.  The 
machinery  sent  to  Haulbowline  has  not 
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been  erected,  as  the  foundations  for  tlie 
machines  have  only  recently  been  com- 
pleted. Care  is  taken  that  the  machinery 
does  not  deteriorate.  A  contract  hai 
recently  been  entered  into  with  a  Cork 
firm  to  complete  the  steam  and  other 
pipes  to  driving  engine.  When  this  is 
completed  the  machinery  will  be  ready 
for  use. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  87  men  have  been  Utely  dis- 
charged from  employment  at  this  Dock- 
yard, and  are  now  out  of  work  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  must  a^k 
my  hon.  Friend  to  give  notice  of  that. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Is  the  boo. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  yard  is  now 
overgrown  with  grass  ?  Is  it  the  intea- 
tion  of  the  Government  to  leave  it  in 
that  condition  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  am  not 
aware  that  that  is  the  state  of  afikirs. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,N.):  Doea  the 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  the  precent 
treatment  of  the  yard  by  the  Admiimlty 
authorities  carries  out  the  promise  made 
by  the  First  Lord  and  other  gentlemea 
connected  with  the  Admiralty  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Yes,  Sir ; 
1  think  so. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  We  shall  have  to  caD 
attention  to  this  on  the  Estimates. 


THE  FRENCH  ULTIMATUM  TO  SlAM. 

Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  Soatii- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  caa 
now  state  to  the  House  tlie  exact 
geographical  effect  of  the  French  ultiBia- 
tum  in  the  form  in  which  it  has  beta 
accepted  by  Siam ;  and  whether  h 
includes  the  cession  to  France  of  tba 
Siamese  vassal  State  of  Luang  Prmbang ; 
of  any  States  lying  to  the  north  of  Luang 
Prabang  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong; 
and  of  any,  and  if  so  what,  islands  in  tie 
Gulf  of  Siam  ?  May  I  also  ask,  at  Um 
same  time,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  can  give 
us  any  information  as  to  the  blockadflv 
and  tell  us  if  there  is  any  foundation  for 
the  alarming  statement  in  The  Daify 
News  this  morning,  that  the  Frendi 
Admiral  has  issued  a  fresh  blorkad* 
notice  and  applied  it  to  two  British  war 
vessels  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  ^ 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir£.GR£Y,Northumberlaiid,  Berwiek): 
No,  Sir  ;  we  have  no  further  iafbrmatioo 
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to  give  aboat  the  blockade.  As  far  as 
we  know,  the  statement  that  the  French 
Admiral  has  ordered  a  British  yessel  to 
leave  Bangkok  and  go  outside  the 
blockade  limits  is  not  founded  on  facts. 
The  territorial  demand  of  France  com- 
prises the  cession  of  all  territorj  on  the 
left  bank  of  the  Mekong  which  Siam  has 
power  to  cede.  That  territory  includes, 
it  is  believed,  about  half  the  State  of 
Luang  Prabang,  the  other  half  lying  on 
the  right  bank.  It  is  not  understood  to 
include  any  islands  in  the  Gulf  of  Siam. 
The  British  and  French  Governments 
are,  however,  agreed  in  principle  as  to 
the  maintenance  of  a  neutral  zone  be- 
tween their  respective  possessions.  The 
exact  limits  of  this  zone  continue  to  be 
the  subject  of  negotiations  between  the 
two  Governments. 

MEBIBERS*   DINING   ROOMS. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Croydon, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Kitchen 
and  Refreshment  Rooms,  which  dining 
rooms  of  the  House  of  Commons  are  re- 
served for  Members  exclusively ;  and 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  reserve 
them? 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  the 
KITCHEN  COMMITTEE  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert,  Croydon)  :  By  the  regulation 
of  the  Committee  the  central  dining 
room  is  the  only  one  to  which  strangers 
are  admitted,  and  the  Committee  have 
ordered  the  attendants  to  see  that  that 
regulation  is  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber aware  that  the  bon.  Member  for 
Mayo  and  a  large  party  occupied  one 
side  of  the  room  where  Ministers  usually 
sit  at  a  time  when  there  was  no  room 
for  Members  anywhere  else,  and  why  the 
party  were  allowed  in  that  room^  which 
I  understand  is  not  given  up  to 
strangers  ? 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  :  ,Tlie  subject  has 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee,  and  will  be  considered  at 
their  meeting  to-morrow. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Is  the 
hon.  Member  aware  that  the  explanation 
is  that  seats  reserved  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  and  his  friends  had  been 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  and  his  friends  ? 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT :  I  cannot  enter 
into  the  subject  now.      I  can  only  say 


that  the  Committee  will  consider  all  the 
circumstances.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  in 
any  case  two  wrongs  will  not  make  a 
right. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has  a  pre- 
scriptive right  to  sit  where  he  did,  and 
why  other  Members  cannot  have  the  same 
privilege  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  said,  it  was 
not  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  who  was 
culpable,  if,  indeed,  anyone  was.  As  a 
fact,  I  and  my  friends  occupied  the  seats 
in  question;  and  we  should  not  have 
done  so  had  it  not  been  that  the  seats 
that  had  been  reserved  for  us  had  been 
appropriated  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  and  his  friends. 
He  made  a  complaint  on  the  subject  to 
the  Kitchen  Committee. 

RBTIRBMBNT  FROM  THE  CIVIT, 
SERVICE. 
Mr.  PARKER  (Oxfordshire,  Henley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  the  Order  in  Council  of  15th  August, 
1890,  relating  to  the  Civil  Service  is 
being  carried  out  as  regards  retirement  at 
the  age  of  66  ;  and  whether  any  excep- 
tions have  been  made,  or  will  be  made  ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ? 
•The  secretary^  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
Yes,  Sir;  the  provisions  in  the  Order  of 
Council  as  regards  compulsory  retire- 
ment at  66  are  being  carried  out. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  refer  to  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  146  of  1892  and  183  of 
1893  he  will  find  all  particulars  of  the 
exceptions  made  under  the  powers  of 
the  Order  and  the  reasons  for  making 
them. 

THE  SPECIAL  MAIL  SERVICE  FOR 
QUEENSTOWN. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  a^k  the  Postmaster  General  when 
the  i«pccial  service  for  the  American 
mails  between  Queenstown  and  Eustou 
was  first  arranged  for  ;  what  the  estimate 
of  its  supposed  cost  was  when  estab- 
lished ;  and  whether  the  special  service 
has  been  in  force  in  respect  of  all  vessels 
landing  mails  at  Queenstown,  whether 
fast  or  slow  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  arrangement 
was  authorised  in  October,  1892,  to  take 
effect  from  the  1st  of  January  following. 
The  estimated  cost  was  £1,269  a  vear. 
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The  special  servioe  has  l^eeo  en^pUjed 
in  connection  with  all  packet^,  whether 
fast  or  slow,  bringing  full  mails  from  the 
United  States,  and  arriving  off  Queens- 
town  at  such  a  time  that  the  mails  oould 
reach  London  within  business,  hours  next 
day  with  the  special  service,  but  not 
without  it. 

EXAMINATIONS  FOR    TEACHERS'    CER. 

TIFICATES. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  delay  of  the 
Education  Department  in  announcing  the 
result  of  the  examination  of  the  students 
who  have  not  taken  their  degrees  in  the 
various  Colleges  for  teachers*  certificates; 
whether  the  result  of  the  examination 
held  in  June  last  year  was  not  announced, 
and  the  certificates  not  issued,  until 
January,  1893,  six  months  after ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
such  delay  in  future  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  These  examinations  in  con- 
nection with  the  newly-founded  Day 
Training  Colleges  were  conducted  last 
year  under  conditions  of  a  somewhat  ten- 
tative and  experimental  character,  and 
after  the  results  had  been  tabulated  it 
was  found  expedient  to  suspend  their 
issue  till  the  Department  had  communi- 
cated with  the  authorities  of  the  Colleges 
with  regard  to  certain  matters  which  re- 
quired revision.  In  future  there  will,  I 
hope,  be  no  such  reason  for  delay,  and  the 
results  may  be  expected  to  be  issued  two 
months  earlier.  But  as  many  of  the 
Day  Training  College  students  present 
themselves  for  University  examinations 
which  are  not  held  till  October,  it  will 
not  be  possible  to  issue  complete  lists 
before  November. 

MIXED  MARRIAGES  IN  MALTA. 
Mr.  perks  (Lincolnshire,  Louth)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  had  been  able  to  obtain  from 
Her  Majesty^s  Representatives  in  Malta 
such  information  as  would  enable  him  to 
reply  to  the  inquiry  addressed  to  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  on  the  6th  July 
last — namely,  whether  the  Government 
would  direct  the  Governor  of  Malta  to 
resume  the  practice  of  issuing  licences 
empowering    the    Protestant    clergy  in 
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Malta  |K>  solemnise  murriagea  In  tbtf 
portiop  of  Her  Majesty *s  domioioiia  ;  mk 
whether,  should. this  course  be 
inexpedieat,  the  Govemmeot  vlU 
skier  the  advisability  -  of  reo^mmeodlMf 
Her  Majesty  to  issue  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil under  <'  The  Foreign  Marriages  Ael» 
1B92,''  extending  the  benefits  of  that 
Act  to  Her  Majesty's  subjeot«  is 
Malta? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY <Mn  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edia- 
bungh,  Midlothian) :  The  informatkm  I 
have  received  is  this  :  In  the  first  places 
I  think  it  is  well  known  that  the  Jq4^ 
ment  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  t^ 
Privy  Council  on  the  important  queataee 
referred  to  embraces  the  subject  oif  mixe4 
marriages  in  Malta,  and  is  expected  t» 
be  decided  very  shortly  after  the  sittii^ 
in     November     have     commenced.      I 
understand    the   present  Governor  does 
continue  to  issue  licences  for  the  eotai- 
nisation    of    marriages     by     ProteetNii 
ministers.  The  marriages  between  Protc*- 
tants  continue  ;  but  the  maniagee  wooU 
not  embrace   what  are  properly    ealM 
mixed    marriages — those    mairimgea   k 
which  one  of  the  parties  belonga  to  ths 
Roman  Catholic  Church.       With  r«f«pi 
to  such  marriages,  it  is  uudoubtedij  the 
case  that  the  conclusion  of  them,  so  far 
as  the  law  is  concerned,  is  suspended  a 
Malta.       Nor  do  I  think  that,  viawiif 
the  nature  of  the  question  raised*  the 
communications  that  have  taken  plan^ 
and  the  immediate  proximity  of  tb«  tuM 
when  the  question  is  to  receive  its  li^ 
decision,  it  would  be  judicious  to  enter 
into  any  measure  of  executive  discretioB* 
although  everyone  roust  regret  that  saBii 
a  state  of  things  should  have  arisen,  aai 
it  ought  as  soon  as  possible  to  be  put  aa 
end  to. 

*Mr.  perks  :  Then  were  the  aaeieM 
rights  of  Her  Majesty's  subjecu  in  Malu 
to  have  mixed  marriages  solemnised  hv 
the  Protestant  clergy  suspended  as  \ 
part  of  the  contract  made  by  Sir  Lintora 
Simmons  with  the  Vatican  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  caaaot 
answer  that  question  without  notice* 

THE  EDUCATION  VOTE. 

VwcoDWT   CRANfiORNE  ( 
ter)  :  May  I  ask  what  time  will  be  gi 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Report  om 
Education  Vote  which  was  closoivd  last 
night  ?  The  Government  kst  night 
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mieed  to  report  Progre0»  at  aa  earlj 
hour,  thus  recognising  the  enormous 
importance  of  the  Vote.  I  should  like 
to  say,  further,  it  was  stated  that  there 
was  no  precedent  for  devoting  two  days 
to  the  Vote,  but  in  1890  two  days  were 
given  up  to  the  Vote. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  under- 
stand  some  promise  was  given  last 
night  to  the  effect  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord  ;  and  I  hope,  if  satisfactory  progress 
is  made  with  the  Estimates,  we  shall  be 
able  to  report  Progress  as  early  as  half- 
past  10.     If  not,  it  may  be  a  little  later. 

SIAK  TELEGRAMS. 

Sir    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Eeclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

hon.  Baronet  the    Under    Secretary   of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
will  undertake  to  telegraph  to  Her 
Majesty^s  Representative  at  Bangkok  in 
order  to  discover  whether  the  state- 
ments in  the  Daily  News  telegram  this 
morning  are  correct  or  are  not  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  We  receive  frequent 
telegrams  from  Bangkok  as  to  the  state 
of  affairs,  but  we  have  not  received  any 
information  confirming  the  statements 
put  into  my  hands  by  the  hon.  Member 
when  I  came  into  the  House.  The  in- 
formation at  our  disposal  does  not  lead 
us  to  think  it  possible  that  such  an  un- 
favourable development  of  affairs  could 
have  taken  place,  or  that  it  is  probable  it 
will  take  place. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  Is  it  not 
the  fact  "that  the  whole  business  was 
concluded  yesterday  afternoon  by  the 
signature  of  a  Convention  at  Paris  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  no  further 
information. 

BUSINESS  or  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  ROB Y  (Lancashire,  S.E.,£ccles)  : 
Has  not  the  time  come  when  we  can 
commence  Public  Business  a  quarter  of 
an  hour  after  the  Speaker  has  taken  the 
Chair  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Yes; 
I  understand  we  have  reached  a  stage 
when  that  can  be  done,  and  the  Public 
Business  of  the  House  in  future  will  com- 
oaenoe  at  a  quarter  after  3  instead  of  half- 
past. 
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GOVERNMENT    OF  IRELAND  BILU 

DisosDER  i»   Committee  on  Thuvs- 

DAY,  27th  JlTLY. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  There  js 

a  matter  in  connection  with  the  statement 

which  I  made  yesterday  which  I  ought 

to  have  referred  to  at  the  time,  and  it  is 

this  :  that  I  wish  to  make  a  Motion  to 

the  following  effect : — 

^*  That  the  wonls  of  Mr.  Speaker,  addressed  to 
the  House  yesterday,  relating  to  the  disorder 
which  arose  in  the  Committee  on  the  Government 
of  Irehmd  Bill  on  Thursday,  the  27th  of  July, 
be  entered  on  the  Journal  of  this  House." 

The  Motion  is  one  so  obviously  proper, 
and,  indeed,  consequential  on  what  took 
place  with  reference  to  information  and 
authority  for  the  future  guidance  of  the 
House,  that  if  it  be  agreeable  to  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  I  will  move 
it  now  without  delay« 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  words  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  addressed  to  the  House  yester- 
day, relating  to  the  disorder  which  arose 
in  the  Committee  on  the  Government  of 
Ireland  Bill  on  Thursday,  the  27th  of 
July,  be  entered  on  the  Journal  of  this 
House. — {Mr.  fV.  E,  Gladstone,) 

The  said  words  were  entered  accord- 
ingly, as  followeth  : — 

The  speaker  :  The  Prime  Minister 
has  asked  me  to  say  a  few  words,  or  1 
should  not  have  ventured  again  to  ob- 
trude myself  on  the  notice  of  the  House. 
From  the  first,  I  may  own,  I  have  been 
very  unwilling  indeed  either  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  resorted  to,  or  that  any 
further  notice  should  be  taken  of  the 
regrettable  incident  of  Thursday.  But  I 
have  this  to  say — that  I  feel,  if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  exercised  a  wise  discretion  and 
judgment  in  stating,  as  the  whole  House, 
I  think,  feels,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
mark,  in  some  exceptional  manner,  the 
feeling  of  this  House  at  what  took  place 
on  Thursday  night.  It  was  due  not  only 
to  the  outraged  feeling  of  the  House, 
but  to  the  indignation  which  ran 
through  the  country — as  it  is  not  too 
much  to  say — it  was  due  that  the  Leaders 
of  the  House  should  have  done  what  they 
have  done  to-night,  marked  from  four 
different  quarters  of  the  House  the  feeling 
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that  thej  entertained  of  what  took  place. 
I  have  onlj  to  add  that  I  believe  the 
great  security  against  the  repetition  of 
such  scenes  as  took  place  is  for  us  not 
only  collectively  to  feel  that  we  are  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  to  feel  indi- 
vidually that  we  are  each  one  the  guardian 
of  its  honour  and  its  dignity,  and  that  we 
do  resent,  as  I  am  sure  we  shall  resent, 
every  infringement  of  the  better  traditions 
of  the  House  as  a  personal  injury  and 
affront.  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to 
Bay,  after  what  has  fallen  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  from  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  from  gentlemen  representing 
other  sections  of  opinion  in  this  House, 
I  hope  the  House  may  be  content,  as  I 
am,  to  let  the  matter  rest,  not  only  within 
the  walls  of  this  House,  but  outside. 
We  have  thus  marked  our  sense  of  what 
took  place,  and  we  shall,  I  believe,  take 
the  best  steps  we  can  to  avoid  the  recur- 
rence of  any  disturbance  in  the  future. 


THE  IRISH  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  no  Irish  Estimates 
will  be  taken  until  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  returned  from  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No  Irish 
Estimates  will  be  taken  in  his  absence 
with  the  exception  of  two,  which  are 
entirely  within  the  province  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Are  they  in  Class  I.,  Public  Works  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr.  S.  woods  (Lancashire,  Ince)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  came  into  the 
House  it  was  my  intention  to  move  the 
Adjournment  in  order  to  call  atten- 
tion to  certain  matters  of  urgent  public 
importance,  but  finding  that  I  can  raise 
the  question  on  the  Vote  on  Account  on 
Thursday  I  will  not  persist  in  the  inten- 
tion. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE   DE- 
PARTMENTS, 1893-4. 

Class  I. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,   not  exceeding  £143,710,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  K)  complete  the'  sum 

The  Speaker 


neceasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1894,  for  Surveying 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  for  reyising  the  Sur- 
rey, for  Maps  for  use  in  proceedings  before  the 
Land  Judges  in  Ireland  and  the  Irish  Land 
Commission,  publication  of  Maps,  and  engrav- 
ing the  Geological  Survey." 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  the  Ordnance  Survey  involved 
questions  not  only  affecting  the  geo- 
graphical aspects  of  the  country,  but  was 
important  in  connection  with  agricultural 
interests,  and  especially  the  transfer  of 
land.  A  year  ago  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  it  was  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tewkes- 
bury (Sir  J.  Dorington).  It  had  made 
some  very  important  .recommendations, 
and  to  a  few  of  them  he  desired  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  One 
was  that  it  would  be  wise  to  expedite 
the  completion  of  the  new  revised  one- 
inch  map,  with  or  without  shading. 
Now,  it  was  the  case  in  regard  to  that 
map  that  at  the  present  time  there  were 
some  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  as  to 
which  the  map  was  at  least  30  years  out 
of  date,  and  he  believed  that  by  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  few  hundred  pounds  it 
would  be  possible  quickly  to  bring  it  up 
to  date.  If  that  were  done  it  would  be 
of  incalculable  advantage  to  pedestrians 
and  cyclists,  as  well  as  to  all  interested 
in  parochial  matters.  Again,  it  would  be 
a  very  useful  arrangement  if  Parochial  and 
other  Authorities  would  from  time  to  time 
send  to  the  Ordnance  Survey  information 
respecting  the  new  roads  made  in  their 
districts,  as  that  would  help  to  keep  the 
maps  up  to  date.  Another  suggestion 
well  worthy  of  consideration  was  that 
the  maps  might  be  printed  on  paper  of 
not  too  stout  a  character  and  in  a  form  in 
which  they  could  easily  be  placed  in 
one's  pocket,  and  a  further  good  sug- 
gestion was  that  a  new  military  map  in 
colours,  with  contours  and  shading,  should 
be  produced  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
might,  indeed,  enumerate  a  vast  number  of 
these  very  useful  suggestions  ;  but,  as 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was 
present,  it  was  hardly  necessary  to  do  so. 
Speaking  for  himself,  he  would  suggest 
the  desirability  of  issuing  a  handy  index 
in  the  shape  of  a  small  outline  map 
showing  the  position  of  each  street,  to- 
gether with  a  small  descriptive  handbook 
explaining  the  signs  used  on  the  map. 
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whether  for  hill-drawing  or  for  artificial 
features.  It  was  to  be  regretted  that 
many  of  these  maps  could  uot  be  pur- 
chased in  London,  and  much  incon- 
venience arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
public  did  not  know  where  to  obtain 
them.  The  sjstem  of  publication  in  this 
country  was  not  so  accurate  as  in  France 
and  Germany  ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
desirable,  having  in  view  the  interests  of 
education,  that  the  maps  should  be  abso- 
lutely accurate  and,  as  far  as  practicable, 
up  to  date.  Another  point  was  that, 
owin^  to  the  rapid  changes  in  the  Depart- 
ment, there  was  not  sufficient  continuity 
in  the  production  of  the  maps,  and  it 
was  desirable  that  the  changes  in  the 
Ordnance  Survey  should  uot  be  so  rapid 
as  they  were  at  the  present  time.  Some 
officers,  at  any  rate,  should  be  kept  in 
the  Department  to  see  the  completion 
of  the  work  which  they  had  commenced. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Department  would  realise 
that  the  time  had  come  when  some  better 
system  should  be  introduced. 

•Sir  J.  DORINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  said,  that  two  years 
ago  a  long  discussion  took  place  in 
the  House  on  the  demerits  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey,  and  in  consequence  of  it  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  who  was  then 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  matter.  On  that  Committee 
he  (Sir  J.  Dorington)  was  associated 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gorton 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Mather)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eccles  Division 
(Mr.  Roby),  who  had  evinced  great 
interest  in  the  question.  The  fir.^t 
point  to  which  the  Committee  directed 
their  attention  was  to  how  it  came  about 
that  the  survey  had  proceeded  so  slowly. 
The  survey  had  been  in  progress  since 
the  end  of  the  last  century,  and  it  was  not 
finished  yet.  That  naturally  struck  the 
public  as  a  very  grave  fault ;  but  investi- 
gation had  shown  that  it  was  bardly  fair 
to  accuse  the  officials  of  being  slow,  for 
althoagh  the  work  was  begun  last  cen- 
tury, practically  a  new  department  of 
work  had  been  taken  up  since  1855. 
Everything  done  as  to  map-making 
before  that  time  bas  been  set  aside,  and  a 
new  series  of  maps  had  been  created,  the 
work  in  connection  with  which  was  very 
nearly  complete.  The  25-inch  maps 
for  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  would  be 
completed  next  year ;  the  maps  for  Scotland 
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would  be  finished  by  1897,  and  a  large 
proportion  of  the  work  for  Ireland  had 
also  been  concluded.  The  survey  of  the 
whole  country  for  the  six-inch  map  was 
also  nearly  finished.  He  thought  that 
the  Ordnance  Survey  could  not  be 
accused  since  1855  of  having  been  dila- 
tory in  its  w6rk.  It  had  no  doubt 
spent  a  large  amount  of  money,  but 
the  work  to  be  done  was  very  great. 
It  was  generally  supposed  that  on  the 
Continent  cadastral  maps  were  produced 
by  the  Government  and  were  accessible 
to  the  public.  In  France  the  cadastral 
maps  were  not  a  Government  production 
at  all,  and  they  were,  besides,  very  in- 
ferior at  the  present  time.  If  this 
country  was  compared  with  France,  where 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  new 
cadastral  siurvey  was  £10,500,000,  without 
any  cost  of  publication,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  corresponding  cost  for  £ngland, 
including  publication,  would  come  to 
£7,278,000.  Since  1857  this  country 
had  spent  £5,326,000  on  the  work,  and 
had  for  this  money  produced  and  nearly 
completed  a  25-inch,  a  six-inch,  and  a 
one-inch  map,  in  addition  to  the  large 
Town  Maps,  and  thus  they  were  a  long 
way  below  the  figure  which  the  country 
might  have  fairly  expected  to  be  spent, 
judging  from  the  French  example.  He 
recommended  this  comparison  to  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Next,  he  came  to  the  general 
character  of  the  work.  Two  years 
ago  great  fault  was  found  in  many 
respects  with  the  character  of  the  work. 
The  « jommittee  inquired  into  that  ques- 
tion, and  he  thought  that  the  complaints 
as  to  defects  were  almost  entirely  due  to 
want  of  revision,  and  sometimes  to  mis- 
conception as  to  what  maps  ought  to  con- 
tain. The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
seemed  to  think  that  the  foreign  maps 
were  better  than  our  own  ;  but  he  was 
satisfied  that  our  maps  were  not  inferior 
either  in  execution,  in  the  character  of 
their  delineation,  or  in  any  particular  to 
foreign  maps.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  that  on  the  whole  they  were 
superior,  though  he  admitted  that  occa- 
sionally they  came  across  a  foreign  map 
which  showed  features  of  remarkable 
excellence,  and  which  this  country  might 
very  well  adopt,  supposing  we  were  to 
start  afresh.  But  it  was  undesirable  to 
introduce  into  one  series  of  maps  new 
styles  of  workmanship,  however  good 
they  might  be  deemed  to  be,  because  thq 
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result  would  be  that  one  part  of  the  set 
would  not  correspond  with  the  rest. 
Several  witnesses  examined  before  the 
Committee  testified  to  the  excellence  of 
the  work  done  by  the  Ordnance  Survey. 
Sir  Archibald  Geikie,  the  head  of  the 
Geological  Survey,  who  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  maps  in  connection 
with  the  work  on  which  he  was  en- 
gaged, said  the  general  excellence  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey  maps  was  a  con- 
stant subject  of  remark,  and  he  could 
hardly  conceive  a  survey  more  techni- 
cally accurate  than  ours.  General 
Walker  said  the  maps  were  much  superior 
to  those  of  the  Indian  or  of  any  Foreign 
Government,  as  regarded  colour,  topo- 
graphical delineation,  and  other  parti- 
culars ;  and  Mr.  Crook,  a  well-known 
authority  on  maps,  was  equally  emphatic 
in  his  approval  in  some  respects, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  hill- 
shaded  maps  of  Scotland,  which  could 
not,  he  averred,  be  equalled,  while 
while  a  distinquished  Frenchman,  General 
Derr^cagain,  Director  of  the  Geographical 
Department  in  France,  also  uttered  a  high 
eulogium  on  the  work  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey.  "  But,"  he  added,  "  the  want  of 
revision  threatens  to  destroy  the  fruit 
of  so  much  labour."  This  evidence 
was  surely  sufficient  to  prove  that  our 
maps  were  of  a  very  excellent  character 
in  regard  both  to  accuracy  and  beauty  of 
delineation.  Almost  the  sole  fault  was 
that  we  were  behindhand  in  the  matter 
of  carrying  on  a  systematic  revision,  and 
in  keeping  the  maps  corrected  up 
to  date,;  and  in  regard  to  the  one- 
inch  map  the  Committee  had  made  a 
recommendation,  which  he  was  glad 
to  know  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
was  willing  to  act  upon,  with  the  result 
that  with  a  comparatively  small  expendi- 
ture of  money  the  blot  would  be  removed 
within  four  years.  In  France  and  Ger- 
many more  attention  was  paid  to  the 
smaller  noaps,  and  arrangements  were 
made  by  which  the  whole  of  the  country 
was  regularly  gone  over  once  in  10 
years.  Somethingof  the  same  kind  ought 
to  be  done  for  this  country,  and  legis- 
lation to  secure  that  end  might  fairly  he 
asked  from  the  Government  in  this  connec- 
tion. The  revision  of  the  larger  maps  was 
a  matter  of  very  much  more  importance, 
and  one  that  involved  much  greater 
expense.  The  immense  expenditure 
on  the  very  large  maps  was  wholly 
thrown    away  unless    they  were    kept 
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closely  up  to  date.     The  one-inch  map 
needed  very  little  revision  as   regmrdeJ 
their  main  features,  but  the  large  scak 
maps  became  in  a  very  short  time  ftb«o- 
lutely   unlike    the    districte    they    were 
supposed  to  represent.     In  the  north  (if 
Lancashire   and  Yorkshire   the  six-inch 
maps  which  were  issued  betweeo   1840 
and   1850  were  now  so  entirely   out  of 
date  that  no  revision  was  possible,  and  mo 
absolutely  new  survey  was  needed.     The 
most  important  point  of  all  financiallj, 
and    a   very   important    point   in    other 
respects,  was  with  regard  to  what  were 
called  the  Town  Maps.   He  did  not  think 
it  was  generally  known  that,  in  addition 
to   those    maps   which  were  oi.  geoerml 
interest,    the      26-inch,     the      eix^iBdi, 
and   the   one-inch   maps — a   very    largt 
map  on  the  scale  of  10  feet  to  the  iniia 
was  produced  for  towns  having  a  ootain 
population.     He  believed  those  map«  had 
been  the  bane  of  the  Ordnance  Depvt- 
ment.     It  was  they  that  had  made  tk« 
survey  so  immensely  slow,   because  the 
Ordnance  Department  had  been  buried  ia 
the  masses  of  these  Town  Maps,  which 
had  not  only  swallowed  up  an  immeiM 
amount  of  time,  but  had  necessitated  tfaa 
expenditure  of  an   immense  amount  d 
money.     If  the  maps  were  very  largdr 
used    nothing  need  be  said  abcNit  thti: 
but,  as  a  matter  oi  fact,  there  was  hardly 
any  sale  for  them.   A  sheet  costing  £60  or 
£70  to  make  produced  2s.  3d.  a  year  by  it» 
sale.      He  thought  that  the  advantagu 
derived  from  these  maps  were  altogethff 
disproportionate  to  the  cost.     The  Coo* 
mittee  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  br 
Chairman  were  practically  unanimous  is 
thinking  that  maps  which  were  so 
tially  of  local  interest  ought  not  to  be 
tirely  made  and  maintained  at  the  cost  oC 
the  Ordnance  Survey  Department.  He  did 
not  himself  think  there  would  be  any  cob- 
siderable  opposition  in  the  towns  to  mmw 
changes  being  made  in  the  present  mctbiiti 
of  production  of  Town  Maps  as  suggeaStd 
in  the  Report  of  the  Committee.     Ono  of 
the  gentlemen    (Mr.  Crook)   cooneelt^ 
with  the  towns  stated  in  evidence  hdow 
the  Committee  that  he  had  a  plan  bj 
which  localities  and  private  persons  mh^ 
wanted  these  very  large  scale  maps  woaU 
pay  the  cost  of  revision,  and  said  that 
the  maps  were  practically  useless  oldest 
something  was  done  to  them  every 
Sir  George  Leach,  in  his  evideooe^ 
that  Borough  Surveyors  most  keep 
maps  up  to  date,  and  that^  hi  Ui 
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the  expense  of  revision  might  be  charged 
to  the  towns.  The  Department  had 
never  touched  one  of  these  maps  since 
they  were  made,  and  they  were  con- 
sequently hopelessly  obsolete.  The  City 
of  Glasgow  at  the  present  time  was 
having  a  new  12-inch  survey  made  for  it, 
because  its  old  Ordnance  map  was  use- 
less; and  two  publishers  in  Edinburgh 
each  published  a  map  of  that  city,  one 
on  a  15-inch  scale,  the  other  on  a 
6-inch  scale,  which  were  bought  by 
the  public,  whilst  the  Grovernment 
maps  were  no  longer  purchased,  because 
they  were  regarded  as  obsolete.  The 
Surveyor  of  Eastbourne,  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Committee,  spoke  to  much  the 
same  effect  as  Sir  George  Leach.  The 
Surveyor  of  Manchester  said — 

"  It  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  do  it." 
Later  on  he  was  asked  this  question — 

"  It  should  take  the  form  of  legal  obligation 
on  you  to  keep  up  your  map  and  to  send 
tracings  to  Southampton  7 " 

to  which  he  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Asked  whether  the  cost  would  be  large, 

he  replied — 

"  I  think  £500  per  annum  would  cover  the 
cost.'' 

For  a  town  like  Manchester  this  would 
not  be  a  very  serious  expenditure,  and 
they  would  obtain  maps  really  more  use- 
ful to  them  year  by  year  than  at  the 
present  time.  If  the  Government  saw 
their  way  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  this  subject  he 
thought  they  would  secure  sufficient 
funds,  without  further  charge  on  the 
country,  to  do  all  those  things  which  the 
country  certainly  called  for  in  reference 
to  the  completion  of  maps  that  were 
of  general  interest.  The  Committee 
thought  that  it  was  necessary  to  complete 
the  hill-shading  throughout  England. 
The  work  which  had  been  done  in  this 
respect  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and'  the 
North  of  England  was  wonderfully 
beautiful,  but  the  process  of  engraving 
was  very  slow.  He  understood  that  Sir 
Charles  Wilson,  when  he  gave  his  evi- 
dence, said  he  could  not  promise  to  get 
the  hill-shading  completed  before  the 
year  1910  ;  but  he  had  now  been  able  to 
secure  the  services  of  two  other  skilled 
engravers,  with  the  result  that  he  thought 
he  would  be  able  to  expedite  the  work 
very  considerably.  He  (Sir  J.  Doring- 
^u)  would  be  pleased  to  show  any  hon. 
Member  three  or  four  copies  of  the  out- 
line map  of  England  which  he  had  in 


his  possession,  in  which  very  excellent 
hill-shading  had  been  superimposed  by 
photo-zincography,  which  closely  ap- 
proximated to  the  process  of  heliogravure, 
by  which  the  Austrian  maps  had  been  so 
rapidly  produced.  He  admitted  that 
the  Austrian  map  was  not  very  beautiful, 
and  he  did  not  think  Englishmen  would 
be  proud  of  their  maps  if  they  were 
done  in  the  same  way.  Unless,  there- 
fore, we  could  produce  a  better  result 
than  the  Austrians  had  produced,  he  did 
not  think  a  process  similar  to  their*8 
ought  to  be  adopted  ;  but  if  by  means  of 
some  improvements  it  was  possible  to 
produce  a  closer  approximation  to  the 
results  at  present  obtained  by  engraving, 
he  thought  it  would  be  highly  desirable. 
The  examples  of  the  photo-zincography 
he  had  with  him  were  very  satisfactory. 
An  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the  de- 
sirability of  having  cheap  maps.  In 
consequence  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  a  very  creditable  speci- 
men of  an  Ordnance  map  which  could 
now  be  sold  at  6d.  a  sheet  had  been  pro- 
duced. The  question  of  footpaths  was 
largely  exciting  the  minds  of  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  this  subject.  In  many 
cases  footpaths  were  shown  on  the  maps 
which  were  really  not  footpaths  at  all. 
Since  he  came  into  the  House  he  had 
heard  a  very  amusing  illustration  of  this. 
An  hon.  Member  stated  to  him  that 
his  estate  had  a  considerable  number 
of  rabbits  on  it,  and  that  the  paths 
made  by  these  rabbits  were  marked 
on  the  Ordnance  sheet  as  footpaths,  with 
a  note  at  the  bottom  of  the  sheet  stating 
that  the  appearance  of  a  footpath  on  the 
map  did  not  prove  that  it  was  a  public 
footpath.  Of  course,  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  Ordnance  Surveyor  to 
judge  whether  a  path  was  of  a  private  or 
public  character,  and  all  footpaths  ought 
to  be  laid  down,  but  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  mark  as  roads  tracks  which 
were  only  temporary,  or  which  were 
not  roads  at  all.  The  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  resolved  themselves 
practically  into  three  heads — namely, 
those  that  could  be  carried  out  by  the 
Department,  those  for  which  Treasury 
sanction  must  be  obtained,  and  those 
which  necessitated  legislative  action. 
The  Department  could  deal  with  the 
question  of  footpaths  and  the  characteris- 
tics of  roads.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee had  made  a  good  recommendation 
as  to  the  roads.   Formerly,  when  turnpike 
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to  give  iuformation,  and  no  infonna- 
-   was   afforded.      Great  unnecessary 
case  was,  therefore,  caused  in  revision, 
tuse  the  Surveyors  did  not  know  where 
)ok  for   the  changes  and  alterations 
•h  were  to  be  noted  in  their  maps. 
He  were  the  main  inquiries  in  which  he 
'  taken  a  part.     The  matter  was  one  of 
'  great  interest.   He  and  the  gentlemen 
•uiated  with  him  had  taken  a  great 
1  of  pains  in  carrying  out  the  inquiries, 
'  he  begged  to  thank  his  colleagues 
their  valuable   co-operation.     They 
\   he  hoped,  done  very  useful  work, 
fn  which  they  already  saw  that  good 
'\dts  were  accruing. 
The  president  of  the  BOARD 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
^sex,   Saffron   Walden)  said,  that  the 
>mmittee  ought  to  feel  much  obliged 
the  hon.    Baronet  for   the  extremely 
'sid  speech  he  had  made  upon  a  subject 
'th  which  he  was  so  well  qualified  to 
al.     He  (Mr.  Gardner)  wished  fully  to 
'dorse  every  word  that  tlie  hon.  Baronet 
4  said  in  praise  of  the  Committee  over 
hich  he   had   so   ably  presided.     The 
ommittee  which  was  appointed  by  his 
vlr.   Gardner's)   predecessor    in  Office 
id,  to    his     mind,  done    most    useful 
ork ;    and    it    the    Ordnance     Survey 
i  the  country  should  be  improved  in  the 
ear  future,  it  would  be  to  the  admirable 
^port  of  that  Committee  that  the  credit 
/ould  be  mainly  due.     If  that  was  the 
aae,  the  value  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
aittee  being  recognised  by,  and  admitted 
»y,  everyone  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
he  Ordnance  Survey  must  be  very  much 
ratified  by  the  Report  of  the  Committe? 
*8  to  the  value  of   the  maps  they  had 
prepared.    There  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
compared  with  foreign  countries,  we  had 
held  our  own,  in  the  matter  of  Ordnance 
Purvey,  in  the  efficiency  and  accuracy  of 
the  maps.     The  Government  agreed  in 
the  great  majority  of  the  recommenda- 
tions which    the   Committee   had  made, 
and  in  many  instances  they  had  already 
directed  them  to  be  carried  into   effect, 
whilst  in  other  instances  they  were  pre- 
pared to  do  so  on   the  first   convenient 
opportunity.      They  proposed  to   carry 
out  the  recommendation  as  to  the  classi- 
fication of  roads,  also  that  as  to  the  re- 
vision  of  Welsh  names  on  the  maps,  and 
^  to  the  improvement  of  indicesand  cata- 
logues.    The  hon.  Baronet  had  made  a 
^poeial  point  as  to  the  collection  of   in- 
^'li^Qn  from  Local  Authorities,  and  he 


had  to  say  in  reply  that  he  had  given 
instructions  for  the  issue  of  Circular 
Letters  inviting  the  Sanitary  Authorities 
to  give  information  as  to  new  highways 
and  roads  in  their  districts,  and  as  to  any 
alterations  in  the  existing  highways  and 
roa^ls.  He  hoped  also  to  secure  the 
assistance  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
giving  iuformation  with  regard  to  the 
opening  of  new  harbours,  docks,  piers, 
and  so  forth — information  which  that 
Department  had  already  been  in  the 
habit  of  supplying  with  regard  to  rail- 
ways and  railway  stations.  With  regard 
to  the  Ordnauco  Survey  being  allowed  to 
control  its  owj  supply  of  paper,  he  believed 
that  the  adoption  of  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  would  be  distinctly 
advantageous.  That  was  a  matter,  how- 
over,  upon  which  the  Stationery  Office 
ought  to  be  consulted,  and  he  was  con- 
sulting them  now.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
referred  to  the  hill-shaded  one-inch  map, 
and  in  regard  to  that  he  (Mr.  Gardner)  was 
able  to  make  a  more  or  less  satisfactory 
statement.  It  would  be  completed  by  the 
year  1900  by  engraving  or  photo-zinco- 
graphy. It  had  been  arranged  to  com- 
plete the  engravhig  by  1910;  but  he  was 
informed  that,  in  consequence  of  their 
success  in  training  new  engravers,  they 
could  be  completed  before  the  end  of 
1902.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken 
about  a  coloured  one-inch  map.  As  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  aware,  the  primary  pur- 
pose for  which  such  a  map  was  required 
was  a  military  one,  and  it  had  been 
necessary  to  consult  the  Military  Authori- 
ties with  regard  to  it.  They  had  every 
desire  to  co-operate  with  the  Military 
Authorities,  and  had  offered  to  prepare  a 
special  sheet  of  the  one-inch  map  should 
those  Authorities  desire  it.  As  to  the  in- 
sertion of  additional  contours,  considerable 
expense  would  be  involved  in  carrying 
out  the  suggestion.  In  regard  to  the 
revision  of  the  one-inch  map,  the  six- 
inch  map,  and  the  2o-inch  map,  the  one- 
inch  map,  it  would  be  admitted  by  every- 
one, occupied  the  first  place,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  it  had  been  received  in  time  for 
the  Estimates  this  year.  It  was  intended, 
having  obtained  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury,  to  carry  out  the  revision  of 
that  map  within  the  time  the  Committee 
had  named.  That  map,  including  South 
Lancashire  and  South  Yorkshire,  would 
be  completed  at  the  end  of  1896,  and  all 
sheets  repr^enting  a  survey  more  than 
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roads'  existed,  thej  were  clearly  shown 
on  the  maps,  and  there  was  a  distinct 
meaning  attacked  to  the  term  '*  main 
road.*'  Since  the  disappearance  of  turn- 
pike roads,  however,  there  had  been  no 
means  of  judging  what  was  a  first-class 
and  what  a  second-class  road.  The  Com- 
mittee had  laid  down  the  rule  that  a  well- 
metalled  road  14  feet  wide  on  which  two 
carriages  could  go  abreast,  or  pass  easily, 
should  be  regarded  as  a  first-class  road, 
whilst  a  well-metalled  road  less  than  l4 
feet  in  width  should  be  regarded  as  a 
second-class  road.  They  had  defined  a 
weH-metalled  road  as  meaning  a  road 
capable  of  being  travelled  over  at  a  high 
rate  of  speed  all  the  year  round. 
Koads  inferior  to  these  were  again 
to  be  divided  into  two  classes  by 
distinct  characteristics.  These  Rules 
would,  he  believed,  lead  to  a  much  clearer 
marking  of  roads  on  the  Ordnance  maps. 
The  quarter  -  inch  map  had  been  the 
occasion  of  a  good  deal  of  fun  in  the 
public  Press.  A  more  amusing  letter 
on  a  geographical  subject  than  was 
written  last  year  he  never  read  ;  but  on 
inquiry  into  the  question  be  found  that 
the  map  did  not  deserve  all  the  animad- 
version which  had  been  directed  against 
it.  The  engraving  of  the  map  was  an 
excellent  piece  of  work ;  but  the  map  itself 
wsUf  not  very  correct, because  it  was  founded 
on  an  obsolete  map,  the  old  one-inch.  This 
was  clearly  stated  at  the  bottom  of  the 
sheet.  It  was  not  originally  intended  to 
be  published.  It  was  first  used  for  the 
purposes  of  a  Public  Department,  and 
then  it  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
public ;  but  he  did  not  think  any  blame 
could  be  attached  to  the  Department  in 
the  matter.  The  map  did  not  need  much 
correction,  and  whenever  the  new  one-inch 
map  was  completed  it  would  be  very 
easy  to  re-issue  the  quarter-inch  map 
in  a  thoroughly  creditable  condition. 
These  were  the  main  points  which 
rec|uired  the  attention  of  the  Depart- 
ment. As  regarded  the  Treasury,  it 
was  for  them  to  settle  what  maps  were 
to  be  produced — namely,  the  original 
standard  map,  the  cheap  map,  and  the 
coloured  map.  The  coloured  map  was 
asked  for  by  the  War  Office,  and  in  some 
parts  of  England  it  would  have  a  ready 
sale.  There  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  produced,  and  he  hoped  that 
directions  would  be  given  that  the 
Survey  Department  might  undertake 
it.     If  the  Department  were  too  busy,  I 
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there  was  no  reason  why  the  imp 
should  not  be  produced  by  contnct 
by  one  of  the  map  publishers,  as  tbe 
Carte  Vicinale  was  produced  in  France. 
Another  important  point  was  aa  to  tbr 
supply  of  paper  for  map-making^.  Tbe 
Committee  found  that  serious  tronble  haJ 
arisen  from  time  to  time  owing  to  tbe  Ord- 
nance Survey  not  purchasing  their  owr 
paper,  but  being  obliged  to  get  it  througl} 
the  Stationery  Office.  It  was  right  tint 
the  Stationery  Office  should  supply  all  tbe 
paper  required  in  the  Public  Depan- 
ments  for  writing  purposes ;  but  faeit 
they  came  to  the  very  implement  wiiii 
which  the  Ordnance  Survey  bad  to 
conduct  its  art.  He  thought  most  dis- 
tinctly that  those  who  required  tbi« 
paper  for  the  proper  production  of  xh&s 
maps  should  have  absolute  control  01  tf 
the  purchase  and  selection  of  it.  Tl»5 
bought  their  own  telescopes,  microseopea, 
theodolites,  electrical  machines,  and  » 
forth ;  and  why,  therefore,  should  they  ii(* 
buy  their  own  paper  for  map-makiofr  •' 
It  was  their  technical  material.  H* 
was  satisfied  the  Ordnance  Surver  wet 
constantly  hampered  by  the  purchasiBf 
having  to  be  done  by  and  through  tk 
Stationery  Office,  and  he  hopcNd  tk 
Treasury  would  agree  to  the  reconusn- 
dations  of  the  Committee  on  tbe  poi** 
The  addition  of  more  contonr  lio9 
would  add  considerably  to  the 
of  the  maps,  and  also  to  the 
and  that  was  distinctly  a  Treasw? 
matter.  The  Committee  had  givna  tW 
cost  at  which  this  could  He  doncv  di- 
viding it  into  several  classes.  They  bti 
stated  what  class  should  be  taken  fir«u 
and  he  hoped  that  when  the  finances  ^ 
the  country  were  in  a  flourishing  stale 
some  means  might  be  found  of  rarrjice 
out  that  recommendation.  Lastly,  iK^ 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  went 
into  matters  on  which  legislatioii  wa» 
necessary.  They  thought  it  desiraUr 
that  there  should  be  legislation  to  reqiui> 
an  arrangement  in  regard  to  maps  simtkr 
to  that  which  applied  to  books — -by  whirt 
a  copy  of  every  book  printed  in  the  roa»* 
try  was  supplied  to  the  British  Ma««at: 
and  to  the  libraries  of  Oxford  and  Oas^ 
bridge.  That  Public  Anthorities  tbenl* 
be  required  to  give  notice  to  the  Sarrv« 
Department  of  all  alterations  that 
made  in  their  respective  districts, 
was  done  now  in  regard  to  railwayi ;  hm 
as  regarded  almost  every  other  ebua  « 
works,  there  was  no  obligatioa  «a  any- 
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oue  to  give  informatioa,  and  no  informa- 
tion was  afforded.  Great  unnecessary 
expense  was,  therefore,  caused  in  revision, 
because  the  Surveyors  did  not  know  where 
to  look  for  the  changes  and  alterations 
which  were  to  be  noted  in  their  maps. 
Tbese  were  the  main  inquiries  in  which  he 
bad  taken  a  part.  The  matter  was  one  of 
very  great  interest.  He  and  the  gentlemen 
associated  with  him  had  taken  a  great 
deal  of  pains  in  carrying  out  the  inquiries, 
and  he  begged  to  thank  his  colleagues 
for  their  valuable  co-operation.  They 
bad,  he  hoped,  done  very  useful  work, 
from  which  they  already  saw  that  good 
results  were  accruing. 
•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  said,  that  the 
Committee  ought  to  feel  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  the  extremely 
lucid  speech  he  had  made  upon  a  subject 
with  which  he  was  so  well  qualified  to 
deal.  He  (Mr.  Gardner)  wished  fully  to 
endorse  every  word  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
bad  said  in  praise  of  the  Committee  over 
^bich  he  had  so  ably  presided.  The 
Committee  which  was  appointed  by  his 
(Mr.  Gardner's)  predecessor  in  Office 
had,  to  his  mind,  done  most  useful 
work ;  and  if.  the  Ordnance  Survey 
of  the  country  should  be  improved  in  the 
iiear  future,  it  would  be  to  the  admirable 
Report  of  that  Committee  that  the  credit 
would  be  mainly  due.  If  that  was  the 
case,  the  value  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee being  recognised  by,  and  admitted 
by,  everyone  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
the  Ordnance  Survey  must  be  very  much 
gratified  by  the  Report  of  the  Committea 
a8  to  the  value  of  the  maps  they  had 
prepared.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
compared  with  foreign  countries,  we  had 
held  our  own,  in  the  matter  of  Ordnance 
Survey,  in  the  efficiency  and  accuracy  of 
the  maps.  The  Government  agreed  iu 
ti»e  great  majority  of  the  recommenda- 
tions which  the  Committee  had  made, 
and  in  many  instances  they  had  already 
directed  them  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
whilst  in  other  instances  they  were  pre- 
pared to  do  so  on  the  first  convenient 
opportunity.  They  proposed  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  as  to  the  classi- 
fication of  roads,  also  that  as  to  the  re- 
vision of  Welsh  names  on  the  maps,  and 
^  to  the  improvement  of  indicesand  cata- 
logues. The  hon.  Baronet  had  made  a 
special  point  as  to  the  collection  of  in- 
formation from  Local  Authorities,  and  be 


had  to  say  in  reply  that  he  had  given 
instructions  for  the  issue  of  Circular 
Letters  inviting  the  Sanitary  Authorities 
to  give  information  as  to  new  highways 
and  roads  in  their  districts,  and  as  to  any 
alterations  in  the  existing  highways  and 
roa^ls.  He  hoped  also  to  secure  the 
assistance  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
giving  information  with  regard  to  the 
opening  of  new  harbours,  docks,  piers, 
and  so  forth — infor:nation  which  that 
Department  had  already  been  iu  the 
habit  of  supplying  with  regard  to  rail- 
ways and  railway  stations.  With  regard 
to  the  Ordnauco  Survey  being  allowed  to 
control  its  ow  a  supply  of  paper,  he  believed 
that  the  adoption  of  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  would  be  distinctly 
advantageous.  That  was  a  matter,  how- 
ever, upon  which  the  Stationery  OflBce 
ought  to  be  consulted,  and  he  was  con- 
sulting them  now.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
referred  to  the  hill-shaded  one-inch  map, 
and  in  regard  to  that  he  (Mr.  Gardner)  was 
able  to  make  a  more  or  less  satisfactory 
statement.  It  would  be  completed  by  the 
year  1900  by  engraving  or  photo-zinco- 
graphy. It  had  been  arranged  to  com- 
plete the  engraving  by  1910;  but  he  was 
informed  that,  in  consequence  of  their 
success  iu  training  new  engravers,  they 
could  be  completed  before  the  end  of 
1902.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken 
about  a  coloured  one-inch  map.  As  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  aware,  the  primary  pur- 
pose for  which  such  a  map  was  required 
was  a  military  one,  and  it  had  been 
necessary  to  consult  the  Military  Authori- 
ties with  regard  to  it.  They  had  every 
desire  to  co-operate  with  the  Military 
Authorities,  and  had  offered  to  prepare  a 
special  sheet  of  the  one-inch  map  should 
those  Authorities  desire  it.  As  to  the  in- 
sertion of  additional  contours,  considerable 
expense  would  be  involved  in  carrying 
out  tbe  suggestion.  In  regard  to  the 
revision  of  the  one-inch  map,  the  six- 
inch  map,  and  the  2o-inch  map,  the  one- 
inch  map,  it  would  be  admitted  by  every- 
one, occupied  the  first  place,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  it  had  been  received  in  time  for 
the  Estimates  this  year.  It  was  intended, 
having  obtained  the  sanction  of  the 
Treasury,  to  carry  out  the  revision  of 
that  map  within  the  time  the  Committee 
had  named.  That  map,  including  South 
Lancashire  and  South  Yorkshire,  would 
be  completed  at  the  end  of  1896,  and  all 
sheets  representing  a  smrvey  more  than 
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15  years  old  would  be  revised  by  the  same 
date.  Then  he  came  to  that  which  would 
require  the  greatest  expenditure — namely, 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  as 
to  the  cadastral,  or  25-inch,  map.  The 
matter  had  already  been  referred  to,  and 
the  statement  had  been  elicited  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  give  them  a 
Supplementary  Vot  for  £16,000.  It 
would  be  rememberc:!  that  at  the  time 
the  Estimates  were  prepared  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  in  possession  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee,  as  was 
the  case  in  regard  to  the  oi-  -inch  map. 
But  even  as  it  was,  they  would  be 
able  to  commence  the  revision  in  1894-5, 
and,  if  they  were  in  a  position  to  give 
effect  to  the  important  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the 
large  Town  Maps,  on  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  dwelt  with  much  force,  he 
hoped  they  would  be  able  to  commence 
the  revision  of  the  25-inch  map  this  year. 
With  regard  to  the  10-foot  Town  Map, 
they  had  not  yet  arrived  at  a  final  con- 
clusion. But  his  opinion  was  that  they 
were  bound  to  give  priority  to  the  25-inch 
map,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  subject  would  admit  that 
in  the  allocation  of  the  funds  at  their 
disposal  they  ought  to  have  regard  to  the 
general  utility  of  the  maps.  In  the  re- 
vision the  maps  of  less  importance  must 
stand  aside.  He  thought  he  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  the  Department  and 
the  Government  recognised  to  the  full 
the  value  of  the  work  done  by  the  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  Report  which  had  been 
placed  in  their  hands,  and  were  availing 
themselves  as  far  as  possible  of  the  Com- 
mittee's advice.  Moreover,  as  he  had 
indicated,  they  saw  their  way  to  accelerate 
the  revision  not  only  of  the  one-inch,  but 
of  the  cadastral  map.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  about  keeping  maps  up  to 
date.  Well,  they  were  not  able  to  do 
that  yet ;  but  when  they  had  a  map 
brought  up  to  date,  as  he  believed  they 
would  in  1896,  he  was  sure  anyone  in 
charge  of  the  Department  would  feel 
obliged  to  do  all  he  could  in  order  that  the 
map  should  maintain  its  excellence  for  the 
future.  Before  sitting  down  he  wished  to 
make  a  remark  as  to  the  popularity  of 
the  Survey  Service.  Some  doubt  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  popularity  of  the 
Service  ;  but  he  was  informed  on  the 
highest  authority  that  the  Service  was  in 
every  way  popular.     The  work  was  as 
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much  military  now  as  it  over  wa8,i«i 
the  officers  who  belonged  to  it  were  pcr- 
fectlv  satisfied  with  the  Service. 

•Sir  H.  MEYSEY  -  THOMPSON 
(Stafford,  Handsworth)  endorsed  the  ritw 
that  the  Survey  Service  was  popolir. 
and  bore  testimony  to  the  civility  wsd 
patriotic  spirit  of  the  officials  conseelcd 
with  it.  It  was  complained  that  the  25- 
inch  maps  relating  to  some  parts  of  tbe 
country  had  been  prepared  so  long  tfo 
that  they  were  out  of  date  ;  but  he  W 
a  much  stronger  complaint  to  make  it 
reganl  to  the  part  of  the  country  witk 
which  he  was  connected,  and  that  ▼» 
that  the  25-inch  map  had  new  bees 
published  at  all.  For  the  impomnf 
Counties  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
the  map  had  not  been  prepared.  Tlfe 
hon.  Member  for  Tewkesbury  b^ 
tried  to  console  them  by  saying  that  dv 
work  had  been  cheaply  done  as  comjarMi 
with  other  countries,  having  only  «• 
some  £5,000,000  or  £6,000,00a '  T^ 
statement  did  not  satisfy  Yorkshire  it 
all.  They  had  paid  their  full  ibvr 
of  the  £5,000,000  or  £6,000,000,  mk 
so  far  as  this  map  was  concerned,  tb(f 
had  got  nothing  whatever  for  it. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  said,  the  M 
work  of  the  map  for  Lancashire  wi 
Yorkshire  had  now  been  completed,  ^ 
the  map  would  be  issued  shoi^y. 

•Sir  H.  MEYSEY-THOMPSON  ^ 
very  glad  to  hear  it.  He  had  made  in- 
quiries in  the  matter,  and  the  infonosw 
supplied  to  him  was  certainly  not  laiBtf 
to  that  which  the  right  hon.  GreotkBsa 
now  afforded.  He  did  not  anduortiwt 
why  it  was  that  the  survey  of  these  im- 
portant counties  had  been  left  to  Imc 
incomplete.  The  work  was  begv*  * 
years  ago,  and  notwithstanding  that  t^ 
County  of  Sutherland  had  been  c«e- 
pleted  in  1875,  Lancashire  and  T«ri- 
shire  were  still  unfinished,  ahfasi^ 
he  would  undertake  to  say  that  lor  ov 
land  sale  in  the  former  coaoly  i^«* 
were  1,000  in  the  two  iatUr.  H- 
hoped  the  predictions  of  the  Prosdft* 
of  the  Board  of   Agriculture  wooU  U 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Prestoa)  said  tfc»t. 
so  far  as  this  discussion  wis  eoocentfi^ 
there  were  a  great  many  qnestiow  «»•  * 
undealt  with.  The  Chairman  of  ti« 
Committee  (Sir  J.  Dorington)  mmi  ik 
President  of  the  Board  of  iiricmlliirft  W 
both  confined  themselves  to  toeqi 
to  whether  the  maps  of  the 
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Survey   were  good  or  bad,  and  all  agreed 
that,  as  a  rule,  they  were  good.     But  the 
real  question  in  connection  with  the  Vote 
did   not   arise    out   of   that  fact  at   all. 
What  they  had  to  complain  of  was,  that 
although  some   £200,000    a    year    was 
*pent  on  the  Service,  the  maps,  good  as  they 
were,  were  so  much  out  of  date  that  for  a 
great  many  practical  purposes  they  were 
of  no  use  at  all.     What  they  wanted  to 
ascertain  from  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  was,  why  was  it  that  there 
had  been  so  much  delay  in  producing  the 
maps  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  and 
why  were  the  maps,  generally,  so  much 
in  arrear?     Was   the   President  of   the 
Board  of  Agriculture  going  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, that  the  survey  should  be  com- 
pleted very  rapidly,  and  then  that  the 
whole  work  of  the  organisation  should  be 
revision  ?     If  so,  was  the  present  organi- 
sation  a  proper  one  for  revision  ?     It 
might  have  been  a  good  one  for  survey  ; 
but  it  was  clear  that  in  the  future,  if  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  were 
carried  out,  the  work  that  would  have  to 
be  done  would  be  of  a  totally  different 
character  to  anything  done  in  the  past. 
And  what  it  was  desirable  to  get  at  was 
not  so  much  the  excellence  of  the  maps, 
but  the  whole  organisation  of  the  survey 
system.     With  all  the  Commissions  and 
Committees  which  had  sat  on  the  matter 
no  one  had  yet  had  a  free  hand,  and  had 
been  able  to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion thoroughly.     A  Lancashire  Member 
two  or  three  years  ago  carried  a  Resolu- 
tion in  the  House  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject ;  but  to  his  astonishment  he  found 
tbat,    instead    of    a    Select    Committee 
having  been  appointed,  they  had  had  that 
most  miserable  of  all   inquiries — a  De- 
partmental    Committee     with     a     very 
limited   Reference.       Instead   of     being 
called  on  to  deal  with  the  whole  question 
of  the  organisation    of  the  survey,  the 
Committee  had  a  few  questions  only  sub- 
mitted to  it  with  regard  to  the  improve- 
ments to  be  effected  in  the  maps.     The 
result   was    that   with    regard    to    this 
coraplicate<l  Vote,  which  was  partly   a 
Military  Vote  and  partly  civilian,  partially 
connected  with  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
partially  dependent  on  the  goodwill  of 
the   Stationery    Department,   and    alto- 
gether dependent  on  the  goodwill  of  the 
Treasury,  they  had  no  information  as  to 
the  organisation    of    the  survey.     The 
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Committee,  it  seemed,  had  not  gone  into 
the  question    of    organisation,   but  had 
determined  to  cut  the  work  to  suit  the 
organisation.      Two    or    three    of    llio 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  wcro 
that  certain  work  should  be  removed  tioxw 
this  highly-paid  Body.    It  was  suggested 
for  example,  that  the  town  lauds  shjuM 
be   taken   away   from    the    Department 
altogether  ;  that  certain  maps  should  bo 
prepared  by  contract,  and  that  informa- 
tion should  be  sent  in  by  Local  Authorities 
for  the  alteration  of  maps.     It  seeme  I  I  o 
him  that  to  carry  out  these  suggestions 
would  be  to  destroy  the  responsibility  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  large  towns  of  the  country  would  be 
consulted  in  the  matter  before  anything 
was  done.     There  was,  no  doubt,  some- 
thing  to   be   said   on  both  sides  ;      but 
at      first     sight      it     did      not     seem 
clear   why   the   owners  of   property   in 
towns   should   not   have  their   property 
surveyed   on   the   larger   scale,   and   be 
entitled   to   the   same   advantages  from 
Government  maps  as  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty elsewhere.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  would  have  to  consult  a 
good  many  towns  before  consenting  to  an 
arrangement  which  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  very  unfair  one.     He  was  not  sure 
what  the  object  of  this  survey  was.     In 
1880  pressure  was  put  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  establish  a  Land  Registry,  and 
it  might  be  that  the  survey  was  in  some 
way  connected  with  that   idea,   and   for 
the  purpose  of  land  sales.     With  regard 
to  the  maps  drawn  on  the  scale  of  four 
miles  to  the  inch,  there  was  a  good  deal 
of  grumbling  that  for  military  purposes 
they  were  of  very  little  use  indeed,  inas- 
much as  they  did  not  distinguish  between 
a  main   road   and  a  mountain  footpath. 
The  Committee  had  made  certain  recom- 
mendations  with   regard   to   the  larger 
employment  of  Engineers  in  future,  but 
no  information  had  been  vouchsafed  as  to 
how  far  those  recommendations  were  to 
be  carried  out.      The  Committee  spoke 
strongly   on  the   subject,  because   they 
said  that  for  many  reasons  it  would  be  in 
many  cases  preferable  to  employ  Engineers 
more  largely.      There   was   nothing   to 
show    that    the    Committee    had    gone 
thoroughly  into  the  matter,  but   it   was 
important  to  know  what  in  future  would 
be  the  cheapest  manner  in  which  to  carry 
on  the  survey  ?      The    Civil   assistants 
complained  that  they  had  not  had  justice 
done   to    them,    and  he  proposed,  later 
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on,  to  call  attention  to  that  matter.  He 
would  ask  now,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  survey  was  all  but  completed,  and 
that  the  work  in  future  would  be  mainly 
revision,  whether  it  was  intended  still  to 
keep  on  the  Royal  Engineers,  or  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  employ  merely  Civil 
assistants  for  that  purpose  ?  He  had  been 
sorry  to  hear  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  that,  at  any  rate 
with  regard  to  one  of  the  most  important 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  he 
did  not  propose  to  carry  it  out. 
The  Committee  distinctly  stated  that  if 
this  revision  of  the  25-inch  map  was  put 
off  beyond  the  present  year  it  would  cost 
a  great  deal  more  if  done  in  any  future 
year  than  it  would  if  done  this  year. 
They  stated  that  if  the  work  were  com- 
menced this  year,  it  could  be  completed 
in  10  years  for  £630,000,  but  that  the 
expense  would  be  much  greater  if  delayed 
for  a  single  year.  Considering  the  large 
expenses  that  had  been  incurred  already 
by  the  fact  that  the  Treasury  had  not 
found  adequate  funds  from  year  to  year 
to  do  the  work  thoroughly,  it  seemed  to 
him  a  foolish  policy  that,  in  spite  of  the 
strong  reconmiendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Government  refused  to  find 
money  this  year,  knowing  very  well, 
from  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  cost  would  be  enormously  enhanced 
if  the  work  was  driven  over  to  another 
year.  The  one-inch  scale  map  was  the 
one  most  used  by  both  the  Civil  and 
Military  Authorities.  The  condition  of 
that  one-inch  map  was  very  remarkable  ; 
and  although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  some  sort  of  a  pledge  that  this 
work  would  be  properly  revised  in  four 
years,  it  must  be  remembered  that  he  had 
the  Treasury  to  deal  with. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  Treasury 
have  sanctioned  it. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  that,  and  he  hoped 
the  work  would  be  carried  out, 
because  to  his  mind  it  was  the  more 
important  map  of  the  two,  and  at  the 
present  moment  things  were  in  a 
scandalous  state  considering  the  amount 
of  money  that  had  been  spent.  He  was 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
little  too  sanguine  in  thinking  that  work 
which  had  been  so  grossly  neglected  in 
the  past  would  be  completed  in  four 
years.  What  was  the  present  position 
of  the  one-inch  map  ?  The  survey  con- 
nected with  the  old  series  was  completed 

Mr,  Hanhury 


in  1844,  and  had  never  been  touched 
since.  The  new  one-inch  scale  for  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire  was  based  on  the 
'six -inch  survey  that  took  place  between 
1840  and  1857,  and  had  nevea-  since 
been  revised,  and  for  the  rest  of  SnglaDd 
it  was  based  on  the  25-inch  maps  and 
rested  on  surveys  made  from  50  year* 
ago  up  to  date.  The  whole  conditioa  of 
the  survey  was,  therefore,  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory condition.  The  Departmental 
Committee  was  strongly  impressed  by  tbc 
fact  that  the  great  cost  of  the  survey 
in  the  past  had  been  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  Ordnance  Survey  had  been 
stinted  by  the  Treasury,  and  had  not  baii 
an  opportunity  of  doing  the  work  qmekty, 
and  they  therefore  suggested  that  m 
future  some  check  should  be  pat  on  the 
Treasury,  and  that  the  Director  Geneial 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey  should  state  at  the 
beginning  of  every  year  whether  the  mid$ 
allowed  him  by  the  Treasury  for  the  2^ 
inch  and  one-inch  surveys  were  sufficient. 
That  was  an  important  recommewlation* 
because  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  work  of  this  kind  woold  be 
much  more  economical  and  l>etter  if  it 
were  done  thoroughly,  and  not  dawdM 
over.  It  was  no  good  the  Trearan 
handing  over  a  few  thousands  this  jms 
and  a  few  next.  It  was  better  to  do  t^ 
work  thoroughly,  and  have  the  cos; 
finished  once  for  all.  One  strikti^ 
feature  was  that  while  these  maps  were 
made  at  such  a  great  cost,  very  few  of 
them  were  bought.  Of  course,  if  thor 
was  a  larger  sale  it  would  go  a  consider- 
able way  towards  paying  for  the  oott  U 
their  production.  In  Ireland  theee  mapi 
were  largely  used,  and  by  le|^atiaa 
their  use  was  made  compulsory  for  masT 
purposes,  such  as  the  basis  of  valuatke 
for  local  and  Imperial  taxes  and  dealing 
with  land,  boundaries  between  covnitM«. 
parishes,  and  so  on.  Why  could  not  th;* 
practice  be  also  followed  in  Englanl ' 
In  this  country*  when  anyl)ody  wanted  & 
transfer  of  property,  or  the  surrey  o/ 
a  town  was  needed,  private  stirreytf^ 
had  to  be  employed  at  great  expeoM  to 
make  up  the  maps.  Would  it  not  hp 
better  to  have  a  system  by  which  tht 
maps  prepared  by  the  Ordnance  SarrtT 
should  be  recognised  as  having  legal  an- 
thority  in  the  same  way  as  in  Ireland  ' 
As  to  the  sales  of  m&ps,  although  thcw 
had  been  an  increase  in  the  nmnber  of 
maps  published,  the  sales  showed  a  very 
small  increase  indeed,     PracticaQj,  tbH*e 
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"waa  only  one  agent — Stanford — who  had 
a  stock  of  the  net  value  of  over  £43,000, 
and  that  stock  had  nearly  doubled  in  five 
years.  He  questioned  whether  the 
system  of  appointing  practically  only 
ooe  agent  was  a  judicious  system,  espe- 
cially as  this  agent  had  his  own  maps  to 
sell,  out  of  which  he  would  probably 
inake  a  larger  profit.  Under  the  old 
system  there  were  142  agents  scattered 
over  the  country,  who  received  a  commis- 
sion of  2o  per  cent. ;  and  even  in  those 
days,  when  fewer  maps  were  published, 
the  number  sold  was  larger,  or,  at  any 
rate,  as  large  as  those  sold  under  the 
present  system.  With  regard  to  the 
Stationery  Office,  it  was  advisable,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  behind  him  had  said,  that 
this  Ordnance  Department,  just  as  it 
bought  technical  instruments,  should 
have  the  control  of  its  own  paper,  as  it 
best  knew  its  own  requirements.  This 
Department  was  already  sufficiently 
hampered  by  the  Treasury — probably 
also  by  the  War  Office — and,  at  any  rate, 
they  should  give  it  a  free  hand  so  far  as 
the  Stationery  Department  was  concerned. 
He  saw  that  in  this  Survey  Vote  other 
things  were  charged  which  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  survey.  This 
process  of  photo-zincography,  by  which 
ancient  manuscripts  and  black  letter 
prayer  books  were  copied,  was  charged 
in  the  expenses  of  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment. These  matters  should  be  kept 
distinct,  so  that  they  might  know  what 
the  work  of  each  separate  Department 
cost.  The  answer  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  was  quite  in- 
sufficient, and  they  wanted  to  know  from 
him,  in  the  first  place,  whether  he  was 
satisfied  with  the  organisation  of  the 
Ordnance  survey  Department ;  secondly, 
whether  the  Survey  work  could  be  done 
more  rapidly  than  in  the  past ;  thirdly, 
when  that  work  would  be  completed  ;  and, 
when  the  work  of  revision  commenced, 
whether  the  existing  organisation  of  the 
Survey  Department  would  be  proper  and 
adequate  for  the  work  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
f ord)  :  As  I  am  responsible  for  many  of 
the  objections  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
to  the  Committee  which  was  appointed 
to  examine  into  this  matter,  and  as  I  am 
solely  to  blame,  if  blame  there  be,  for 
the  character  of  that  Committee,  perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  follow  my  hon. 
Friend  at  once.  I  should  desire  to  pre- 
face what  I  have  to  say  by  expressing 


my  hearty  sense  of  the  work  which  has 
been  performed  by  that  Committee,  and 
I  entirely  endorse  everything  upon  that 
point  which  has  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  express  my  own 
admiration  for  the  great  diligence  and 
great  ability  of  the  Members  of  that 
Conmiittee,  who  performed  what  I  have 
very  little  doubt  will  be  a  useful  and 
valuable  public  duty.  My  hon.  Friend 
objects  to  the  character  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which,  he  says,  took  the  form  of 
that  most  miserable  of  all  things — 
namely,  a  Departmental  Committee.  He 
objects,  also,  as  I  understand,  to  the 
Reference,  because  this  Committee  was 
not  desired  to  inquire  into  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  Survey  Department.  As  to 
the  character  of  that  Committee,  my 
hon.  Friend  will,  perhaps,  remember  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eccles,  on  the 
second  night  when  Parliament  met,  was 
successful  in  passing,  without  notice,  a 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  Ordnance 
Survey. 

Mr.  ROBY  :  Not  without  notice  ;  it 
was  on  the  Order  Paper. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Yes;  I  admit  it 
was  on  the  Order  Paper.  It 
was  passed  on  the  second  night  of  the 
meeting  of  Parliament.  I  was  always  of 
opinion  myself  that  for  the  effective  ex- 
amination of  a  question  of  this  kind  it 
would  be  infinitely  more  desirable  to  have 
a  Departmental  Committee  on  which  ex- 
perts thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
matter  could  be  employed  than  any  other 
kind  of  Committee  ;  and  on  submitting 
these  views  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  he 
concurred  with  me,  and  the  Committee 
was  appointed  in  that  manner.  With 
regard  to  the  Reference,  surely  it  is  wide 
enough.  It  states  that  a  Departmental 
Committee  be 

"Appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  on 
the  present  condition  of  the  Ordnance  Sur- 
vey/^ 

That  seems  to  me  to  embrace  all  the 
points  necessary,  and  as  to  the  objection 
that  it  failed  to  inquire  into  the  organisa- 
tion of  that  Department,  I  am  aware  that 
that  duty  was  expressly  omitted  for  the 
reason  that,  in  my  humble  opinion,  no 
examination  or  inquiry  into  the  organisa- 
tion of  that  Body  was  necessary  at  all.  I 
have  had  some  opportunities  of  knowing 
the  work  that  has  been  performed  by  that 
Body.  I  always  thought  their  organisation 
was  excellent,  and  the  work  they  did  was 
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vey.     The  Minister  for  Agriculture  had 

agreed  with  nearly  all  the  recommeiida- 

tious  of  this  Committee,  but  all  he  said 

that    he    did     not     know      when 


of  the  Department,  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Treasury.  What  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wanted  was  that  a  subordinate 
officer  should  report  to  the  House,  which 
was  the  business  of  the  head  of  the 
Department,  who  was  responsible  to  the 
House  and  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  had  also  made  some 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  agency  for 
the  map^.  The  contract  with  the  present 
agent  had  not  yet  expired,  and  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Department  to  break 
it.  Mr.  Stanford,  the  agent,  had,  how- 
ever, appointed  126  sub-agents,  so  that 
there  was  every  reason  to  hope  that  the 
maps  would  be  more  widely  distributed 
over  the  country.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gorton,  the  Department  had  taken 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
into  consideration,  and  were  making  ex- 
periments to  see  whether  the  new  process 
of  producing  the  one-inch  maps  was 
cheaper  and  more  expeditious  than  the  old. 
With  regard  to  the  25-inch  map,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
press  this  matter  upon  the  Treasury 
when  the  Estimates  for  th^  ensuing  year 
were  prepared ;  and,  in  any  case,  it 
would  be  possible  to  do  something  even 
without  an  increased  Vote. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  the  whole  burden  of  the  song  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  that 
the  country  could  not  possibly  afford  the 
sum  of  £16,000  to  complete  the  survey, 
as  recommended  by  the  Committee. 
While  they  were  debating  these  matters, 
it  seemed  a  strange  thing  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
appear  in  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
treating  the  House  with  proper  respect, 
and  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer should  have  been  there  to  answer 
questions.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  had  said  that  in  former 
years  there  were  surpluses.  Well,  no 
doubt  there  were  surpluses  ;  but  finances 
were  managed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  a  different  way  from  that 
in  which  they  were  mauaged  by 
the  preseut  Government.  They  were 
not  likely,  so  long  as  the  present 
Government  remained  in  Office,  to  have 
any  surplus,  although  they  were  able  to 
give  the  sum  of  £500,000  to  Ireland  to 
carry  on  Home  Rule.  He  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  about  completing  the  sur- 
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was 

he  would  be  able  to  carry  them 
out,  but  that  he  hoped  to  begin  next 
year,  out  of  some  savings  he  antici- 
pated to  secure  on  some  items 
of  the  Yote.  The  burden  of  the  soDg 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
there  was  no  money,  and  that  the 
recommendations  could  not  be  carried 
out  at  present.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  carrying  out  of  the  survey  was  a 
thing  that  they  ought  to  complete  at  the 
earliest  possible  date.  He  wanted  to  know 
how  long  the  126  local  agents,  who  had 
been  referred  to  to  assist  in  selling  the 
maps,  had  been  appointed,  because  they 
had  only  just  heard  of  these  agents,  and  he 
thought  they  could  only  have  been  ap- 
pointed since  the  Committee  sat.  The  fact 
remained  that  until  that  Committee  sat  the 
whole  monopoly  of  the  sale  of  the  maps 
was  in  the  hands  of  one  publisher,  who 
had  a  lively  interest  in  the  sale  of  his  own 
maps.,  Another  matter  which  he  thought 
was  most  unsatisfactory  was  the  paper 
on  which  the  maps  were  printed.  The 
proper  quality  and  the  texture  of 
the  paper  was  esentially  a  technical 
thing,  and  it  was  impossible  to  think 
that  the  Stationery  Office  could  arrange 
for  the  supply  with  manufacturers 
as  ^ell  as  the  Director  of  the  Sur- 
vey. It  came  to  this  —  that  a 
large  Department  like  the  Ordnance 
Department  was  so  (Completely  tied  up 
by  red  tape,  not  only  on  the  part  of  the 
Treasury,  but  on  the  part  of  the 
Stationery  Office,  that  it  could  not  select 
the  paper  on  which  the  Ordnance  maps 
were  printed.  The  survey  was  ham- 
pered on  the  one  side  by  the  Treasiwy, 
and  on  the  other  side  by  the  Stationery 
Office.  He  did  not  see  why  the  whole 
of  the  Stationery  ajppointments  should  be 
given  to  military  men,  and  he  asked  for  an 
explanation  as  to  the  great  sum  charged 
for  postage  of  letters  and  parcels,  which 
amounted  to  £1,100  a  year.  There  was 
also  the  item  of  £1,200  for  medical  bills 
which  requited  explanation.  In  con- 
clusion, he  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£100  in  order  to  obtain  information  on 
this  point. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £143,610,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr.  Hartley.) 
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sufficient  to   enable  them   to   begin  the 
i^ork. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Under  the  existing 
Vote !  This  paragraph  in  the  Report 
requires  a  great  deal  of  explanation.  Do 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
be  able  to  cany  out  with  the  existing 
Estimates  some  of  the  work  recommended 
and  which  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
state  will  cost  £630,000  to  complete  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  was  understood 
to  saj  it  was  a  question  of  time. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  That  is  a  very  im- 
portant point.  This  deals  with  the 
whole  question  of  revision.  The  whole 
▼ital  object  in  carrying  out  a  reform  of 
this  nature,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this  : 
that  the  revision  should  be  carried  out  at 
a  period  not  later  than  1 5  years.  Now  I 
really  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  a  clearer  understanding  on  this  point. 
If  he  is  only  going  to  proceed  with  this 
most  important  work  on  the  existing 
Estimates,  and  unless  he  can  guarantee  to 
us  that  the  Treasury  are  prepared  to  give 
him  further  assistance  in  the  future,  how 
long  will  it  be  before  the  necessary  work 
is  completed  ?  We  shall  go  on  until  the 
crack  of  doom.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  considered  this  very  material 
point,  and  perhaps  he  will  be  kind  enough 
to  tell  us  when  he  expects  to  complete 
this  necessary  work  under  the  existing 
Estimates  ?  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  imagine  for  one 
moment  that  in  pressing  him  upon  this 
point  I  am  desiring  to  do  anything 
whatever  in  the  nature  of  a  Party 
manoeuvre.  Nothing  could  be  further 
from  my  mind.  I  know  this  work  ought 
to  be  done  on  the  grounds  of  economy, 
policy,  and  expediency,  and  every  day  it 
it  postponed  the  cost  will  be  greater. 
I  know,  also,  it  cannot  be  abandoned 
unless  all  the  millions  of  money 
that  has  been  spent  on  these 
maps  in  the  past  is  to  be  ab- 
solutely thrown  away.  What  I  want  to 
do  is  to  help  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  a  raid  on  the  Treasury  for  this 
purpose,  because,  unless  the  Treasury 
comes  to  his- assistance,  and  gives  him 
the  means  of  carrying  out  this  most  im- 
portant reform,  it  will  not  be  carried  out, 
and  all  these  vast  sums  of  money  will  be 
thrown  away.  That  is  very  distinctly 
the  position  in  which  we  are  placed  in  this 
matter.  I  am  delighted  to  see  the  Member 
for  Eccles  (Mr.  Roby)  sitting  behind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  have  no 


doubt  he  will  be  able  to  fortify  him  in 
this  matter,  and  give  him  further  assist- 
ance in  the  object  which  I  have  in  view. 
When  I  was  responsible  in  the  position 
held  now  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  there 
were  no  bounds  to  the  energy  of  the 
Member  for  Eccles,  who  made  most  able, 
powerful,  and  convincing  speeches  on  the 
subject,  and  picked  me  up  on  every 
possible  occasion,  urging  me  to  make 
attacks  upon  the  Treasury  for  this  ex- 
cellent purpose.  These  attacks  I  have 
made  at  different  times,  with  more  or  less 
success — less  rather  than  more — and  I 
am  very  anxious  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  occupy  a  more  favour- 
able position.  There  is  plenty  of  time 
to  consider  it,  because  the  work  cannot 
be  proceeded  with  on  the  scale  that  is 
recommended,  at  all  events  with  the 
existing  Estimates,  during  the  present 
year.  But  I  do  hope,  supported  by 
gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  as 
well  as  on  this,  who  really  take  an 
interest  in  this  question,  who  have 
studied  it,  who  know  its  importance  and 
the  mischief  going  on  now,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  have  the  courage  before 
this  Debate  has  concluded  to  give  us  an 
undertaking  that,  at  all  events,  next 
year  the  Government  will  proceed  with 
this  most  important  part  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations they  have  made. 

Mr.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  had  been  suffi- 
ciently answered  by  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  in  reference  to  his  criticism 
as  to  the  composition  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee.  They  had  to  cut 
according  to  their  cloth.  As  to  the 
Reference,  it  was  necessarily  rather  a 
narrow  one,  and  would  not  justifiably  have 
taken  the  Committee  over  the  ground 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  desired 
should  have  been  covered.  As  to  the 
organisation  of  the  Ordnance  Survey,  it 
had  grown  up  like  the  British  Constitu- 
tion itself.  It  was  a  conglomeration  of 
anomalies,  but  yet  in  the  main  it  worked 
well,  and  certainly  its  officials  were  not 
open  to  the  charge  of  incompetency  in 
their  work.  The  Departmental  investi- 
gation into  the  position  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  was  due  in  a  great  measure  to  a 
correspondence  drawing  attention  to  the 
matter  which  appeared  in  The  Times 
newspaper  ;     and     though    that    corre- 
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porary  Civil  assistants  were  not  of 
sufficient  standing  to  be  promoted  to  the 
higher  ranks. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  should 
like  one  word  on  one  or  two  of  the  points 
that  have  been  raised,  and  I  maj  saj  at 
first  that  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Bartley)  in  his  criticisms  of  the  Station- 
ery Office  and  its  action  in  connection 
with  the  Ordnance  Survey.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  if  I  may  venture  to  warn 
him,  should  be  very  cautious  about  giving 
way  to  the  demands  that  may  be  made, 
from  time  to  time,  for  what  is  little  less 
than  breaking  up  in  its  component  parts 
the  work  done  by  the  Stationery  Office. 
The  work  done  by  the  Stationery  Office 
is  very  important,  and  has  led  to  great 
economy.  It  has  concentrated  in  one 
Department  the  buying  of  certain  stores 
which  are  used  by  other  Departments. 
But  I  think  the  point  that  requires  con- 
sideration is  tbis — In  the  case  mentioned 
a  particular  kind  of  paper  is  required. 
Now,  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
Stationery  Office  would  ever  object  to 
supply  any  Department  with  any  kind 
of  paper  that  they  could  prove  was 
necessary  for  their  Department.  The 
Stationery  Office  concentrates  in  one 
Department  the  purchasing  of  certain 
stores,  and  concentrates  in  the  hands  of 
certain  expert  officers  the  finding  of  the 
best  markets  for  these  stores.  But  I  do 
not  understand  it  to  go  further  than  that, 
and  I  should  be  very  much  surprised  in- 
deed to  hear  theDirectorGeneral  of  Surveys 
had  made  an  invoice  on  the  Stationery 
Office  for  a  particular  kind  of  paper  for 
his  Department,  and  that  the  Stationery 
Office  had  refused  to  supply  it.  I 
look  upon  the  Stationery  Department  as 
the  Department  that  makes  the  purchase. 
The  orders  are  sent  in  by  the  particular 
Department  to  the  Stationery  Office, 
which  executes  in  the  best  and  cheapest 
way  the  orders  necessary  to  give  the 
Department  the  particular  kind  of  stores 
it  requires.  I  remember  one  instance 
which  confirms  this  view.  While  I  was 
at  the  Treasury  a  question  was  asked 
about  paper  called  "loft-dried  paper" 
for  the  War  Office.  Some  of  the  officers 
of  the  Stationery  Department  believe 
that  this  loft-dried  paper,  which  was  a 
very  expensive  kind  of  paper,  was  un- 
necessary for  the  particular  purpose  for 
which  it  was  reqmred.     The    Stationery 

Sir  J.  T.  Hihhert 


Office,  however,  said — "It  is  our  business; 
the  War  Office  say  they  must  have  this 
paper,  and  we  have  no  option  but  to 
supply  it."  Therefore,  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  the  Stationery  Office,  in  this 
particular  case,  would  in  any  way  act  in 
the  sense  which  the  Member  for  Isling- 
ton thought  they  might  act  as  in  any 
way  checking  the  Ordnance  Survey 
Department  in  getting  a  particular  kind 
of  stores  they  found  necessary.  Cer- 
tainly, if  there  was  anything  of  the  sort 
I  should  concur  with  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
say  that  would  be  exercising  control  by 
the  Stationery  Office  and  by  the  Trea- 
sury which  I  think  has  not  been  the 
practice,  and  which  I  think  could  not  be 
defended.  The  particular  Department  is 
the  best  judge  of  what  is  necessary  in  a 
technical  matter  like  this.  They  ought 
to  have  the  paper  they  desire,  and  I 
think  it  very  desirable  that  all  the  pur- 
chases of  paper  should  be  made  by  one 
Department,  great  economy  being  effected 
thereby.  If  you  once  give  way  on  this 
principle,  you  will  have  the  Post  Office 
wanting  to  buy  their  own  telegraph  forms, 
and  you  will  have  every  Department 
Tvanting  to  go  back  on  the  old  system  of 
making  their  purchases  in  their  own  way, 
which  will  be  a  step  in  the  wrong 
direction ;  and  I  hope,  therefore, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will 
not  yield  too  easily  to  demands  of  that 
sort  that  may  be  made  upon 
him.  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  about 
the  map  agency.  The  map  agency  is  at 
present  in  the  hands  of  Messrs.  Stan- 
ford, and  was  given  to  them  after  care- 
ful inquiry  by  a  Committee.  They  re- 
commended that,  in  the  interests  of  com- 
petition and  publicity,  tenders  should  be 
invited,  and,  Messrs.  Stanford's  tender 
being  the  highest,  it  was  accepted  for  a 
period  of  years.  It  may  be  that  that 
system  is  not  as  good  as  the  system 
which  preceded  it*;  but  my  recollection  is 
that  the  figures  of  sales  will  show  that 
under  the  present  arrangement  the  sales 
have  increased  considerably  over  what 
they  were  under  the  system  which  pre- 
viously existed.  I  do  not  think  the  pre- 
sent contractors  are  so  enamoured  of 
their  contract  that  they  will  be  difficult 
to  deal  with  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  if  he  has  satisfied 
himself  that  some  other  svstem  would  be 
better,  or  would  rather  revert  to  the  old 
system,  and  give  everybody  a  conunis- 
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Sir  F.  EVANS   (Southampton)  said, 

he  wished  to  call  atteutiou  to  the  position 

occupied     by      the      temporary      Civil 

assistants.      It  was  true  that  when  they 

were  first  engaged  it  was  not  believed 

that  they  would   be   employed,   except 

during  a  small  space  of  time,  and   they 

were  given  employment  suitable  only  for 

temporary   offices  ;    but,  as   a  matter  of 

fact,  they  had  remained  in  the  employ- 
ment ever   since,  and   they  asked  that 

their  services  should  receive  recognition 

io  the  direction   of  superannuation,  in 

like  manner   as   the  class   denominated 

permanent   Civil   servants.       They   did 

precisely  the   same  work,  and  received 

the  same   scale  of   pay,  and  when  they 

retired  they  did  not  get  the  superannua- 
tion  accorded  to    the  permanent   Civil 

assistants  ;  and  although  it  was  true  that 

they  received  some  sort  of  gratuity  on 

retu^ment,  it   was   very    small   indeed. 

He  hoped  that  the  Minister  for  Agricul- 
ture or  Financial  Secretary  would  give 

to  these  men,  who  were  very  deserving 

servants   of   the   State,  the  small  extra 

allowance    to  which   he  was   sure  they 

were  entitled. 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 

SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hi  bbert,  Oldham)  said, 

that  thisclass  of  Civil  assistants  numbered 

Borne  1,300  persons,  and  they  were  en- 
gaged on  the  terms  that  they  were  not  to 

he  pensioned.     They  received  the  same 

wage  and  did  the  same  work  as  the  per- 
manent Civil  assistants,  who  in  1871 
numbered  nearly  900,  but  had  since  been 
greatly  reduced  to  the  number  of  300,  and 
he  supposed  that  eventually  they  would 
have  nothing  but  Civil  assistants  who 
would  not  be  entitled  to  pensions.  The 
Treasury  had  always  answered  any  ap- 
plications for  pensions  of  the  temporary 
Civil  assistants  that  the  terms  of  their 
contract  did  not  include  anything  in  the 
nature  of  pensions.  So  far  as  the  engage- 
ment was  concerned,  these  men  certainly 
did  not  appear  to  have  any  right  to  ex- 
pect pensions  ;  and  considering  that  the 
work  which  they  did  when  first  engaged 
was  not  of  a  permanent  kind — ^though  he 
admitted  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  had 
become  more  permanent — ^the  Treasury 
were  not  prepared  to  make  a  change  to 
the  extent  which  the  temporary  Civil 
assistants  desired.  He  was,  however, 
anxious  to  meet,  if  possible,  to  a  moderate 
extent,  the  very  strong  wishes  expressed 
by   his   hon.   Friend    the    Member    for 


Southampton,  and  in  the  Memorial  which 
had  been  sent  to  the  Office  by  the  men 
themselves.  In  December  last  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  forwarded  to  the  Treasury 
a  letter  in  which  he,  to  a  certain  extent, 
took  up  the  cause  of  the  temporary  Civil 
assistants,  and  quoted  the  opinion  of  the 
Director  of  Surveys  upon  the  question  of 
pensions.  The  Director  of  Surveys 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  oO  or  60 
of  these  men  were  doing  responsible 
work  in  the  position  of  superintendents, 
and  he  expressed  the  opinion  that  some 
distinction  might  be  drawn  between  their 
case  and  that  of  the  rest  of  the  temporary 
Civil  assistants.  The  Treasury  were 
disposed  to  adopt  that  view  by  agreeing 
that  from  60  to  60  of  the  men  of  that 
class  who  were  now  in  the  responsible 
position  of  superintendents,  and  who 
possessed  exceptional  technical  ability, 
and  had  performed  long  and  faithful  ser- 
vices, should  be  added  to  the  number  of 
permanent  Civil  assistants.  He  trusted 
that  this  concession  would  satisfy  his 
hon.  Friend.  With  regard  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)  as  to  the  Treasury  and 
the  Stationery  Department,  he  would  ask 
where  would  they  be  financially  if  the 
Treasury  did  not  control  the  different 
Departments  ?  The  great  demands  made 
upon  them,  and  which  they  had  allowed, 
had  only  been  met  by  an  addition  to  the 
Income  Tax  ;  but  if  all  control  were 
given  up  they  would  very  soon  find  that 
an  addition  of  a  shilling  or  two  would  be 
necessary  to  meet  all  the  demands  which 
would  be  made  upon  them. 

•Mr.  hartley  said,  it  was  not  the 
control  which  he  wished  to  get  rid  of. 
What  he  said  was  that  the  red  tape  of 
the  Treasury  prevented  many  things 
from  being  done  which  ought  to  be 
done. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Trea- 
sury did  good  work  in  the  interests  of 
the  State  and  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  would  be  quite  prepared 
to  consider  whether  some  arrangement 
could  be  made  whereby  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  might  purchase 
the  paper  required  for  the  particular 
purpose  which  had  been  alluded  to. 
With  respect  to  the  item  for  medical 
expenses,  the  staff  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey,  like  that  of  other  Departments, 
had  medical  assistance  given.     The  tem- 
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hitherto  has  been  that  although  certain 
promises  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time,  and  certain  Estimates  both  as  re- 
gards time  and  cost  made  with  regard  to 
particular  divisions,  there  is  nothing  on 
the  Estimates  which  will  tell  us  at  a 
glance  whether  these  Estimates  have 
been  adhered  to,  or  the  promise  previously 
made  kept  or  not.  I  think  there  might 
be  some  improvement  made  in  the  form 
of  the  Estimate  in  that  respect,  and  it 
would  have  this  very  good  effect — and  I 
think  this  is  due  to  the  Director  General 
of  the  Ordnance  Survev — that  Members 
of  the  House  would  not  blame  him  if  he 
were  not  at  fault.  If  it  is  the  fault  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Treasury  does  not  refuse 
to  accept  responsibility,  nor  can  it  decline 
to  accept  responsibility  for  having  re- 
fused to  give  money  to  carry  out  the 
^articular  work  ;  and,  clearly,  the  respon- 
sibility ought  to  rest  upon  the  Treasury 
and  not  upon  the  Department,  if  it  had 
not  any  money  given  to  it.  I  am  not 
raising  the  question  whether  the  Treasury 
should  be  more  or  less  liberal.  I  say 
that  recommendation  by  the  Committee 
would  make  it  clear  to  Members  of  the 
House  where  the  responsibility  lay  ;  and 
I  think  it  is  due  to  the  Director  General 
of  the  Survey  that  that  should  be  made 
clear,  and  that  the  responsibility  should 
rest  upon  the  right  shoulders.  I  should 
like  to  say  just  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  revision.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  has  held  out 
certain  promises  that  he  will  take  into  his 
most  favourable  consideration  the  question 
of  the  revision,  but  that,  as  he  under- 
stood that  it  would  cost  some  £630,000, 
he  could  not  induce  the  Treasury  to 
assent '  to  the  work  being  commenced 
during  the  present  year  unless  funds  for 
the  purpose  could  be  obtained  out  of 
economies  effected  in  other  branches  of 
the  Department.  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eccles  will  thoroughly  un- 
derstand that  the  Government  distinctly 
decline  to  make  any  promise  to  spend 
this  sum  upon  this  very  necessary  work. 
They  decline  even  to  put  £16,000  on  the 
Estimates  which  is  necessary  to  begin 
this  work,  the  Government  leaving  them- 
selves perfectly  free  either  toi  undertake 
it  or  not  in  future  as  they  likJi,  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  sircceed  in 
effecting  economies  in  the  other  Ranches 
of    the   Departmeut   I    should   lUke    the 

Mr,  Jackson 


right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the  Com" 
mittee  some  estimate  of  the  time  that  it 
will  take  to  complete  the  revision,  unless 
this  additional  money  is  given  by  the 
Treasury. 

•Mr.  HARTLEY  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  agree  with  him  about  the 
paper,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  ought  to  come  through  the  Stationery 
Office,  unless  experience  showed  that 
the  Stationery  Office  did  not  supply  it 
as  wanted.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  hot  read  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  which  his  (Mr. 
Bartley's)  remarks  were  based.  The 
Committee  stated — 

"  The  Ordnance  Survey  does  not  purchase  its 
paper,but  obtains  it  through  the  Stationery  Office. 
It  appears  in  evidence  that  while  the  Stationery 
Office  is  anxious  to  meet  the  wants  and  re- 
quirements of  the  Ortlnance  Survey,  there  is 
necessarily  a  difficulty  in  conveying  to  manu- 
facturers the  description  or  special  wants  and 
requirements  througn  the  medium  of  a  second 
Department.  At  times  this  difficulty  has  led  to 
the  supply  of  paper  unsuited  for  the  work,  and 
to  difficulty  in  getting  paper  for  experimental 
purposes.  At  present,  and  for  the  Last  two  or 
three  years,  the  Ordnance  Survey  has  been 
fairly  satisfied  with  the  paper  which  has  been 
supplied  to  it ;  but  there  is  no  security  for  the 
continuance  of  this  condition.  .  .  .  While 
we  fully  recognise  the  advantage  of  using  the 
agency  of  a  single  Department  like  the  Stationery 
Office  in  procuring  supplies  of  an  ordinary 
character  for  all  Departments  of  the  Public 
Service,  we  do  not  consider  such  agency  of 
equal  advantage  in  the  purchase  of  articles  of 
a  special  and  technical  character.  The  Ordnance 
Survey  Department  already  purchase  their  own 
instruments,  photographic  machinery,  metals, 
glass,  and  other  technical  materials,  and  we 
think  very  properly  so.  We  would  add  paper 
and  other  printing  materials  for  their  maps,  as 
being  also  technical  material.  On  these 
grounds,  and  bearing  in  mind  how  vitally  the 
quality  of  the  paper  supplied  affects  the  Survey 
maps,  we  recommend  that  the  conditions  of  the 
paper  supply  for  maps  should  be  re-considered, 
and  the  Ordnance  Survey  should  be  allowed  to 
control  its  own  supply." 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  wish 

to  be  misunderstood,  and  if  that  were  the 

opinion  of  the  Committee  he  should  differ 

from  the  Committee,  because  he  thought 
it  most  undesirable  that  the  duty  of 
supplying  paper  should  be  split  up  among 
the  various  Departments.  The  difficulty 
.mentioned  could  be  very  easily  got  over. 
The  Director  General  should  obtain  a 
proper  sample  of  the  paper  he  required, 
aud  should  insist  upon  the  Stationery 
Office  supplying  him  with  the  particular 
description  of  paper. 
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.-iuu  to  sell  the  maps  for  the  Depart- 
.u>ni.  But  I  thiuk  the  matter  should  be 
curelully  oounidered  before  any  alteratiou 
i^  uiikIp,  and  before  we  go  back  to  a  sys- 
; .  Ill  which  has  been  discarded  after  most 
.  arefiil  inqiiirj,  because  I  believe  that  the 
ffif^ts  and  figures  would  show  that  under 
rhe  present  system  there  has  been  a  con- 
siderable improvement.  What  is  wanted 
18  that  some  system  should,  if  possible, 
be  found  by  which  the  public  shall  know 
where  to  get  a  particular  map  that  they 
require.  I  believe  that  attempts  have 
been  made  by  means  of  the  Post  Office 
to  circulate  information,  and  it  is  within 
my  own  knowledge  that  the  present  con- 
tractors largely  circulate  their  lists  of 
maps,  and  that  they  go  to  a  very  con- 
siderable expense  in  advertisements  and 
various  ways  to  try  and  make  the  public 
understand  where  they  can  get  all  these 
maps;  and  certainly  I  have  had,  within  the 
last  week  or  two,  a  considerable  number 
of  publications  which  give  very  full  in- 
formation, and  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
you  will  find  a  better  system,  because  you 
deal  with  a  firm  who  understand  their 
business  thoroughly  from  beginning  to 
end;  and  I  am  not  at  all  certain  you 
would  find  it  an  improvement  to  establish 
local  agents  here  and  there  who  might 
sell  half-a-dozen  maps  in  the  year,  and 
have  very  little  interest  in  the  matter, 
while  the  self-interest  of  the  firm  under 
the  present  arrangement  is  to  try  and 
increase  the  sale  of  these  maps  as  much 
as  they  can.  They  pay  a  large  sum 
annually  for  the  privilege  of  selling  these 
maps,  and  certainly  it  is  to  their  interest 
to  sell  as  large  a  quantity  as  they  can. 
I  should  like  to  say  one  word  on  a  matter 
as  to  which  there  is,  I  think,  some  mis- 
understanding, and  that  is  as  regards  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  that 
the  Director  General  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  should  have  the  right  to  make 
some  sort  of  a  Report.  If  I  understand 
the  matter,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  it  a  little  higher  than  it 
should  really  be  put.  If  the  recom- 
mendation were  intended  to  have  this 
effect — that  the  Director  General  of  the 
Ordnance  Survey  should  criticise  the 
action  of  the  Treasury,  and  should  be  set 
up,  as  it  were,  as  a  separate  authority,  or 
in  opposition  to  the  action  of  the  Trea- 
sury^  then  I  should  say  that  no  system 
of  that  kind  could  work  satisfactorily  ; 
and  I  think  it  very  undesirable,  either  in 
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the  interests  of  the  Director  General  or 
of  the  Treasury,  that  there  should  be  any 
such  system  aidopted.  But  I  do  not  so 
read  the  reconunendation,  because,  as  I 
read  the  reconunendation,  the  object  of 
the  Committee  appears  to  have  been  really 
to  Rx  responsibility  upon  the  right 
shoulders — that  is  to  say,  that  Members 
of  this  House,  when  they  came  to  discuss 
the  Estimates,  should  be  able  to  see  from 
the  Estimates  themselves  whether  the 
work  was  being  carried  out  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  indicated  that  the 
work  should  be  carried  out.     They  say — 

*•  We  recommend  that  the  state  of  revision  of 
the  Cadastral  Surv^  and  one-inch  map  be 
entered  in  the  Annual  Report  and  Estimates  of  the 
Director  General  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  under 
separate  headings ;  and,  further,  that  this  oflicer 
should  distinctly  state  whether  he  finds  the 
sums  provided  are  what  are  necessary  for  and 
keeping  up  the  revision  of  the  cadastral  and 
one-inch  maps  at  the  intervals  for  which  they 
are  arranged." 

Let  me  put  the  matter  in  this  way  : — 
Here  we  have  two  separate  subjects  for 
which  money  is  required.  There  is  an 
Estimate  for  each  separate  subject  on  the 
question  of  the  time  that  is  to  be  occupied, 
and  there  is  an  original  Estimate  as  to 
cost.  What  I  venture  to  say  is  that  it 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  Mem- 
bers of  this  Committee  if  they  were  able 
to  see  from  the  yearly  Estimates  whether 
the  original  Estimate,  both  as  regards 
money  and  time,  was  being  carried  out  by 
the  work  that  was  being  done.  That 
would  be  what  1  will  call  a  yearly  pro- 
gress Report.  Let  us  assume,  if  I  may, 
what  seems  to  be  very  unlikely — namely, 
that  the  Government  should  take  -up  the 
revision,  which  is  to  cost  £630,000.  As 
I  understand  this  recommendation,  what 
would  meet  the  case  would  be  this : — 
There  should  be  an  original  Estimate 
both  as  regards  cost  and  the  period  of 
years  ;  that  each  year  the  amount  should 
appear  in  the  Estimates  of  the  expendi- 
ture alongside  the  amount  already  ex- 
pended, and  a  little  table  showing  the 
number  of  years  it  had  to  run ;  or,  in 
fact,  as  I  have  already  described  it,  a 
progress  Report  of  the  year  showuig 
whether  the  original  Estimate  was  being 
carried  out  in  due  course  or  not.  That 
would  give  Members  of  the  House  a  great 
deal  of  information,  and  of  course  if  they 
do  not  choose  1^  make  use  of  that 
information  they  have  no  longer  reason  to 
complain.     As  I  understand,  the  difficulty 
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for  the  suggestion  that  any  delay  or  want 
of  sale  of  the  sheets  or  maps  was  due  to 
competition  between  Mr.  Stanford  and 
other  publishers.  As  to  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Member  for  Preston  touching 
the  Select  Committee,  that  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  late  Minister  for  Agricul- 
ture (Mr.  Chaplin),  who  preferred  a 
Departmental  Committee.  He  (Mr. 
Roby)  thought  some  inquiry  should  be 
made  into  the  question  of  organisation, 
and  for  that  a  Select  Committee  would 
have  been  the  better  body.  He  rejoiced 
that  the  question  of  Ordnance  Survey 
had  arrived  at  such  a  position  that  a  large 
number  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
and  of  the  public  had  a  better  knowledge 
of  what  could  be,  and  should  be,  done, 
and  were,  therefore,  likely  to  press  for  a 
speedy  fulfilment  of  what  had  been 
promised  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  to 
apologise  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  for  the  inaccuracy 
which  he  had  made.  He  had  so  many 
letters  from  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
subject,  that  he  fell  into  the  error  of 
believing  that  what  was  said  privately 
had  been  said  publicly.  He  had  the 
Report,  which  contained  a  paragraph  in 
which  the  Committee,  stating  that  they 
were  deprived  of  his  assistance  in  drawing 
it  up,  added  that  he  had  communicated 
his  views. 

Mr.  roby  :  Hear,  hear  I 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  sorry  he 

could  not  get  a  better  answer  from  the 

Government  upon  this  question  as  to  the 

recommendations.  He  was  greatly  dis- 
appointed in  the  hopes  he  had  entertained 
upon  the  point. 

•Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 

Regis)  said,  he  wished  to  direct  attention 

to  the  question  of  control.     He  wished 

to  know  how  the  service  had  been  handed 

over   to   the   Agricultural    Department, 

instead  of  coming  under  the    Stationery 

Vote?  There  was  a  sum  of  £14,000 
involved  in  this.  As  in  the  case  of  the 
Parliamentary  Debates,  there  was  no  one 
to  see  how  the  publication  was  carried 
out.  He  admitted  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  knew  a  great  deal  about 
mangold- wurzel ;  but  he  could  not  be  sup- 

Mr.  Roby 


posed  to  have  this  question  of  publicatioo 
under  his  supervision.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella), 
however,  knew  all  about  publication. 
He  had  now  a  new  publication,  with 
advertisements,  and  posted  in  an  official 
cover,  and  it  was  clear,  therefore,  that 
publication  could  easily  be  done  by  a 
Government  Department.  Another  mat- 
ter was  that  he  saw  in  this  Vote  the 
first  of  a  long  series  of  pluralists  ;  and  he 
intended  to  challenge  all  of  them.  Most 
of  the  Civil  assistants  got  no  pensions  even 
when  their  work  was  done,  while  others 
got  pensions  while  the  work  was  going  on. 
One  man  got  an  allowance  from  the 
Inland  Revenue  as  an  Inspector  of  Income 
Tax.  There  were  altogether,  he  found, 
454  pluralists,  many  of  whom  were  men  on 
the  Army  Fund.  There  were  27  superior 
officers.  Some  of  these  gentlemen  were 
occasionally  employed  as  Inspectors  of 
Art  Schools.  He  thought  they  had  some 
right  to  explanation  with  regard  to  this 
extra  pay.  He  found  that  there  were 
cases  of  men  having  pay  for  one  office, 
and  for  a  second  office  and  a  third  office, 
while  only  attending  to  the  third  office. 
He  must  enter  an  earnest  protest  against 
this.  Perhaps  the  Minister  for  Agri- 
culture had  not  concentrated  his  attention 
upon  the  question  ;  he  certainly  had  not 
condescended  to  make  any  statement. 
It  would  appear  that  Major- Generals 
and  Colonels  were  employed  on  double 
pay.  These  maps,  he  would  point  out, 
were  of  the  greatest  assistance  and 
benefit.  One  small  detail  he  would 
suggest.  It  was  that  the  smaller  scale 
maps  should  be  printed  on  thin,  tough 
paper,  when  he  thought  the  cyclist  and 
rider  and  pedestrian  would  find  them  of 
great  benefit. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  maps 
in  connection  with  Ireland.  In  Ireland 
there  were  such  schemes  as  that  of  Land 
Purchase,  and  he  thought  they  should 
have  smaller  maps — maps  which  would  be 
convenient,  and  which  would  be  in  every 
respect  worthy  of  use.  He  thought  this 
work  should  not  be  behindhand  in  Ire- 
land. Four  counties  had  been  selected 
for  favour,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  in  the 
turning  out  of  the  map ;  but  the  whole 
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irr  siaid,  that  the 

Depftrtment  was 

•'Imracter,  and  not 

hmvy  paper  supplied 

t.ieut  Departments. 

•■>    t)ie   Committee  to 

tukeii  at  once,  see- 

II  »nscii5»sed  in  a  very 

*i .  loi  upwards  of  three 

*••  IN     bad   no    desire   to 
■•■••usaioiu  but   he   thought 
■•t    liie   Board  of  Agricul- 
Uiut  they  had  a  right  to 
*  U)  the  two  specific  qwes- 
>  I  1  XM'U  put  to  him,  and  to 
••'   present,  they  had  had 
it'  an  answer.     The  Com- 
.*'w  that  the  Government 
.  ^  rher  to   be  bound  by  the 
.iitMiis  of  the  Committee  with 
>>«•  iovi.«(ion  of  the  map  of  the 
•tie.      The   hon.   Member  for 
'^•1    iiad   always   pressed   that 
■'Ml  the  late  Government,  had 
wonl  to  say  for  the  purpose 
HL""  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
t  to  undertake   the   work.     For 
I  tiiue  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
•fiitleumn    the   President  of    the 
•i  Agriculture,  assuming  that  the 
il  (ronomies  were  effected,  within 
'ii(?  the  revision  of  the  large  map 
■  .  ''O  completed  ? 

i*:.    II.    GARDNER    said,   he  had 

•  aviv  twice  explained  the  position  of 

Majesty's  Government  in  the  matter. 

'    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 

'1  that  he  could  not  propose  a  Sup- 

'  KMitary  Estimate  for  the  purpose  of 

-yiiig  out  the  revision  ;  and,  therefore. 

It  revision  could  only  be  commenced  in 

'*  event   of    funds   being   obtained  by 

•aus  of  economies. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  must  say  that, 
'>usidering  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
'^-^  bad  from  the  31st  of  December  of 
*'^^^  year  until  the  1st  of  August  of  the 
jl^eseut  year,  I  think  he  ought  to  have 
;^>fne  to  some  understanding  with  the 
treasury  as  to  whether  they  will  provide 
^"18  necessary  sum  of  £16,000  for  com- 
meucing     the     work      in      the      year 


n 


'•  (1 


■  II 


that  i 


18  to  come.     In   the  event  of   the 


Treasury  refusing   their    assistance, 


be 


can 


.      S»ve   the    Committee    the    slightest 
w  being  a  question  of  an  important 


character^  I  would  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  an  answer. 

•Mr.  rob Y  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Eccles) 
said,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  a  reference  to  him,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  occupy  a  few  moments.     He 
wished  to  say  that  the  Report  was  not 
signed    by   him.      But   he   did   not,   on 
that  account,  wish  to  divest  himself  of 
responsibility.     With  the  general  tenour 
of  the  Report  he  thoroughly  agreed.   He 
remembered  only  one  point,  and  that  of 
no  great  consequence,  on  which  he  dis- 
agreed  with   the    recommendations.     It 
was  perfectly  obvious  that  in  the  present 
state  of   finance   the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  been  easy  to  approach 
on   the   subject,    and    he    (Mr.    Roby) 
thought  it  would  be  the  wiser  coarse  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carefully  to  go 
over  the  whole  plan  suggested,  and  see 
in  the  course  of  the  next  few  months 
what  could  be  done  in  the  way  of  economy 
t^hen  he  had  considered  the  whole  of  the 
recommendations     of    the     Committee. 
But,  if  nothing   more   satisfactory   was 
produced   next  year,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  join  in  pressing  the  importance 
of  the  work  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer*      He  agreed   entirely    with 
what  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  had  said,  that  it  seemed 
quite  possible,  in  the  limit  of  ordinary 
working     of     Departments,     that     the 
Ordnance  Survey  should  get  the  sort  of 
paper  they  required  for  their  work.     The 
difficulty   was   not   in   getting  the  par- 
ticular paper  they  required  at  a  particular 
time,  so  much  as  getting  it  uniformly  for 
a  number  of  years.      With  regard  to  the 
agents,  he  (Mr.  Roby)  did  not  think  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  were  aware  of 
the  real  difficulties  of  the  matter.     There 
were  two — one,  the  actual  ignorance  of 
the  public  as  to  the  way  of  specifying 
particular  maps  they  required  ;  and  the 
second,  the  enormous  stock  of  maps  it 
was  necessary  for  any  proper  agent  to 
keep — ^from    which    the     public    might 
select   what  they   wanted.     There   was 
more  difficulty  about  it  than  appeared  at 
first  sight.      He  did  not  think  present 
difficulties  were  in  the  smallest  degree 
due  to  Mr.   Stanford's  desire  to  sell  his 
own  publications  in  preference  to  those 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey.      He  believed 
Mr.    Stanford     was    interested    in    the 
survey,  pecuniarily   and    otherwise,  and 
that  there  was  not  the  smallest  ground 
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hitherto  has  been  that  although  certaiD 
promises  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time,  and  certain  Estimates  both  as  re- 
gards time  and  cost  made  with  regard  to 
particular  divisions,  there  is  notliing  on 
the  Estimates  which  will  tell  us  at  a 
glance  whether  these  Estimates  have 
been  adhered  to,  or  the  promise  previously 
made  kept  or  not.  I  think  there  might 
be  some  improvement  made  in  the  form 
of  the  Estimate  in  that  respect,  and  it 
would  have  this  very  good  effect — and  1 
think  this  is  due  to  the  Director  General 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey — that  Members 
of  the  House  would  not  blame  him  if  he 
were  not  at  fault.  If  it  is  the  fault  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Treasury  does  not  refuse 
to  accept  responsibility,  nor  can  it  decline 
to  accept  responsibility  for  having  re- 
fused to  give  money  to  carry  out  the 
"oarticular  work  ;  and,  clearly,  the  respon- 
.sibility  ought  to  rest  upon  the  Treasury 
and  not  upon  the  Department,  if  it  had 
not  any  money  given  to  it.  I  am  not« 
raising  the  question  whether  the  Treasury 
should  be  more  or  less  liberal.  I  say 
that  recommendation  by  the  Committee 
would  make  it  clear  to  Members  of  the 
House  where  the  responsibility  lay  ;  and 
I  think  it  is  due  to  the  Director  General 
of  the  Survey  that  that  should  be  made 
clear,  and  that  the  responsibility  should 
rest  upon  the  right  shoulders.  I  should 
like  to  say  just  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  revision.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  has  held  out 
certain  promises  that  he  will  take  into  his 
most  favourable  consideration  the  question 
of  the  revision,  but  that,  as  he  under- 
stood that  it  would  cost  some  £630,000, 
he  could  not  induce  the  Treasury  to 
assent '  to  the  work  being  commenced 
during  the  present  year  unless  funds  for 
the  purpose  could  be  obtained  out  of 
economies  effected  in  other  branches  of 
the  Department.  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eccles  will  thoroughly  un- 
derstand that  the  Government  distinctly 
decline  to  make  any  promise  to  spend 
this  sum  upon  this  very  necessary  work. 
They  decline  even  to  put  £16,000  on  the 
^  timates  which  is  necessary  to  begin 
work,  the  Government  leaving  them- 
's perfectly  free  either  to  undertake 
not  in  future  as  they  like.  If  the 
;  hon.  Gentleman  does  succeed  in 
ting  economies  in  the  other  branches 
.he   Department   I    should   like   the 

Mr.  Jackson 


ight 


right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the 
mittee  some  estimate  of  the  time  t] 
will  take  to  complete  the  revision, 
this  additional  money   is  given   by 
Treasury. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  his  right 

Friend  did  not  agree  with  him  aboot 

paper,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 

it  ought  to  come  through  the  StAi 

Office,   unless   experience   showed 

the  Stationery  Office  did  not  su] 

as  wanted.     He  thought  the  rij 

Gentleman    had    iiot    read    the 

of    the   Committee   on    which    his 

Bartley's)   remarks   were    based. 

Committee  stated — 

"  The  Ordnance  Survey  does  not  pi 
paper,bat  obtains  it  through  the  8tati< 
It  appears  in  evidence  that  while  the 
Office  is  anxious  to  meet  the  wants 
quirements  of  the  Ordnance  Survey, 
necessarily  a  difficulty  in  conveying  to 
facturers  the  description  or  special 
requiremenu  through  the  medium  of 
Department.    At  times  this  difficulty 
the  supply  of  paper  unsuited  for  the 
to  difficulty  in  getting  jiaper  for  e: 
purposes.    At  present,  and  for  the  ha^\ 
three  years,  the  Ordnance    Survey 
fairly  satisfied  with  the  paper  which 
supplied  to  it;  but  there  is  no  security i 
continuance  of  this  condition.     .     . 
we  fully  recognise  the  advantage  of 
agency  of  a  single  Department  Uke  the  i 
Office  in  procuring  supplies  of    an 
character  for  all  Departments  of   the 
Service,  we  do   not  consider  such 
equal  advantage  in  the  purchase  of 
a  special  and  technical  character.    The 
Survey  Department  already  purchase 
instruments,  photographic  machinery, 
glass,  and  other  technical   materiala* 
think  very  properly  so.    We  wo(uld 
and  other  printing  materials  for  tbcir 
being    also    teclmical    material, 
grounds,  and  bearing  in  mind  how 
quaUty  of  the  paper  supplied  affects  i 
maps,  we  recommend  that  the  condit 
paper  supply  for  maps  should  be 
and  the  Ordnance  Survey  should  be 
control  its  own  supply." 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did 

to  be  misunderstood,  and  if  that 

opinion  of  the  Committee  he  shonj 

from  the  Conmfiittee,  because  he 
it    most   undesirable    that    the 
supplying  paper  should  be  split 
the  various  Departments.     The 
.mentioned  could  be  very  easily 
The   Director   General  should 
proper  sample  of  the  paper  he 
and  should   insist   upon    the  J 
Office  supplying  him  with  the 
description  of  paper. 
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duty,  and  did  not  perform  it  in  the  most 
asBiduous  and  careful  manner.  Up  to 
almost  the  last  moment  of  his  last  illness 
he  performed  his  dutj  in  the  most  able 
and  energetic  manner.  With  regard  to 
lighthouses  abroad,  about  two  years  ago 
the  Government  were  obliged  to  strike 
off  a  considerable  sum  on  account  of 
leakage  in  the  paraffin  oil  cisterns  in 
those  lighthouses.  Attention  was  called 
to  the  matter,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
if  an  effort  had  been  made  to  rectify  the 
condition  of  the  cisterns  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (who  was  very 
mdistinctly  heard)  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  Harbour  Masters  to  whom 
reference  had  been  made  were  on  the 
retired  list.  With  respect  to  lighthouses 
generally,  he  was  able  to  inform  the 
Committee  that  they  were  now  in  a  most 
perfect  state.  They  were  visited  every 
three  months  by  very  competent  officers, 
to  the  great  satisfaction  of  one  of  the 
most  experience<l  navigators  of  the 
country — Admiral  Sir  George  Nares. 
He  had  received  Reports  from  Inspectors 
during  the  past  few  days,  which  declared 
that  the  lighthouses  were  in  a  condition 
which  left  nothing  to  be  desired.  As  to 
Dover  Harbour,  the  whole  question  had 
been  settled  a  few  years  ago  by  an  Act 
passed  by  Parliament,  which  transferred 
the  harbour  to  new  Commissioners.  With 
regard  to  Holyhead  Harbour,  it  was  a 
station  for  Her  Majesty's  packets,  both 
Irish  and  British,  and  a  considerable  sum 
of  money  had  been  spent  on  it.  It  was 
maintained  in  a  state  of  great  efficiency, 
as  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be. 
He  failed  to  see  why,  because  the  Har- 
bour Master  happened  to  be  a  pen- 
sioned officer  of  Her  Majesty^s  Navy, 
he  should  be  debarred  from  taking 
service  of  this  kind.  Harbour  Masters 
were  frequently  appointed  from  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine.  He  protested  against 
the  use  of  the  word  "job"  in  connection 
with  this  appointment. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 

considered    the  statement   of   the   right 

hon.  Gentleman  as  to  Harbour  Masters 

unsatisfactory,  and  thought  that  if  the 

'ht  hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid  of  the 

'd  "  job  "  he  would  not  get  on  very 

I  with  the  Radical  Party,  for  there 

\  not  one  job  but  hundreds  and  thou- 

ds  perpetrated  in  connection  with  the 

vil  Service,  and  these  it  was  necessary 

Mr,  Macartney 


to  take  every  opportunity  of  bringing  to 
light.  He  should  not  so  much  objeet  to 
retired  naval  officers  having  the  appoint- 
ments of  Harbour  Masters  if  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the 
abilities  of  these  gentlemen  was  correct. 
Looking  at  the  way  in  which  we  lost 
Her  Majesty^s  ships,  he  should  think  that 
to  belong  to  the  Royal  Navy  was  aboai 
the  worst  qualification  for  a  Harbonr 
Master.  He  noticed  that  whenevCT  ao 
officer  of  the  Army  or  Navy  retired  from 
active  service  other  employment  wtk 
found  for  him,  very  often  in  other 
branches  of  Her  Majesty^s  Service  ;  \mi 
he  could  assure  Members  that  as  tb«j 
had  to  depend  on  outside  votes  for  their 
seat«  in  that  House  thev  would  have  t» 
do  something  for  the  men  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  as  well  as  for  Generals,  Cooh 
manders,  and  so  forth. 

An  hon.  Mesi ber  :  You  do. 


Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  they  did 

very   little   for  them  except  offer  then 

the  workhouse.     There  was  no  reaaon  to 

believe   because    a    man    was    a    Codk 

mander  in  the  Navy  that,  therefore,  he 
would  make  the  best  Harbour  Master. 
With  regard  to  the  money  voted  for 
works  at  Spurn  Point,  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  devoted  to  other  purposes 
He  had  pointed  out  many  cases  when 
money  voted  for  one  purpose  was  spent 
on  another. 

Viscount   CRANBORNE    (Rocbea- 

ter)  thought  it  was  much  to  be  regicltgd 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  Mt 
down  had  taken  the  line  he  had  io  regard 
to  giving  employment  to  retired  officers 
of  the  Army  and  Navy.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  thai  tbk 
country  was  under  no  obligation  to  the 
gallant  officers  who  served  us  in  time  of 
war — ^and^  indeed,  in  time  of  peace.  The 
hon.  Member  was  not  ashamed  to  inak^ 
reference  in  the  House  to  the  terriKle 
loss  of  the  Victoria. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  not 
make  reference  to  that  loss  e8pectallj«. 
but  to  hundreds  of  losses  and  accidentia 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Bot  tW 
hon.  Member  had  sneereil  at  the  Naval 
Service  in  connection  with  the  Unm  of 
the  Vietoria,  They  all  knew  thai  thftft 
ship  was  lost  by  a  terrible  mistake  oa  the 
part  of  a  very  galUiut  officer ;  bat  thu 
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tbe  hon.  Member  should  think  it  his  duty 
.  M  «  Member  of  the  House  to  sueer  at 
the  great  Naval  Service  of  the  country, 
of  which  they  were  all  so  justly  proud,  iu 
order  to  give  point  to  a  miserable  little 
attack  on  an  item  in  Committee  of 
Supply  showed  that  he  grossly  miscon- 
ceived what  that  duty  was.  He  (Vis- 
count Cranbome)  was  pleased  to  think 
that  a  post  like  the  Harbour  Mastership 
of  Holyhead  Harbour  should  be  given  to 
a  retired  naval  officer.  It  was  a  saving 
to  the  country  to  begin  with,  because 
they  did  not  give  him  as  much  money  as 
they  would  have  to  give  an  officer  who 
did  not  enjoy  a  pension.  Besides  that, 
it  was  a  proper  thing  that,  wherever  it 
was  possible,  these  places  should  be  given 
as  a  sort  of  rewani  in  their  old  age  to 
those  who  had  served  their  country  in 
either  of  the  great  professions.  The 
hon.  Member  was  altogether  wrong  in 
thinking  that  this  system  was  not  carried 
out  in  all  the  ranks  of  the  Service. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
made  applications  for  work  for  old 
soldiers,  and  he  knew  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  give  the  same  consideration 
to  these  people  that  they  gave  to  retired 
officers. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  he 
knew  the  Government  did  not  find  work 
for  all  old  soldiers,  any  more  than  they 
did  for  all  old  Commanders  of  the  Navy  ; 
but  they  did  find  work  for  old  soldiers, 
and  every  year  it  was  more  and  more 
the  practice  of  the  Government  to  take 
advantage  of  what  opportunities  they 
had  of  supplying  work  for  old  servants. 
Not  long  ago,  in  connection  with  the 
Post  Office,  a  reform  was  carried  out 
by  which  a  large  number  of  small 
appointments,  which  used  to  be  jobbed 
bj  Members  of  Parliament,  being  in  their 
gift,  were  given  to  old  soldiers. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
must  deprecate  the  attack  which  had 
been  made  on  the  Harbour  Master  of 
Holyhead.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Morton)  said  he  did  not  know 
anything  about  this  gentleman,  and  yet 
he  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  give  proof  that  he  was  the  best 
man  for  the  post.  The  onus  of  proof 
surely  rested  upon  the  person  who 
attacked  an  absent  man.  It  was  not  the 
duty  of  a  Minister  to  defend  every  man 
in  the  ^Service.  He  (Mr.  Barton)  could 
only  say,  as  an  Irish  Member  travelling 


backwards  and  forwards  through  Holj- 
head  very  often  in  the  year,  that  he  had 
never  heard  any  complaint  of  the  Har- 
bour Master.  So  far  as  he  knew,  the 
arrangements  at  that  harbour  had  never 
met  with  criticism. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
had  attacked  not  the  official,  but  his  salary, 

Mb.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  implied  that  his  ap- 
pointment was  a  job — that  he  had  been 
selected  because  of  his  connection  with 
a  high  family.  This  Harbour  Master 
had  the  highest  character  for  efficiency, 
and  it  was  not  fair  to  attack  him  with- 
out some  reasonable  ground. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said, he  had 
not  stated  that  it  was  a  job^-and  he 
had  not  intended  to  imply  that.  What 
he  had  intended  to  say — if  he  had  not 
done  so — was  that  if  they  attached  too 
large  a  salary  to  the  post  it  was  calcu- 
lated to  breed  a  job. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  he 
was  glad  they  had  heard  a  distinct  dis- 
claimer from  the  hon.  Member  of  any 
intention  to  attack  the  Holyhead  Har- 
bour Master. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
made  no  personal  attack  on  the  gentle- 
man in  question.  He  had  only  referred 
to  the  principle  involved  in  the  appoint- 
ment. It  was  nonsense  to  say  that  any 
attack  had  been  made  on  the  Harbour 
Master.  No  doubt,  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Barton)  was  crossing  back- 
wfuxis  and  forwards  between  England 
and  Ireland  the  Harbour  Master  looked 
very  well  after  him. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  said,  they 
had  at  Kingstown  Harbour  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  in  the  Rojal  Navy.  It 
was  only  right  to  point  out  that  they  had 
in  these  harbours  men-of-war,  troopships, 
and  Revenue  cutters  ;  and  it  might,  under 
such  circumstances,  be  important  to  have 
a  naval  man  in  charge  of  the  harbours. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  protest  against  the  system  of 
putting  lights  under  the  Board  of  Trade. 
They  had  in  the  Trinity  House  a  body 
admirably  fitted  to  look  after  these 
things 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  to  trans- 
fer the  lights  to  the  Trinity  House,  as 
the  hon.  Member  desired,  would  require 
an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
should  be  satisfied  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  would  promise  bim  to  bring  in  a 
BiU  for  tbe  purpose  next  Session.  He 
wisbed  to  know  if  the  lights  at  the 
Bahamas  and  at  Sombrero,  and  other 
foreign  stations,  were  now  correct  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  repUed  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  complained 
that  there  was  not  a  single  light  in  the 
Red  Sea. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  They  are  not 
under  me. 

The  chairman  said,  that  that 
question  did  not  come  under  the  present 
Vote. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  was 
pointing  out  that  if  they  had  lights 
under  the  Board  of  Trade  in  foreign 
parts  the  list  ought  to  be  revised. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  irregular  to 
discuss  what  is  not  under  the  Vote. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Very  well, 
then  if  I  am  not  allowed  to  discuss  the 
matter  I  will  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £1,000. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  do  that. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  can  give  the 
hon.  Member  no  kind  of  explanation  as 
to  these  lights.     They  are  not  under  me. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  say  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  have 
the  lights  under  him.  I  will  not  press 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  Trinity  House,  he  was  glad 
the  hon.  Member  thought  so  highly  of  it. 
There  were  distinguished  men  on  that 
Board,  who  had  belonged  to  the  Navy 
as  well  as  to  the  Mercantile  Marine. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  £24,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

Viscount   CRANBORNE    said,  the 
point   he    wished  to   raise    was   a  com- 
paratively  small   one.     The  sum  asked 
for  this  new  harbour  stood  at  much  the 
same  figure  as  it  did  last  year,  and  was 
ridiculously  small  when  compared  with 
the    total    Estimate,    which    was    over 
^700,000.     At  that  rate,  and  taking  into 
ount  the  sums  already   voted  for  the 
>o8e,  the  harbour  would  not  be  com- 
ed  for  17  years.     That  appeared  to 
very  uneconomical  method  of  pro- 
ling.     If  the  work  was  worth  doing 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 


at  all  it  must  be  worth  doing  in  a  shorter 
period.  It  was  called  a  harbonr  of  re- 
fuge, but  that  implied  urgency,  and  here 
was  an  attempt  to  postpone  the  nrgencj 
for  17  years.  Private  Members  bad  a 
right  to  criticise  the  Estimates  ;  they  did 
so  for  the  purpose  of  saving  money,  aad 
he  thought  this  was  a  case  in  which  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  should  ofier 
some  explanation.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him  that  a  very  uneconomical  method 
was  being  pursued. 

The  civil  LORD  of  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
said,   the  intention   of  those  who   were 

responsible  for  this  enterprise  was  th»t 
the  money  should  be  spread  over  a 
number  of  years.  This  was  a  harbour  to 
be  built  mainly  by  convict  labour.  It  was 
set  on  foot  some  eight  or  nine  years  ikgo. 
The  sum  asked  for  this  year  was  about 
the  same  as  the  sum  voted  last  year,  wfaeo 
the  Government  of  which  the  noble  Lofd 
was  a  supporter  was  in  Office.  Year  by 
year  this  quota  had  been  asked  for  by 
successive  Governments  and  voted  by 
the  House.  The  procedure  was  the  aaDC 
in  each  case.  He  hoped  the  noblt 
Lord  would  be  satisfied  with  thi»  ia- 
formation. 

Viscount    CRANBORNE   said,  the 

explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 

not   satisfy    him,   and   he  muat   protect 

against  this  policy   on   public  groundi* 

No  doubt  it  had  been  the  practice  of 
Parliament  not  to  allow  convicts  to  use 
their  labour  in  a  remunerative  way  ;  bvt 
he  did  not  see  why  convict  labour,  like 
other  labour,  should  not  be  applied  to 
what  paid  best.  They  should  have 
equality  than  now  prevailed.  He 
attacking  this  Government  specially,  bat 
the  policy  pursued  by  it,  and  by  its  pre- 
decessors. This  great  ma«9  of  maB 
cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  Govern-- 
ments  deliberately  said  that  tbey  wocdd 
not  use  the  labour  of  these  men  in  a 
remunerative  way.  That  was  imposii 
a  heavy  burden  on  the  public.  It 
a  most  extraordinary  example  of  the 
of  moral  courage  on  the  part  of  socoea* 
sive  Governments,  and  exhibited  in  tbe 
most  naked  manner  the  weakness  of  the 
representative  system.  Money  m 
expended  rashly  while  this  system 
vailed  ;  and  the  time  had  come  for  th* 
taxpayers  to  insist  upon  reli^  from  it. 
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The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler,  Wolverhamptou,  E.)  said, 
he  must  protest  against  the  remarks  of 
the  nojble  Lord  with  regard  to  economy, 
which  would  make  it  appear  that  the 
House  had  been  wrong,  and  that  thej 
were  not  for  years  past  treating  the  tax- 
payers fairly.  He  challenged  him  to  put 
down  a  Motion  in  order  to  test  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  House  of  Commons 
would  rescind  what  successive  Liberal 
and  Conseryatiye  Governments  had  done, 
and  would  be  prepared  to  bring  convict 
laboiu*  into  competition  with  free  labour. 
As  one  who  had  had  something  to  do 
with  the  commencement  of  this  particular 
work,  he  owned  that  it  was  with  consider- 
able reluctance  he  yielded  to  this  harbour 
being  started.  He  thought  that  Dover 
or  Gal  way  had  stronger  claims  than 
Peterhead — the  Irish  Members  had  a 
strong  opinion,  and  the  Scotch  had  a 
strong  opinion  also.  The  result,  however, 
was  that  the  Government  of  that  day 
decided  in  favour  of  Peterhead.  No 
blame  whatever  was  attachable  to  the 
Government  in  thus  carrying  out  a  policy 
determined  upon  in  1885,  and  carried  out, 
up  to  the  present  time,  without  question  ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  a  clear  duty  to 
carry  out  the  policy  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment. They  were  pledged  to  Peterhead, 
and  they  must  carry  out  the  work.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  any  unnecessary 
delay  ;  they  were  proceeding  just  as  the 
late  Government  did.  So  far  as  the 
Gt)vemment  was  concerned,  the  noble 
Lord  could  bring  forward  the  general 
question,  and  submit  it  to  the  House.  In 
the  meantime,  he  failed  to  see  where  the 
objection  applied,  for,  as  he  had  said, 
they  were  but  carrying  out  the  policy 
already  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
he  had  always  favoured  Gal  way  in  prefer- 
ence to  Peterhead  ;  and,  much  as  he 
admired  the  Prime  Minister,  he  thought 
it  was  a  blot  on  his  escutcheon  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rescinded  a  promise 
of  the  ConservativeGovemment,  and  sent 
the  convicts  not  to  Gal  way  but  to  Peter- 
head. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  right  in  saying  the  Scotch 
Members  were  in  favour  of  Peterhead  ; 
but  the  Irish  Members  were  unanimous 
for  Gal  way.  The  Government  really 
ought  to  build  one  or   two   harbours  in 


Ireland,  where  they  were  very  much 
wanted.  If  the  Scotch  Members  wanted 
harbours  he  should  vote  with  them,  and 
he  was  sure  they  would  support  his  view 
as  to  the  absence  of  harbour  accommoda- 
tion, and  the  necessity  for  something 
being  done  to  provide  it. 
•Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY(Sheffield, 
Hallam)  understood  this  work  was  being 
done  by  convict  labour. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Mainly. 
•Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  said, 
according  to  his  experience,  a  clear 
distinction  had  always  been  drawn  be- 
tween employing  convict  labour  for 
public  works  for  the  State  and  employing, 
or  allowing  to  be  employed,  convict  labour 
on  commodities  for  sale  in  the  open 
market  to  private  purchasers.  He 
claimed  a  reserved  right  for  the  State  to 
employ  convict  labour  for  national  works. 
He  wished  to  know  what  prospect  there 
was  that  they  would  continue  to  have  in 
Scotland  a  sufficient  force  of  convict 
labour  for  the  prosecution  of  these  works, 
because  in  Scotland,  as  in  England, 
happily  there  was  a  most  satisfactory 
diminution  in  the  numbers  of  the  convict 
population. 

Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea  Town)  said, 
he  would  like  to  see  provision  made  for 
pushing  on  harbours  both  at  Peterhead 
and  Galway ;  but  he  protested  against  the 
work  being  done  by  convict  labour  whilst 
there  were  thousands  of  honest  and 
capable  workmen  unemployed.  In  con- 
structing these  harbours  and  giving 
employment  to  the  deserving  they  were 
discharging  a  duty  to  commerce  and 
humanity  ;  and  the  money  would  be  well 
spent  and  abundantly  returned  to  the 
nation. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  that  when 
this  subject  was  last  under  discussion 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  made  a 
rather  severe  attack  on  him  for  ventiu'ing 
to  criticise  the  Vote,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  developed  the  attack 
by  accusing  him  of  violating  the  or- 
dinary practice  of  Members  of  past 
Governments.  It  was  said  on  that  occa- 
sion that  this  was  a  Vote  for  which 
the  Admiralty  was  responsible.  Indeed, 
it  was  described  as  his  Vote,  for  it  was 
said  that  he  was  responsible  for  it  as 
Civil  Lonl  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  late 
Government,  and  that,  therefore,  his 
action  in  criticising  it   was  unusual  and 
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unprecedented.  He  traversed  all  thoso 
8tatenient8.  It  was  not  an  Admiralty 
Vote  ;  it  was  not  a  Vote  for  which  the 
Civil  Lord  was  responsible ;  it  was  a 
Treasury  Vote.  The  policy  had  been 
decided  on  by  the  Government,  and  all 
that  the  Civil  Lord  was  responsible  for 
was  the  administration  of  the  sum  which 
was  voted  by  the  Treasury.  Therefore, 
in  his  remarks  he  had  been  neither  out 
of  Order  nor  following  an  unusual  course. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  dictum  laid 
down  bv  the  Prime  Minister  that  it  was 
not  unusual  or  contrary  to  Parliamentary 
procedure  for  a  Member  of  a  past 
Government  to  criticise  when  his  Party 
had  gone  out  of  OfBce  a  Vote  which  had 
been  passed  sub  silentio.  He  admitted 
that  it  would  be  a  different  thing  if  a 
Member  of  a  past  Government  had  de- 
feuded  a  Vote  by  a  speech  in  the  House, 
or  supported  it  in  the  Division  Lobbies, 
and  criticised  it  aft^erwards  under  another 
Government.  So  much  in  the  way  of 
justification  for  the  course  he  had  taken 
on  the  previous  occasion.  With  regard 
to  the  Vote  itself,  he  maintained  that  the 
policy  under  which  only  £29,000  a  year 
was  spent  on  such  works  as  harbours  of 
refuge  was  an  unfortunate  and  wasteful 
policy.  It  had  been  clearly  established 
that,  in  the  construction  of  great  public 
works  as  in  that  of  ships,  it  was  bad  to 
extend  the  work  over  a  long  period  of 
time,  and  that  the  more  quickly  it  was 
done  the  more  economically  it  was  done. 
To  spread  the  construction  of  a  harbour 
over  17  or  18  years  must  involve  great 
waste.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  made  a  remarkable 
statement  on  the  subject  of  Peterhead 
Harbour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
practically  admitted  that  in  1885,  Dy  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
contrary  to  the  opinion  of  many  persons, 
himself  included,  the  claims  of  Peter- 
head were  put  before  those  of  Dover 
and  Filey  under  pressure  from  Scotch 
Members. 

•Mr.   H.  H.   FOWLER:    The    hon. 

Gentleman  has  misconstrued  what  I  said. 

I  said  that  the  Government  proposed  a 

Vote  of  £1,000  for  a  preliminary  survey 
at  Dover ;  but  the  House  did  not 
Banction  the  commencement  of  the  work. 
It  was  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  not  of  the  Government  of 
which  I  was  a  Member. 

Sir  E,  Ashmead-Bartleti 


SiK  E.  ASHMEAD  •  B ABTLETT 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Geniieman  had 
now  raised  a  new  and  separate  4|uestiM. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  b^are 
that  the  claims  of  such  important  places 
as  Dover  and  Filey  for  harboora  of  refafe 
were  put  on  one  side,  contrary  to  ]u» 
judgment,  in  favour  of  Peteiiieady  ia 
deference  to  pressure  from  Scotch  Men- 
bers 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  By  the  Howe 
of  Commons. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
said  the  Government  must  hare 
half-hearted,  or  else,  with  the 
of  100  which  they  then  had  in  the 
they  could  easily  have  carried  the  V 
Then,  again,  the  Governmeut,  acconfia^ 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  onij  pra- 
posed  to  devote  £100  for  Dover.  Tim 
reminded  him  of  the  £4,000  or  £k)aOO 
they  proposed  to  devote  on  Gifasatear. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  the  works  at  ~ 
were  being  conducted  atan  enornxmai 
Another  instance  of  the  jndgmeiu 
economy  of  the  past  Goveroment.  Bt 
wished  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ai* 
miralty  whether  Peterhead 
was  likely  to  be  completed  for 
Estimate  settled  on  before  — 
£437,000  ;  and,  as  something  likeatfeA 
of  that  amount  had  been  spent,  he 
to  know  whether  a  third  of  the 
been  done  ?  He  also  wished  to 
whether  the  work  would  be  eomplaai 
in  the  time  appointed,  of  which  17  ji^ 
had  yet  to  run ;  and  whether  the  O^ 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  satisfied  wlk 
the  way  in  which  the  work  wa 
executed,  and  with. its  progress  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (BdfaiC 
W.)  said,  the  only  justificatioo  for  ^ 
expenditure  of  public  mooej 
it  was  spent  on  some  work  of 
importance.  But  it  was  now 
that  Peterhead  had  no  claim 
nation,  and  the  President '  of  the 
GU>vemment  Board  had  admitted 
paramount  necessity  for  a 
Dover — a  foct  which  was 
everyone  who  had  considered  the 
It  would  seem  to  be  the  poliej 
Government  that  public  monej 
be  spent  only  on  one  harbour  at  a 
and  as  it  had  been  shown  that  iha 
hour  at  Peterhead  conld  not  be 
before  17  years,  he  wished 
whether  that  period  mutt 


1065     Supply— Civil  Services     {1  August  1893}         and  Revenue^  S^c.         1066 


the  construction  of  a  harbour  at  Dover 
was  commenced  ?  There  was  absolutely 
DO  military  harbour  between  Portsmouth 
and  the  mouth  of  the  Thames,  and  from 
the  mouth  of  the  Thames  to  the  Humber. 
All  military  and  naval  authorities 
agreed  that  a  harbour  at  Dover  was 
an  absolute  necessity.  Why  Peterhead, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  a  military 
harbour,  had  been  undertaken  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  conceive,  for  he  could  hardly 
accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Memb^ 
for  Ecclesall  that  it  was  undertaken 
solely  on  the  ground  that  the  Scotch 
Members  had  pressed  for  it. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  did  not  say  so.  I  quoted  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  as 
having  said  so. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  that 
if  the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  made  the  statement  he  was 
bound  to  accept  it ;  though,  personally, 
he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  there 
most  be  some  stronger  motive  for  the 
selection  of  Peterhead.  But  if  there  was 
a  necessity  for  a  harbour  at  Peterhead, 
there  was  an  infinitely  greater  necessity 
for  a  harbour  at  Dover  ;  and  he  thought 
that  work  should  be  at  once  commenced. 
It  was  admitted  there  was  a  paramount 
necessity  for  a  harbour  at  Dover,  totally 
independent  of  what  was  being  done  there 
by  private  enterprise.  We  had  spent 
£60,000  upon  a  convict  establishment 
there  ;  and  were  we  to  wait  17  years 
before  beginning  the  work  which  had 
been  initiated  by  that  expenditure  ? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order.  The 
Vote  for  Dover  Harbour  is  not  now 
before  us. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said  that 
Dover  had  been  referred  to  by  every 
Member  who  had  spoken  so  far.  All  he 
wished  to  urge  was  that  half  of  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee  should  be  spent  on 
a  harbour  at  Dover,  which  was  a  pressing 
necessity  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  all  the 
questions  raised  on  this  Vote  were  settled 
deliberately  by  two  Committees  10  years 
ago.  But  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  was  a  new  Member  of  the 
House,  and  always  eager  to  convey  in- 
formation to  the  House.  It  was  a  verv 
remarkable  thing  that  opportunity  should 
be  taken  to  raise  these  questions  again  in 


this  busy  Session.  He  would  not,  there* 
fore,  go  into  irrelevant  questions.  As  to 
the  number  of  convicts  available  at  Peter- 
head at  the  31  St  of  March  last  it  was 
303.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ecclesall 
was  entirely  mistaken  in  stating  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  responsible  for  the 
Vote.  The  matter  had  been  settled  by 
agreement  between  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Treasurv 

Sir  E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
The   Admiralty   only   administered    the 
amount.     The  amount  was  fixed  by  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the 
Engineer-in  Chief  of  the  works  framed 
the  Estimate  ;  the  Admiralty  settled  it  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury,  and 
the  Member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
responsible  was  the  Civil  Lord,  an  Office 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
filled  in  the  late  Government.  There- 
fore, year  by  year  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  a  due  sense,  he  hoped,  of  his  own 
responsibility  and  a  due  sense  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Admiralty,  fulfilled 
the  duty  of  proposing  this  Vote  which  he 
now  criticised. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
The  Admiralty  did  not  propose  it.  It  is  a 
Treasury  Vote. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  It  is  a 
Treasury  Vote  for  which  the  Admiralty 
is  responsible. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
For  only  its  administration. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the  Vote 
was  a  yearly  Vote,  and  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  for  the  time  being  was 
responsible.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ecclesall  had  also  asked  him  how  much  of 
the  work  at  Peterhead  had  been  done. 
His  answer  was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  the  information  he  asked  for, 
up  to  31st  March  of  last  year,  in  a  Re- 
port he  himself  had  issued  as  Civil  Lord 
in  1892.  Since  then  not  much  progress 
had  been  made  with  the  works.  As  far 
as  he  knew,  the  amount  of  work  done 
was  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
money  spent,  and  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  original  Estimate  would 
be  exceeded  before  the  harbour  was  com- 
pleted. He  thought  these  were  all  the 
relevant  points  that  had  been  raised. 
[Colonel  Nolan  :  Galway.]  He  had 
great  sympathy  with  Galway.  He  did 
not  know  whether  there  were  convicts 
at  Galway,  but  there  were  at  Peterhead  ; 
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unprecedented.  He  traversed  all  those 
statements.  It  was  not  an  Admiralty 
Vote  ;  it  was  not  a  Vote  for  which  the 
Civil  Lord  was  responsible ;  it  was  a 
Treasury  Vote.  The  policy  had  been 
decided  on  by  the  Government,  and  all 
that  the  Civil  Lord  was  responsible  for 
was  the  administration  of  the  snm  which 
was  voted  by  the  Treasury,  Therefore, 
in  his  remarks  he  had  been  neither  out 
of  Order  nor  following  an  unusual  course. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  dictum  laid 
down  bv  the  Prime  Minister  that  it  was 
not  unusual  or  contrary  to  Parliamentary 
procedure  for  a  Member  of  a  past 
Government  to  criticise  when  his  Party 
had  gone  out  of  Office  a  Vote  which  had 
been  passed  $uh  silentio.  He  admitted 
that  it  would  be  a  different  thing  if  a 
Member  of  a  past  Government  had  de- 
fended a  Vote  by  a  speech  in  the  House, 
or  supported  it  in  the  Division  Lobbies, 
and  criticised  it  afterwards  under  another 
Government.  So  much  in  the  way  of 
justification  for  the  course  he  had  taken 
on  the  previous  occasion.  With  regard 
to  the  Vote  itself,  he  maintained  that  the 
policy  under  which  only  £29,000  a  year 
was  spent  on  such  works  as  harbours  of 
refuge  was  an  unfortunate  and  wasteful 
policy.  It  had  been  clearly  established 
that,  in  the  construction  of  great  public 
works  as  in  that  of  ships,  it  was  bad  to 
extend  the  work  over  a  long  period  of 
time,  and  that  the  more  quickly  it  was 
done  the  more  economically  it  was  done. 
To  spread  the  construction  of  a  harbour 
over  17  or  18  years  must  involve  great 
waste.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  made  a  remarkable 
statement  on  the  subject  of  Peterhead 
Harbour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
practically  admitted  that  in  1 885,  Dy  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
contrary  to  the  opinion  of  many  persons, 
himself  included,  the  claims  of  Peter- 
head were  put  before  those  of  Dover 
and  Filey  under  pressure  from  Scotch 
Members. 

•Mr.   H.   H.   FOWLER:    The    hon. 

Gentleman  has  misconstrued  what  I  said. 

I  said  that  the  Government  proposed  a 

Vote  of  £1,000  for  a  preliminary  survey 
at  Dover ;  but  the  House  did  not 
sanction  the  commencement  of  the  work. 
It  was  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  not  of  the  Government  of 
which  I  was  a  Member. 

Sir  E,  Ashmead'RarileU 


Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  •  BABTLETT 
said,  that  the  right  hop.  Gentleman  U 
now  raised  a  new  and  separate  ^ueitifL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  befoit 
that  the  claims  of  such  important  plic0 
as  Dover  and  Filey  for  harbours  of  refift 
were  put  on  one  side,  contrary  to  bi* 
judgment,  in  favour  of  Peterhead,  a 
deference  to  pressure  from  Scotch  3to* 
bers 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  BytbeHoo* 
of  Commons, 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTUn 
said  the  Government  must  have  beo 
half-hearted,  or  else,  with  the  najortf 
of  100  which  they  then  had  m  the  How. 
they  could  easily  have  carried  the  Vott 
Then,  again,  the  Government,  aocordai 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  osfy  F*^ 
posed  to  devote  £100  for  Dover.  Tki* 
reminded  him  of  the  £4^000  or  fiO* 
they  proposed  to  devote  on  Gifcoi*'* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  furthff 
told  them  that  the  works  at  PetffW 
were  being  conducted  at  an  enonDoai«* 
Another  instance  of  the  judgmeol  w 
economy  of  the  past  Govemmeot  * 
wished  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  A*" 
miralty  whether  Peterhead  HiH* 
was  likely  to  be  completed  for  * 
Estimate  settled  on  before — n*>^ 
£437,000  ;  and,  as  something  liket^ 
of  that  amount  had  been  spent,  he  ^0 
to  know  whether  a  third  of  the  wot » 
been  done  ?  He  also  wished  to  bj* 
whether  the  work  would  be  eompl^ 
in  the  time  appointed,  of  which  17  w* 
had  yet  to  run ;  and  whether  the  Cm 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  satisfied  witt 
the  way  in  which  the  work  wai  l«*? 
executed,  and  with  its  progrew  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FOBSTEB  (Belb* 
W.)  said,  the  only  justification  for  * 
expenditure  of  public  money  wai  t» 
it  was  spent  on  some  work  of  P****"^ 
importance.  But  it  was  now  •MJS*'^ 
that  Peterhead  had  no  claim  oo  » 
nation,  and  the  President  of  ^*^ 
Government  Board  had  admittod  * 
paramount  necessity  for  a  hyhtg 
Dover — a  fact  which  was  (^^rio* 
everyone  who  had  considered  the  ■*** 
It  would  seem  to  be  the  Y^\^ 
Government  that  public  money  ^^ 
be  spent  only  on  one  barboor  at  "J^ 
and  as  it  had  been  shown  that  tht  >*: 
hour  at  Peterhead  could  not  beeoPP*^ 
before  17  year*,  he  wished  ••  ^r 
whether  that  period  must  aU|ii«  "^ 
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the  construction  of  a  harbour  at  Dover 
was  commenced  ?  There  was  absolutely 
no  military  harbour  between  Portsmouth 
and  the  mouth  of  the  Thames,  and  from 
the  month  of  the  Thames  to  the  Humber. 
All  military  and  naval  authorities 
agreed  that  a  harbour  at  Dover  was 
an  absolute  necessity.  Why  Peterhead, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  a  military 
harbour,  had  been  undertaken  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  conceive,  for  he  could  hardly 
accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  £cclesall  that  it  was  undertaken 
solely  on  the  ground  that  the  Scotch 
Members  had  pressed  for  it. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  did  not  Bay  so.  I  quoted  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  as 
having  said  so. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  that 
i!  the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  made  the  statement  he  was 
bound  to  accept  it ;  though,  personally, 
he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  there 
most  be  some  stronger  motive  for  the 
selection  of  Peterhead.  But  if  there  was 
a  necessity  for  a  harbour  at  Peterhead, 
there  was  an  infinitely  greater  necessity 
for  a  harbour  at  Dover  ;  and  he  thought 
that  work  should  be  at  once  commenced. 
It  was  admitted  there  was  a  paramount 
necessity  for  a  harbour  at  Dover,  totally 
independent  of  what  was  being  done  there 
hy  private  enterprise.  We  had  spent 
£60,000  upon  a  convict  establishment 
there  ;  and  were  we  to  wait  17  years 
before  beginning  the  work  which  had 
been  initiated  by  that  expenditure  ? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order.  The 
Vote  for  Dover  Harbour  is  not  now 
before  us. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said  that 
Dover  had  been  referred  to  by  every 
Member  who  had  spoken  so  far.  All  he 
wished  to  urge  was  that  half  of  the  Vote 
hefore  the  Committee  should  be  spent  on 
a  harbour  at  Dover,  which  was  a  pressing 
necessity  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  all  the 
questions  raised  on  this  Vote  were  settled 
deliberately  by  two  Committees  10  years 
^0.  But  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  was  a  new  Member  of  the 
House,  and  always  eager  to  convey  in- 
formation to  the  House.  It  was  a  very 
remarkable  thing  that  opportunity  should 
he  taken  to  raise  these  questions  again  in 


this  busy  Session.  He  would  not,  there- 
fore, go  into  irrelevant  questions.  As  to 
the  number  of  convicts  available  at  Peter- 
head at  the  31st  of  March  last  it  was 
303.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ecclesall 
was  entirely  mistaken  in  stating  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  responsible  for  the 
Vote.  The  matter  had  been  settled  by 
agreement  between  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Treasury. 

Sir  E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
The   Admiralty   only   administered    the 
amount.     The  amount  was  fixed  by  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the 
Engineer-in  Chief  of  the  works  framed 
the  Estimate  ;  the  Admiralty  settled  it  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury,  and 
the  Member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
responsible  was  the  Civil  Lord,  an  Office 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
filled  in  the  late  Government.  There- 
fore, year  by  year  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  a  due  sense,  he  hoped,  of  his  own 
responsibility  and  a  due  sense  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Admiralty,  fulfilled 
the  duty  of  proposing  this  Vote  which  he 
now  criticised. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
The  Admiralty  did  not  propose  it.  It  is  a 
Treasury  Vote. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  It  is  a 
Treasury  Vote  for  which  the  Admiralty 
is  responsible. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
For  only  its  administration. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the  Vote 
was  a  yearly  Vote,  and  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  for,  the  time  being  was 
responsible.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ecclesall  had  also  asked  him  how  much  of 
the  work  at  Peterhead  had  been  done. 
His  answ^  was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  the  information  he  asked  for, 
up  to  31st  March  of  last  year,  in  a  Re- 
port he  himself  had  issued  as  Civil  Lord 
in  1892.  Since  then  not  much  progress 
had  been  made  with  the  works.  As  far 
as  he  knew,  the  amount  of  work  done 
was  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
money  spent,  and  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  original  Estimate  would 
be  exceeded  before  the  harbour  was  com- 
pleted. He  thought  these  were  all  the 
relevant  points  that  had  been  raised. 
[Colonel  Nolan  :  Galway.]  He  had 
great  sympathy  with  Galway.  He  did 
not  know  whether  there  were  convicts 
at  Galway,  but  there  were  at  Peterhead  ; 
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realised,  when  the  Act  freeing  education 
was  pur^sedfthat  this  would  be  the  result. 
In  conclusion,  he  protested  against  the 
notion  that  in  voting  £6,250,000  on  a 
matter  so  closely  affecting  the  well-being 
of  the  country  they  were  only  to  be 
allowed  a  few  hours  for  discussion,  and 
that  Debate  was  to  be  stifled  by  the 
Closure.  Every  one  of  the  subjects  he 
had  referred  to  was  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  House — much  more 
worthy  than  the  subject  to  which  they 
had  been  devoting  months. 

Mr.  J.  W.  SIDEBOTHAM  (Cheshire, 

Hyde)  said,  he  wished  to  bring  forwanl 

a    matter   to    which    he    had    directed 

attention  earlier  in  the  Session — namely, 
Petitions  under  the  Act.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  him  a  courteous 
but  a  most  unsatisfactory  answer. 
He  had  said  that,  no  matter  how 
the  signatures  were  obtained  to  a 
Petition,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  take  action  on  it.  The  question 
was,  whether  a  single  dissatisfied  or  evil- 
disposed  person  in  a  district  should  have 
the  power  to  alter  the  whole  of  the  exist- 
ing school  arrangements  in  that  district, 
and  to  force  a  School  Board  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  said,  that  when  a 
Petition  was  received,  lest  they  might  be 
acting  on  bogus  signatures,  they  sent  the 
document,  or  a  copy  of  it,  to  the  managers 
of  the  school  concerned ;  and  if  it  was 
found  (as  sometimes  it  was)  that  certain 
signatures  were  not  bona  JidCy  they  were 
struck  off. 

Mr.  J.  W.  SIDEBOTHAM  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  informed  him 
that  the  Department  did  not  consider 
the  manner  in  which  the  signatures  were 
obtained.  He  was  not  going  back  to  the 
question  of  Clause  5  of  the  Act  of  1891. 
When  that  clause  was  under  considera- 
tion, many  of  them  saw  what  would 
follow.  They  felt  absolutely  certain 
that  for  every  case  where  there  was  an 
honest,  genuine,  demand  on  the  part  of 
the  people  for  free  education,  they  would 
have  a  large  number  of  cases  in  which 
there  would  be  no  genuine  demand — 
cases  where  he  might  say  the  demand 
would  be  spurious.  Petitions  were  some- 
times due  to  single  individuals  who, 
for  political  or  personal  reasons,  wished 
to    upset     the     existing     arrangement:^. 

Mr.  Bartley 


These  individuals  were  in  evideocf  a 
our  large  towns  immediately  after  tfcf 
Act  came  into  operation.  The  h^ 
device  they  resorted  to  was  to  send  *x- 
circulars  to  the  school  managers  deinu^ 
ing  free  places  for  the  children.  H- 
held  in  his  hand  one  of  these  drcnhr 
which  were  taken  to  school  bv  lii' 
scholars  purporting  to  be  signed  by  th* 
parents.  It  was  a  printed  ppff 
addressed  to  the  school  maDagera,  ei- 
pressiug  a  desire  for  free  places  in  iW 
school.  These  circulars  were  not  prx^ 
to  the  children  by  the  parents  to  tJte  f • 
school.  The  whole  thing  was  the  wiwi 
of  one  individual  who,  carried  awaj  >■» 
mistaken  zeal,  wished  to  upset  the  ev 
isting  school  arrangements.  One  of  t^ 
masters  had  made  a  statement  fni> 
which  it  appeared  that  he  had  re«ei^|^ 
one  of  the  circulars  from  a  child  wht* 
father's  signature  was  appended  to  iv 
and  that  the  child's  father,  on  bcbf 
questioned,  declared  that  he  bad  i^ 
signed  it,  that  he  knew  nothing  aboat  >\ 
and  that  that  was  the  first  time  ht  kac 
seen  it.  The  father  stated  that  be  £< 
not  want  free  places,  and  added — ^'*TV 
bit  we  have  to  pay  now  will  hurt  oolw^-* 
No  doubt  the  object  of  the  circuhnf 
to  obtain  from  the  managers  tb« 
of  the  demand  for  free  place^v,  «o*  * 
enable  a  Petition  to  be  pres«ntv^  8* 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  vIiAp 
he  would  attach  any  great  weight  *  * 
Petition  obtained  by  such  nseaiit?  B« 
happened  to  be  Chairman  of  the  inaMfB* 
of  one  of  the  voluntary  schools  ia  ^ 
district  represented  by  the  hon.  Mta^ 
for  the  Gorton  Division  of  LaacM^^ 
(Mr.  Mather),  and  presided  ot«  • 
meeting  of  all  the  school  iinMyr" 
in  the  district,  when  the  Act  wa»  fr* 
passed.  It  was  found  impossihle  tei  (w 
the  schools  entirely,  but  fees 
materially  reduced,  and  the 
arranged  to  provide  10  per  cent,  d  fr* 
places,  it  being  anticipated  that  ^ 
would  satisfy  all  the  reasonable 
ments  of  the  place.  No  comphuDte 
heard  until,  in  September  lasl^  the  f*** 
tleman  to  whom  he  had  refcfred  took 
into  his  head  to  get  np  a  Petido&.  F 
sent  the  Petition  to  various 
had  it  exhibited  at  the 
Stores,  with  the  result  thai  145 
tures  were  obtained,  and  free 
demanded  for  380  children.     An  i^f*"* 
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revealed  the  facts  that  in  two  cases  the 
husband  and  wife  both  signed,  in  two 
cases  nobody  resided  at  the  address  given; 
that  one  person  who  had  signed  did  not 
live  in  the  district;  that  in  some  cases  the 
people  who  signed  were  ignorant  of  the 
object  of  the  Petition,  and  that  those  who 
signed  at  the  Co-operative  Stores  thought 
the  Petition  was  one  in  favour  of 
building  central  stores  in  connection  with 
the  Co-operative  Society.  £ighty  of  the 
persons  who  had  signed  subsequently 
withdrew  their  signatures,  and  sent  a 
counter-Petition  to  the  Education  De- 
partment. The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
had  said  that,  whatever  the  manner  in 
which  signatures  were  obtained,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Department  to  take 
action  upon  them.  He  (Mr.  Sidebotham), 
however,  did  not  think  that  those  who 
had  signed  a  Petition  in  absolute 
ignorance  of  its  prayer  came  under  the 
description  given  in  the  Act  of  persons 
who  "  desired  "  free  accommodation.  Of 
course,  if  the  right  of  petitioning  were 
feirly  exercised  nobody  could  reasonably 
complain  ;  but  he  did  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  secure  fairness,  and  not  to 
allow  any  abuse  of  the  power  of 
petitioning. 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  said,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  discover  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Sidebotham)  whether 
he  was  attacking  the  authors  of  the  Free 
Education  Act  or  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  to  administer  that  measure. 
The  hon.  Member  could  not  be  aware  of 

what  had  to  be  done  at  the  Education 
Department  on  receipt  of  the  Petition. 
As  soon  as  a  Petition  reached  the  De- 
partment an  impartial  investigation 
^ways  took  place,  and  a  Return  was 
nade  to  the  Department  as  to  the  result 
)f  that  investigation.  It  appeared  to  him 
hat,  under  these  circumstances,  the  hon. 
jrentleman  had  not  any  grievance  at  all. 
Che  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
Mr.  Hartley)  had  indulged  in  some 
loraewhat  acrimonious  observations.  He 
lad  complained  that  he  was  not  heard 
ast  evening.  He  had,  however,  the 
insolation  of  knowing  that  he  had 
epeated  his  arguments  three  times  to- 
kight.  First  of  all,  the  hon.  Member 
old  the  House  what  he  was  going  to 


say,  then  he  laid  before  the  House  the 
evidence  he  had  as  to  what  he  was  going 
to  prove,  and  he  wound  n^hj  telling  the 
House  what,  according  to  his  view,  he 
had  proved.  Therefore,  the  House  had 
an  opportunity  of  hearing  all  his  argu- 
ments three  times  over. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  No, 
no ! 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  interrupts  was  probably  bored, 
and  did  not  listen. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  On  the  contrary, 
I  listened  to  the  whole  speech,  and  I 
thought  it  a  very  concise  and  admirable 
speech. 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  listened  to  the  speech  he 
could  not  have  understood  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  was  evi- 
dently annoyed  because  the  tone  and 
tenour  of  the  speeches   last   night  had 

been  in  approbation  of  the  policy  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council.  This, 
apparently,  had  rankled  somewhere  in 
the  form  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  No 
evidence  whatever  had  been  offered  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  establish  the 
charge  he  had  made  that  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  had  made  an 
attack  on  the  voluntary  school  system. 
He  (Mr.  Lockwood)  could  give  the 
House  an  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ^s  interference,  which  cert&inly 
justified  all  the  approbation  he  had 
received.  A  requisition  was  sent  up 
from  the  City  of  York  for  free  places  for 
5,000  children.  That  requisition  was 
investigated  by  an  impartial  tribunal, 
with  the  result  that  the  6,000  was  re- 
duced to  something  over  2,500 ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ordered  that  in 
that  city  3,000  free  places  should  be 
provided  for  children  whose  parents 
desired  that  they  should  have  free  educa- 
tion, and  he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  was  glad  to 
know  that  two  schools  were  in  course  of 
construction  which  would  meet  the  views 
of  his  constituents  in  this  respect. 
For  himself,  he  could  only  say  that  he  was 
very  thankful  to  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man for  what  he  had  done  for  the  City 
of  York.  These  criticisms  on  free  edu- 
cation came  with  very  bad  grace  from 
hon.   Gentlemen  opposite.     During  tha 
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had  this  further  opportunity  of  diBCUsfi- 
iug  the  question  of  educational  training. 
This  Vote  dealt  with  a  matter  which 
more  than  anj  other  affected  the  domestic 
life  of  the  nation.  Although  the  amount 
expended  under  this  Vote  was  large,  he 
ventured  to  say  the  country  would  not 
complain  of  the  amount  provided  the 
money  was  well  spent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  this  Vote  told 
them  he  had  no  difficulty  with  the  Trea- 
sury as  regarded  technical  education, 
because  that  tended  to  improve  the  trade 
of  the  country  and,  consequently,  the 
sources  from  which  the  income  came. 

Mr.    ACLAND    said,    his     remarks 
applied  to  all  education. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  At  any 
rate,  that  statement  was  true  of  technical 
education.  He  desired  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  the  means  of  education 
applied  to  the  largest  industry  of  all — 
namely,  agriculture,  were  deficient.  If 
there  was  any  class  of  people  who  ought 
to  receive  some  agricultural  teaching  it 
was  their  true  farmers — the  agricultural 
labourers.  At  present  there  were  practi- 
cally no  means  of  imparting  to  them 
instruction  in  agriculture  which  would 
prove  of  so  much  value  to  them.  It 
was  quite  true  that  there  were  evening 
schools,  but  he  did  not  think  the  ri^^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  contend  that  in 
these  evening  schools  any  large  number 
of  agricultural  labourers  were  to  be 
found.  But,  again,  the  class  of  teach- 
ing to  which  he  referred  must  be 
imparted  to  the  pupils  when  they  were 
young,  if  it  was  to  be  of  use  to  them  in 
after-life  ;  therefore,  he  contended  that 
this  teaching  should  be  given  in  the 
elementary  schools  to  the  children  when 
they  were  at  an  age  at  which  they  would 
be  likely  to  be  struck  by  that  teaching 
and  when  it  was  likely  to  influence  them. 
At  the  present  time  the  teaching  in  the 
rural  schools  was  too  bookish.  It  pre- 
sented temptations  and  inducements  to 
the  children  to  get  away  from  country 
life  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could,  and 
he  believed  the  educational  mill  they  had 
to  go  through  tended  more  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  powers  of  observation 
^,han  a  proper  class  of  education  would 
.  Elementary  science,  it  was  true, 
IS  taught  in  the  rural  schools,  but  not 
any  great  extent.  More  than  one 
spector  complained  of  the  mechanical 
^hion    in  which  education  was   given 
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under   the    present    system.      The    In- 
spector   in     the    Eastern     Divieion    d 
England  complained  very  much    of  the 
"  Bradshaw  stvle  "  of  knowledge   givee 
in    the    schools.      For    instance,     whei 
Dundee  was    mentioned,  straightway  a 
spring   seemed   to   be   touched  and   out 
came    the    answer,    '^Hemp,    jut^^  aod 
marmalade  *^ ;  but  when    the    In^pertar 
went  on   to   examine  the  nature  of  th« 
reply,   he  found  the  idea  in  the  child'^ 
mind   was     that    jute    was    made    into 
*'*'  brooches,  marmalade,  and   silk    hand- 
kerchiefs."    They  wanted  to  get  object- 
lessons.     If   the  children  had  got  beiforf 
them   a    pound    or    two    of    jute   fran 
Dundee  in  various  stages  of  manafacture, 
they   would   not   suppose   it    wa^t  n»de 
into  marmalade.     More  than  half  of  thr 
present  kind   of  teaching    was    throvn 
away.     This   criticism  applied    to  agri- 
culture.      In    the    very    few     cases    in 
which  agriculture    was    taught   in    tfaf 
elementary  schools  it  was  taught  in  tka 
theoretical   way,    and   some  of  the  U- 
spectors  said  that,  although  agriculcire. 
when  well  and  properly  tanght,  wa«  ta 
attractive  subject  to  children,   yet  Ttn 
frequently  it  was  of  very  little  use  co-  M 
to  very  little  result   through   the   H^s^ 
retical  manner  in  which   it   wan  taiighi 
What    was     wanted     was    a     praetia' 
application  of  the  theoretical  knowbi^ 
given,  and  that  could  only  be  obtahiei  K* 
having  what  he  had  long   advocated 
namely,       school       gardens       attacM 
to      each       of       the      rural       sclMeA. 
in      order      that     the      lessons     ni^U 
be    demonstrated.      There    were    bmci 
things,    such    as     pruning,     choice    *i 
seeds,  poultry-keeping,  and  so  on,  whk^ 
could  not  be  taught  theoretically  or  vitr 
advantage  and  good  results.     In  ord«f  l^ 
bring  about  such  good  resultM  they  auM 
have  encouragement  given  by  the   IV 
partment,  and  then  encouragement 
be  given  by  the  Inspectors, who^he 
did  not  give  much  encouragement  to  tl». 
particular  class  of  schools  and  teacfan^ 
If  they  wanted  to  get  anything  gcM>d  f  r 
their  agricultural  children  they  mnst  p 
to   Ireland    for    the    example.     In  tir 
National  schools   in   Ireland  a^ricollxr 
was  a  compulsory  subject,  and  so  it  o«fi* 
to  be  in  England.      Some  of  the  «ck»a:» 
had  gardens  attached  to  them,  in  whrt 
practical  demonstrations  were  givco,  a>^ 
this  was  a  matter  he  had  alwar*  mif^ 
cated.     Mr.   Carroll,   one  of   the  Mt^^ 
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was  made  bj  Act,  but  that  Act  could  be 
amended  bj  another  Act  if  it  were  not 
for  the  opposition  of  the  Vice  President. 
Much  of  this  money  was  being  compara- 
tively wasted  ;  it  would  certainly  do  the 
highest  form  of  good  if  Local  Authori- 
ties were  allowed  to  apply  some  portion 
of  it  to  agricultural  teaching.  If  we 
were  to  compete  with  foreign  farmers, 
our  farmers  must  be  as  well  instructed  ; 
and  their  education  could  not  begin  too 
early.  Agriculture  could  no  longer  be 
carried  on  by  rule-of -thumb  ;  and  we 
could  not  expect  the  agricultural 
labourer  to  become  a  practical  tiller  of 
the  soil  without  the  aids  which  were  as 
yet  denied  him.  He  expressed  the 
earnest  hope  that  something  would  be 
done  in  the  direction  he  had  indicated. 


men  connected  with  agricultural  t'Caching 
in  Ireland,  said  in  his  Report — 

**  Every  National  school  in  Ireland  should  be 
an  agricoltaTal  school  if  situated  in  a  rural  dis- 
trict, and  an  industrial  school  when  in  a  large 
town." 

That  was  the  sort  of  education  they 
wanted  ;  but  he  regretted  to  say  the  pre- 
sent Vice  President,  whose  ability  no  one 
recognised  more  than  he,  had  not  that 
practical  sympathy  with  this  class  of 
education  that  he  should  like  to  see  him 
have.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  contended 
that  they  would  not  get  good  agricultural 
night  schools  unless  they  had  feeders  for 
them  in  the  form  of  agricultural  teaching 
in  their  elementary  schools.  The  present 
teaching,  which  was  given  in  a  theoreti- 
cal manner  as  a  class  subject,  was  of 
little  or  no  value.  Then  if  it  were 
made  a  specific  subject  it  must  be 
taken  by  scholars  when  they  had 
attained  the  Fourth  or  Fifth  Standard, 
and  they  knew  that  the  bulk  of  the  rural 
children  passed  away  from  school  as  soon 
as  they  had  reached  the  Fourth  Standard. 
They  really  wanted  active  encourage- 
ment, and  agricultural  education  should 
be  made  compulsory  in  the  rural  schools. 
It  was  said  that  young  children  could 
not  do  that  kind  of  work;  but  he  had 
some  practical  knowledge,  and  those  who 
knew  what  children  from  eight  to  12 
could  do  in  farming,  horticulture,  and 
gardening  would  not  agree  with  such  a 
statement.  He  readily  joined  in  the 
praise  given  to  Inspectors  ;  but  as  a 
class  they  were  trained  in  literary  educa- 
tion ;  and  they  did  not  encourage  that 
humble  scientific  teaching  as  much  as 
they  did  literary  instruction.  He  was 
aware  there  were  some  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  carrying  out  his  suggestion,  but 
these  could  be  easily  overcome  by  the 
Department.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  facilities  for  school 
gardens  and  practical  teaching  in  agri- 
culture, the  result  would  be  to  implant 
a  love  of  rural  pursuits  in  the  minds  of 
the  children  when  they  were  at  an  age 
to  receive  those  impressions,  and  they 
would  obtain  a  knowledge  which  would 
be  useful  to  them  as  cottagers  after- 
wards, and  make  them  good  workmen. 
The  Vice  President  would  not  allow  any 
of  the  Goschen  money  to  go  to  elemen- 
tary schools  for  the  purpose  in  question. 
He  knew  the  allocation  of  that  money 

VOL.  XV,      [POUBTH   SEBIES.] 


Mr.  CONYBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  listened  to  the  De- 
bate on  the  previous  night,  and  he  did 
not  think  any  of  the  speakers  touched 
upon  a  subject  on  which  he  was 
desirous  of  saying  a  few  words. 
He  wished  to  refer  to  one  paragraph  in 
the  Vice  President's  Report.  He  was 
glad  to  see  the  progress  that  was  being 

made  in  the  teaching  of  drill  in  ele- 
mentary schools,  because  he  believed  that 
drill  led  to  the  moral  and  physical  im- 
provement of  the  boys,  and,  speaking  as 
a  public  schoolman  and  a  public  school 
teacher,  he  would  like  to  see  it  made  an 
essential  part  of  the  curriculum  of  every 
school  in  the  country.  He  was  glad  also 
to  notice  that  the  Savings  Bank  system 
was  extending,  and  he  did  not  know  why 
they  should  not  have  such  an  institution 
in  connection  with  their  schools.  He 
hoped  the  increase  would  be  more  rapid. 
He  had  also  to  express  satisfaction  at  the 
establishment  of  libraries  in  connection 
with  many  elementary  schools.  This  was 
a  question  of  great  importance,  because 
not  only  was  good  done  to  the  children 
themselves  by  the  circulation  among  them 
of  good,  healthy  books,  but  much  was 
done  through  the  agencies  of  the  libraries 
in  their  influence  on  the  homes  to  which 
tlie  books  were  brought.  A  great  deal 
of  the  controversy  had  raged  round  the  part 
which  religious  education  should  play  in 
schools.  He  strongly  protested  against 
the  assumption  that  it  was  impossible  to 
associate  religious  feeling  and  religious 
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teaching  with  Board  schools.  The  people 
of  Cornwall  were  as  religious  as  any  in 
the  Kingdom,  and  yet  in  that  county  they 
had  the  highest  development  of  the  School 
Board  system.  St.  Austell  was  the  first 
to  establish  a  Board  school  when  the 
scheme  was  established,  and  since  then 
the  county  had  been  covered  with  Board 
schools.  The  objection  was  with  them  not 
to  religious  teaching,  but  to  dogmatic  and 
sectarian  teaching,  which  was  a  system 
they  would  never  consent  to  have  im- 
posed upon  them.  Another  point  was 
that  he  would  gladly  see  the  Vote  in- 
creased in  the  direction  of  giving  further 
help  to  secondary  education.  They  de- 
voted vast  sums  to  the  Army  and  Navy; 
and  while  he  did  not  object  to  that,  he 
thought  they  should  spend  an  equally 
large  sum  on  the  important  question  of 
the  education  of  the  people.  He  wished 
also  to  see  an  improvement  in  the  teach- 
ing of  languages  in  the  schools,  and  he 
would  direct  attention  to  what  was  done 
on  the  Continent  in  this  direction.  He 
hoped  this  question  would  not  be 
neglected,  as  it  was  of  vast  importance  to 
their  commercial  interests.  He  would, 
further,  urge  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing into  the  regular  curriculum  of  the 
elementary  schools  systematic  instruction 
in  physiology  and  hygiene,  with  special  re- 
ference to  the  effects  of  alcoholic  drink, 
stimulants,  and  narcotics  on  the  human 
system.  Such  a  system  existed  in  nearly 
all  the  States  of  the  American  Constitu- 
tion, where  scientific  temperance  was 
part  of  the  elementary  school  training. 
Out  of  18,000,000  children  in  the  United 
States  nearly  13,000,000  were  being 
taught  in  these  important  lessons  of 
hygiene  and  health.  In  this  country  they 
were  sadly  deficient  in  this  matter,  the 
Code  containing  no  provision  of  the 
kind.  It  could  not  be  alleged  that  there 
were  no  proper  text  books  for  teach- 
ing this  subject  in  the  elementary 
schools.  He  saw  that  a  book  giving  the 
views  of  their  own  eminent  authority. 
Dr.  W.  B.  Richardson,  was  used  in  the 
States.  The  views  were  set  forth  in  the 
form  of  lectures.  It  appeared  to  him 
that,  as  a  general  principle,  all  their  tem- 
perance legislation  was,  to  a  large  extent, 
wasted  effort  if  they  did  not  begin  at  the 
'beginning — that  was  to  say,  with  the 
hUdren  in  the  schools.  This  kind  of 
eaching    based    the    character    of  the 

Mr.  Conybeare 


children  on  a  proper  foundation  from  the 
beginning,  and  the  recognition  of  socb 
a  principle  would  prevent  a  great  deal  of 
misdirected  effort  on  the  question  of  in- 
temperance and  its  results.  He  pressed 
this  question  very  strongly  on  the  Go- 
vernment, and  trusted  they  would  be 
prepared  to  do  something  giving  direct 
sanction  to  the  principle  of  temperanoe 
education.  Something  might  be  done 
towards  dealing  with  the  problem  while 
the  present  Government  remained  in 
Office,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  his  sug- 
gestion were  adopted,  the  result  would  be 
satisfactory  in  the  direction  of  diminish- 
ing this  evil  of  intemperance. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 

the  Debate  on  this  question  having  been 

closured  last  night,  there  was  nothiog* 

for  him,  and  those  who  thought  with  him, 
but  to  debate  the  questipn  now.  It  was 
stated  as  a  reason  for  the  Closure  last  night 
that  the  Debate  on  this  Vote  had  never 
occupied  more  than  one  day  ;  but  he  oooU 
point  to  an  occasion,  in  1890,  when  the 
Debate  was  adjourned  the  first  eTeniii^ 
the  Vote  was  proposed,  and  resumed  and 
continued  on  a  subsequent  evening.  The 
circumstances  of  that  time  and  the  present, 
moreover,  were  totally  different.  la 
that  year  the  Vote  was  for  £3,900,000 ; 
this  year  it  was  for  £6,200,000.  Soielt 
they  were  entitled  to  discuss  the  qoestioB 
involving  such  a  vast  expenditure,  and  to 
discuss  it  thoroughly  I  The  Vice  Preii- 
dent  (Mr.  Adand)  occupied  nearly  two 
hours  yesterday 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  thi 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclaxd,  York,  WJU 
Rotherham)  :  No. 

""Mr.  BARTLET  said,  he  was  righL 
The  first  speech  lasted  for  an  hour 
and  a  quarter,  and  the  second  for 
half  an  hour.  And  yet  they  benrd 
of  closure  and  of  waste  of 
A  great  number  of  hon. 
within  their  rights — ^got  up  as 
of  flatterers  to  praise  the  right 
Gentleman.  He  had  no  objection  fe» 
that ;  but  as  soon  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  his  speech,  which  was  a  wrv 
powerful  one,  the  Debate  was  closunni. 
Well,  it  was  no  use  mincing  matters.  He 
had  some  distinct  statements  to  laak* 
which  would  go  to  prove  that  the  Vic* 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Coaacii 
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was  doing  everything  be  could  to  injure 
voluntary  schools,  and  especially  the 
schools  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Everything  he  can  ? 

•Mr.  hartley  :  Yes,  pretty  well 
everything  he  could.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  got  to  the  extreme 
limit  yet,  but  there  were  many  ways  of 
injuring  them  besides  putting  an  im- 
mediate end  to  them.  There  was  such  a 
thing  as  harassing,  and  starving,  and 
hampering  them  in  many  ways.  No 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Geutleman^s 
position  was  a  difficult  one,  and  no  doubt 
he  had  strong  opinions  of  his  own;  but  he 
-was  bound  to  cArry  out  the  spirit  of  the 
education  Act,  which  was  that  the 
voluntary  schools  should  be  maintained. 
There  was  a  feeling  spreading  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Education  Department  to  injure 
voluntary  schools,  and  that  was  causing 
considerable  irritation  throughout  the 
country.  The  action  which  had  been 
taken  against  the  London  School  Board 
had  been  a  most  extraordinary  one,  and 
the  answers  given  on  the  subject  by  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  were  most 
peculiar.  The  reason  for  harassing  the 
London  School  Board  was  that  it  was  a 
Sectarian  Body,  but  it  was  elected  entirely 
by  the  ratepayers  just  as  freely  as 
any  other  Body.  But  other  cases 
had  been  cited  in  addition  to 
that  of  the  London  School  Board,  and  no 
answer  had  been  given.  He  himself  was 
going  to  bring  forward  four  cases  which 
had  occurred  either  in,  or  close  to,  the 
district  he  represented,  and  which  showed 
the  same  spirit  of  animus  throughout. 
First  of  all,  as  one  strongly  interested  in 
voluntary  schools,  he  must  say  they  did 
not  object  to  have  pressure  put  upon  the 
voluntary  schools  to  make  their  build- 
ings and  educational  appliances  and 
machinery  better.  But  inasmuch  as 
these  schools  were  the  pioneers  of  educa- 
tion before  modern  ideas  on  the  subject 
were  as  ripe  as  they  were  now,  it  was 
contended  that  it  was  never  intended 
when  the  Free  Education  Act  was  passed 
that  this  drastic  system  should  be  applied 
to  them.  The  first  case  near  his  own  dis- 
trict to  which  he  wished  to  call  attention 
was  that  of  St.  Paul's,  Canonbury.  This 
was  a  large  and  extremely  well-con- 
ducted school,  upon  which  a  good  deal 


of  money  had  been  spent  during  the  last 
two  years  on  improvements,  and  it  had 
just  been  threatened  with  an  entire  loss 
of  the  grants  unless  provision  was  made 
for  infants'  hats,  and  that  in  spite  of  the 
assurance  to  the  Inspector  that  the 
alterations  would  be  effected.  Surely 
this  was  not  the  spirit  of  the  law — that 
the  grant  should  be  withdrawn  and  the 
school  stopped  because  the  accommoda- 
tion for  infants'  hats  was  not  all  that  it 
might  be.  It  was  plain  that  the  Depart- 
ment desired  to  inflict  injury  on  that  par- 
ticular school.  The  next  case  was  that 
of  St.  Philip's,  a  Church  of  England 
school  in  Islington.  It  was  as  efficient 
in  every  respect  as  could  be  desired,  and 
was  admitted  by  the  Inspector  to  be  one 
of  the  best  as  regarded  accommodation 
and  appliances,  but  it  had  been  warned 
because  the  infants'  cloak-room  was  not 
considered  large  enough.  St.  Bartholo- 
mew's, Islington,  which  was  close  to  his 
district,  was  the  third  case.  The  build- 
ings of  this  school  occupied  every 
square  foot  of  the  available  site,  in  a 
densely-populated  district,  and  it  was 
threatened  with  extinction  unless  class- 
rooms and  cloak-rooms  were  immediately 
provided.  That  meant  that  the  school 
would  be  shut  up  if  the  order  was 
enforced,  because  it  could  not  increase  its 
space.  The  fourth  case  was  that  of 
St.  Matthew's,  Islington,  the  class-rooms 
of  which  were  deemed  to  be  too  small, 
although  the  school  was  built  only  a  few 
years  ago,  with  the  full  approval  of  the 
Department.  In  order  to  do  what  was 
now  required  within  a  limited  space  of 
time  the  managers  would  have  to  raise 
not  less  than  £500  or  £600.  The 
managers  were  unable  to  do  this  in  their 
poor  parish  within  the  short  time  speci- 
fied. He  held  that  to  treat  these  schools 
— all  of  which,  he  need  hardly  say,  were 
Church  of  England  schools — in  this  way 
was  not  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  law. 
There  was  another  case  which  was  not 
in  his  district,  but  some  distance  away, 
and  in  that  case  the  school  buildings 
were  reported  as  being  "malodorous," 
and  immediate  re-constraction  was 
ordered.  Plans  were  submitted  to  the 
Department,  but  were  sent  back  for 
alteration,  and  the  grant  was  withheld 
till  the  order  was  carried  out, 
notwithstanding  that  the  delay  was 
occasioned    by  tbQ    Department    itself. 
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Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes  ;  but  the  ques- 
tion then  was  as  to  the  permanent  and 
not  a  merely  temporary  supply  of  school 
accommodation.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmiugham  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings)  spoke  strongly  on  the  question 
of  agricultural  education.  I  dealt  with 
that  subject  in  my  speech  yesterday,  and 
urged  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
going  so  far  as  to  admit  that  in  order  to 
encourage  the  teaching  of  elementary 
science  we  might  diminish  the  time. now 
devoted  to  some  other  branches  of  educa- 
tion. I  think  if  anyone  will  refer  to  the 
Schedule  he  will  see  that  considerable 
advances  have  been  made  in  that  direc- 
tion ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wants  us  to  find  money  to  provide  schools 
with  gardens  for  the  purpose,  I  must  tell 
him  I  think  that  neither  the  Treasury 
nor  the  Government  would  consent  to 
such  additional  charges.  So  far  as 
County  Councils  are  concerned,  I  think 
the  late  Government  were  well  advised 
in  their  Technical  Education  Act  in 
directing  that  the  special  grants 
should  not  be  used  for  standard  subjects. 
Th6  hon.  Member  for  Camborne  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  spoke  on  the  subject  of  thrift, 
and  urged  the  importance  of  teaching 
hygiene  and  physiology,  especially  with 
regard  to  the  effect  on  the  system  of 
alcoholic  drinks.  I  may  say  at  once 
that  I  am  carefully  considering  this 
subject,  and  before  a  new  Code  is 
drawn  up  I  hope  to  make  some 
changes  in  the  suggested  directioti. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)  made  allusion  to  the  time 
occupied  by  the  Education  Vote  Debate 
in  1890.  What  I  said  last  night  as  to 
the  Debate  having  always  been  com- 
pleted in  a  single  night  was  based  on 
information  supplied  to  me  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. But  what  was  the  case  in  1890? 
The  then  Vice  President  did  not  get  up 
to  make  his  statement  till  7  o^elock  ; 
he  spoke  for  two  hours,  and  it  was  really 
half-past  9  before  the  Debate  itself  com- 
menced. On  the  next  day  the  Debate 
began  at  the  ordinary  time,  and  lasted 
seven  hours.  I  think  that,  adding  to 
the  time  devoted  to  the  Debate  last 
night  the  two  or  three  hours  we  are 
setting  apart  for  it  to-night,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  period  allowed  for  dis- 


cussion is  quite  as  long  as  in  aDj  prem 
year — at  any  rate,  no  great  digparitr  *i 
be  found.  The  hon.  Member  for  I«Iiii?V< 
cited  the  case  of  several  schools.  H* 
had  not  given  me  notice  that  be  «t 
going  to  mention  them ;  and,  u  ui 
Department  has  to  deal  with  thoi^ai' 
of  schools,  I  think  he  will  admit  tfasi  I 
can  scarcely  be  expected  to  ctrrj  in  v 
head  the  details  as  to  partiwilw  ca«^ 
many  of  which  do  not  come  andff  u' 
personal  notice.  Had  the  hon.  Uff^^ 
warned  me  I  would  have  been  pr^tT?* 
with  all  the  information  reqniroL  B* 
hon.  Meml>er  took  exception  to  thctrtx 
of  the  Department  in  threatewir  ^ 
withhold  the  grant  unless  proper  cW 
rooms  were  provided.  He  mod*  ^ 
think  the  deficiency  a  light  iMttcr.lti 
he  is  wrong.  When  many  wei  hit*  **• 
wraps  are  hung  up  in  a  schoolnxn" 
know  that  a  close  atmosphere  n  <3i»fi*- 
and  that  the  health  of  the  chiWK*  * 
likely  to  suffer.  Cloak  rooms,  tfp<»^.' 
in  large  schools,  are  an  absolute  st^ 
sity ;  and  then,  as  to  the  size  of  ci*- 
rooms,  the  Department  do  not  iw**  * 
every  schoolroom  shall  be  18  fc**  *f 
15  feet,  but  are  ready  to  take  iw**^ 
able  view  of  the  circumstancef  « •* 


case.     We   know  that  small  w*^ 
apt  to  be  unhealthy,  and  we  do  «■* 
to  put  an  end  to  the  evil  where  it* 
done.     The  hon.  Member  furtbert**^ 
on  the  necessity  for  more  attenti»  • 
devoted  to  instruction  in  needlewart  >•* 
in   cookery,  and  complained  thil  ^ 
was  not  adequate  inspection  in  np^ 
the  former  subject.     I  can  onlr  »J  '■* 
personally,  I  should  not  be  sontt'*' 
more  female  Inspectors  appointed  ft*'* 
purpose  if  Parliament  will  only  gi>»*  ^* 
money  ;  as  to  the  need  for  a  bro^^k^'*'^ 
culum  and  better  opportunities  for  «*<'* 
tion  in  many  of  our  Training  Colkp^ 
quite  agree  with  him.     Now  I  <**'l 
the   question    of    free   edncatioo. 
statistics  show  that,  whereis  in  j^^ 
years  there  was  an   iucrea«  ^  ,, 
children  in  attendance  at  the  pow ' 
mentary  schools  last  year  the  inert*^''^ 
to  160,000,  of  whom  a  large  rnnnbiT'^ 
infante.     I  do  not  agree  with  tie  >^ 
Member   when    he    said  that  tae  *^ 
result  of  the  Free  Education  Act  pt^ 
the  late  Government  was  to^"^Jr^ 
more  children  into  the  elemcnian'*** , 
I  think  the  reUef  given  to  f^^^  " 
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of  the  poor  rendered  it  necessary  for 
children  to  be  employed  at  an  early 
age,  but  these  children,  after  they 
left  the  day  schools,  ought,  for  two 
or  three  evenings  a  week,  to  be 
under  some  higher  culture.  The  next 
question  which  he  wished  to  refer  to 
was  that  of  Training  Colleges.  A  whole 
evening  might  well  have  been  devoted  to 
the  subject  of  Training  Colleges.  They 
all  knew  that  more  teachers  were  wanted. 
They  had  something  like  ^0,000  trained 
teachers — trained  more  or  less — and  the 
waste  in  that  number  was  6  per  cent. — 
that  was  to  say,  it  was  necessary  to  train 
about  3,000  a  year.  Scotland  was  in 
advance  of  England  in  this  matter, 
because  they  were  rapidly  introducing 
there  a  system  by  which  the  teachers 
went  to  the  University  classes  for  certain 
parts  of  the  curriculum  and  training. 
Now,  it  was  desirable  to  train  our  teachers 
OQ  far  broader  principles  than  those  at 
present  adopted.  Our  present  system 
made  them  very  narrow-minded.  He 
was  quite  sare  that  the  time  had  arrived 
when  the  teaching  in  our  elementary 
schools  should  be  widened  in  a  proper 
way.  At  present  a  child  entered  the 
elementary  school,  became  a  pupil  teacher, 
went  to  the  Training  College,  where  he 
mixed  with  persons  of  the  same  class  as 
liimself,  and  returned  to  the  work  of 
teaching.  This  system  tended  to  make 
the  teachers  narrow-minded,  and  to  form 
them  into  a  clique  ;  and  he  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  the  profession 
should  be  widened,  and  when  some 
teachers  should  be  taken  from  a  more 
cultured  class  than  was  at  present  the 
case.  They  did  not  want  to  do  away 
with  the  Training  Colleges,  but  they 
wanted  to  leaven  the  wliole  teaching 
staff  with  a  more  cultured  class  of 
teachers,  both  men  and  women.  That 
question  should  be  carefully  gone 
into  in  discussing  the  subject  of 
the  Education  Vote.  The  last  ques- 
tion which  he  wished  to  deal  with 
was  that  of  the  fee  grant,  and 
on  that  question  he  must  find  fault  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  Report,  said  there  was 
reason  to  believe  not  only  that  the  num- 
ber of  children  on  the  register  had  largely 
increased  by  the  abolition  of  school  fees, 
but  also  that  the  attendance  of  the  older 


scholars  on  the  register  had  materially 
increased  ;  and  on  May  7  he  said  that 
the  number  of  school  children  had  in- 
creased by  70,000  or  80,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  it  generally  to  be 
understood  that  the  result  of  the  Free 
Education  Act  had  been  largely  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  scholars. 

Mr.   ACLAND  :    Yes  ;    that   is  the 
result,  so  far  as  we  can  judge. 

•Mr.  HARTLEY  :  But  what  did  the 
Inspectors  say  ?  Page  after  page  of 
their  Reports  stated  distinctly  the  reverse. 
One  of  the  Inspectors  said  that  the 
figures  indicated  a  diminution  in  the  re- 
gularity of  attendance,  both  on  the  part 
of  the  older  and  younger  children. 
Another — Mr.  Coles — said  that  after  the 
novelty  of  free  education  had  worn  off 
the  attendance  fell  off.  Mr.  Green  re- 
ported that  there  was  a  growing  indiffer- 
ence on  the  part  of  the  parents  to  send 
their  children  regularly  to  school.  He 
confessed  that  attendance  had  increased, 
but  said  that  the  percentages  of  average 
attendance  had  fallen  off.  Mr.  Sewell 
said  that  free  education  had  not  con- 
tributed to  improved  attendance  in  any 
sensible  degree,  and  Mr.  Fowler  said  that 
the  introduction  of  free  education  had 
caused  a  large  influx  of  children, 
especially  of  the  younger  ones ;  the 
average  attendance  had  risen,  but  had 
fallen  off  after  a  short  time.  Page  after 
page  of  the  Reports  were  to  the  effect 
that  free  education  had  not  tended  to  in- 
crease attendance  or  regularity  of  attend- 
ance. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  statistics  prove 
the  case. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  increase  in 
the  number  of  school  children  was  between 
70,000  and  80,000.  Half  of  that  increase 
was  of  infants  under  five  years  of  age, 
who  were  not  sent  to  school  for  education, 
but  to  be  looked  after.  What  did  it 
mean  then  ?  Why,  that  40,000  children 
over  five  years  of  age  had  been 
added  to  the  register.  And  at  what 
cost?  Why,  at  a  cost  of  £2,250,000 
— that  was  to  say,  every  extra  child  which 
they  got  to  school  was  costing  the 
country  at  the  present  time  £60  a  year 
per  head.     He  maintained  that  no  one 
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SE     OF    COMMONS, 
"fdnesday,  2nd  August  1893. 


VISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 


\TION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
^\TION    (LONDON)  BILL   [Lor da], 
(No.  411.) 

THIRD    UEADIXG. 

ier  for  Third  Reading  read. 

n.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
£^e*s)  said,  that  upon  this  Bill  the 
President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
iid)  undertook  to  bring  up  two 
udments  of  a  verbal  character,  and 
ished  to  know  if  he  was  to  under- 
I  that  those  were  included  in  the  Bill 
now  stood  ? 

.&.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
is  referring  to  another  Bill — to  No. 
11 ;  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  is 

the  one  to  which  he  refers. 

Ir.  BENN  :  I  understood 

HE  VICE    PRESIDENT  of   the 
CTNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 

herham)  :    That  Bill  will  come  on  on 

ivsday. 

Jb.  SPEAKER :    The   Amendments 

which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  will 

a  be  introduced. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  am  much  obliged. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
th  AmeiKlnients. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    OAF, 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS,  1893-4. 

(third  vote  ox  account). 

Motion    made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
fc2,l  11^00,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
cooont^  for  or  towaitla  defraying  the  Charges 
or  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
(ay  of  March,  1894,  namely  :— 

VOL.  XV.       [fourth  series.] 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 

Rates  on  Government  Property 
Railways,  Ireland ... 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices 

Treasury  and  Suboidinate  Depart- 
mcuis  •*•  ...  ...  ... 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
uxeucs  ••«  ...  ...  ... 

Foreign  Office 

Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 
Departments      ...  ...  ... 

Boara  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Charity  Commission 

Civil  Service  Commission    ... 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    ... 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Local  dovemment  Bc^rd    ... 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Qrant  in  Aid 

National  Debt  Office 

Public  Record  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Registrar  General's  Office    ... 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing 

Woods,  Forests,  &c..  Office  of 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 

Scotland : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland 
Lunacy  Commission 
Registrar  GeneraVs  Office    ... 
Board  of  Supervision 

Ireland : — 

Chief  Secretary  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Clmritable    Donations   and    Bequests 

V/LUl^v       •••  •••  •••  ••• 

Local  Government  Board    ... 
Public  Works  Office 
Registrar  General's  Office    ... 

Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England : — 
Law  Charges 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Land  Registry 

Police,  England  and  Wales... 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies    ... 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland  : — 

Register  House 
Prisons,  Scotland  ... 

Ireland : — 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  other 

Legal  Departments 
Land  Commission  ... 
County  Court  Officers,  dec.  ... 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  &c. 
Constabulary 
Prisons,  Ireland     ... 

3  B 


£ 

1,500 
18,000 


5,000 

8,000 

8,000 
4,000 
2,000 

1,000 

11,000 
1,300 
3,000 
2,000 
5,000 
1,000 

20,000 

10,000 
1,600 
2,000 
1,000 
1,000 

80,000 
1,000 
7,000 


1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,500 


5,000 

200 

80,000 

3,000 

2,000 


16,000 

3,500 

25,000 

500 

5,000 

100,000 

2,000 


3,500 
5,000 


14,000 
6,000 

13,000 

9,000 

100,000 

10,000 
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Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes  ;  but  the  ques- 
tion then  was  as  to  the  permanent  and 
not  a  merely  temporary  supply  of  school 
accommodation.      The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Member  for   the  Bordesley 
Division     of    Birmingham    (Mr.    Jesse 
Coliings)  spoke  strongly  on  the  question 
of  agricultural  education.      I  dealt  with 
that  subject  in  my  speech  yesterday,  and 
urged   the   importance    of   the    subject, 
going  so  far  as  to  admit  that  in  order  to 
encourage   the  teaching   of    elementary 
science  we  might  diminish  the  time  .now 
devoted  to  some  other  branches  of  educa- 
tion.    I  think  if  anyone  will  refer  to  the 
Schedule   he  will  see  that  considerable 
advances  have  been  made  in  that  direc- 
tion ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wants  us  to  find  money  to  provide  schools 
with  gardens  for  the  purpose,  I  must  tell 
him  I  think  that  neither  the  Treasury 
nor  the  Government   would  consent  to 
such    additional    charges.      So    far    as 
County  Councils  are  concerned,  I   think 
the  late  Government  were  well  advised 
in  their    Technical    Education    Act  in 
directing      that     the     special      grants 
should  not  be  used  for  standard  subjects. 
Th6'  hon.  Member  for   Camborne   (Mr. 
Conybeare)  spoke  on  the  subject  of  thrift, 
and   urged  the    importance  of  teaching 
hygiene  and  physiology,  especially  with 
regard   to   the  effect   on    the  system  of 
alcoholic    drinks.      I  may  say  at  once 
that    I     am    carefully  considering  this 
subject,     and    before    a    new    Code    is 
drawn     up     I     hope    to     make     some 
changes     in     the     suggested    direction. 
The   hon.    Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Hartley)  made  allusion  to  the  time 
occupied  by  the  Education  Vote  Debate 
in  1890.     What  I  said  last  night  as  to 
the   Debate   having   always  been   com- 
pleted in  a  single  night  was  based  on 
information  supplied  to  me  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury.    But  what  was  the  case  in  1890? 
The  then  Vice  President  did  not  get  up 
to   make   his   statement  till   7  o^elock  ; 
he  spoke  for  two  hours,  and  it  was  really 
half-past  9  before  the  Debate  itself  com- 
menced.    On  the  next  day  the  Debate 
began  at  the  ordinary  time,  and  lasted 
seven  hours.     I   think   that,  adding  to 
the    time  devoted    to    the    Debate   last 
night  the  two  or   three   hours   we  are 
setting  apart  for  it  to-night,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  period  allowed  for  dis- 


cussion is  quite  as  long  as  io  any  i»eTioii> 
year — at  any  rate,  no  great  difparitr  wl 
be  found.   The  hon.  Member  for  Islingu* 
cited  the  case   of   several  schools.  fl< 
had   not   given   me  notice  tb»t  be  *» 
going   to   mention    them ;    aiid,  u  t^ 
Department  has  to  deal  with  thoosw:* 
of  schools,  I  think  he  will  admit  thai  I 
can  scarcely  be  expected  to  cany  b  ■? 
head  the  details  as  to  particniar  om 
many  of  which  do  not  come  undff  ■? 
personal  notice.     Had  the  hon.  Meat* 
warned  me  I  would  have  been  pf«p«^ 
with  all  the  information  required.   TV 
hon.  Member  took  exception  to  the  •«*« 
of    the    Department    in   threatcoiBpr  »* 
withhold  the  grant  unless  proper  cl»l 
rooms    were    provided.     He   seois  t- 
think  the  deficiency  a  light  matter,  iii 
he  is  wrong.     When  many  wet  bafc  ^ 
wraps  are  hung  up  in  a  schoohw*" 
know  that  a  close  atmosphere  if  cr«>* 
and  that  the  health  of  the  chilins  ■ 
likely  to  suffer.     Cloak  rooms,  cspedi^f 
in  large  schools,  are  an  absolute  ^fi^ 
sity  ;  and  then,  as  to  the  size  of  <^ 
rooms,  the  Department  do  not  iafiSt* 
every  schoolroom   shall   be   18  fe*  "f 
15  feet,  but  are  ready  to  take  aw^ 
able  view  of  the  circumstance*  rf** 
case.     We   know  that  small  n*»* 
apt  to  be  unhealthy,  and  we  do  *■* 
to  put  an  end  to  the  evil  whCT«  it** 
done.     The  hon.  Member  further*^ 
on  the  necessity  for  more  attcniK*  •'• 
devoted  to  instruction  in  needkwtrto* 
in   cookery,  and  complained  thii  tff 
was  not  adequate  inspection  inwp'** 
the  former  subject.     I  can  onlj  »7  *•'' 
personally,  I  should  not  be  sofTTto* 
more  female  Inspectors  appointed  f*** 
purpose  if  Parliament  will  only  p^  ** 
money  ;  as  to  the  need  for  a  broadtfrtP^ 
culum  and  better  opportunities  for  »**^ 
tion  in  many  of  our  Training  CoO"?'^ ' 
quite  agree  with  him.     ^'ow  1  •"•JL*' 
the   question    of    free    edocaooo.  ^' 
statistics  show  that,  whereafi  in  ^^^ 
years  there  was  an   iocrca^e  of  5^ 
children  in  attendance  at  the  poW*  ** 
mentary  schools  last  year  the  incn***** 
to  160,000,  of  whom  a  large  numUr*'* 
infants.     I  do  not  agree  with  tfcf  ** 
Member   when    he    said  that  tb*  ■• 
result  of  the  Free  Education  Actpassf* 
the  late  Government  was  to  briii<r  ^ 
more  children  into  the  eleroentaiy***  * 
I  think  the  relief  given  to  pin***  ' 
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[ricultnral  districts  and  in  the  poorer 
irts  of  towns,  where  they  have  been 
ved  the  necessity  of  paying  2d^  4d., 
1.,  and  even  8d.  a  week,  has  been  very 
real  indeed ;  and  I  am  snre  that  most  of 
le  lion.  G«ntleman*s  colleagues,  during 
16  Greoerai  Election,  claimed  the  credit 
:  that  relief  for  the  late  Government.  In 
)oclusion,  I  can  only  again  repeat  what  I 
ave  had  to  say  on  previous  occasions.  We 
"e  making  no  attack  on  Church  schools, 
^e  are  considering  the  general  welfare 
id  the  healthy  condition  of  all  schools 
ike.  We  make  no  distinction  of  creed; 
te  advances  we  are  making  are  careful, 
!asonable,  and  but  gradual,  and  I 
lailenge  any  hon.  Member  to  point  to 
ij  Church  school  which  is  well  built, 
ell  supplied,  well  managed,  and  where 
le  teaching  is  good,  which  has  suffered 
le  smallest  harm  since  my  accession  to 
ffice.  In  all  matters  which  conduce  to 
le  welfare  of  Church  schools  I  have 
.'ted  exactly  as  my  predecessor  acted. 
»Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
3rsity)  said,  that  although  he  had  ample 
aterials  in  his  hands,  he  would  not,  at 
lat  hour  of  the  night,  enter  into  the 
any  questions  which  he  had  been 
ixious  to  lay  before  the  House.  But  he 
as  bound  respectfully  to  enter  his 
x>test  against  the  way  in  which  this 
ibject  had  been  treated  by  the  right 
)u.  Gentleman.  He  cordially  agreed 
ith  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
^  of  the  Department  that  there  was 
)  sum  of  money  more  cheerfully  granted 
r  the  House  than  the  Education  Vote; 
U  that  was  no  reason  for  stopping  the 
ouths  of  those  who  wished  to  discuss 
le  Vote  and  the  action  of  the  Govem- 
eiit.  But  last  night  the  Debate  was 
osured  by  the  Vice  President,  and  that 
rening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
iBwered  some  of  the  remarks  then  made, 
hat  this  was  necessary  showed  that  the 
?tion  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
an  in  closing  the  Debate  was  too 
immary.  Why  did  not  the  Government 
ok  at  this  matter  from  a  broad  and 
^mmon-sense  poii^t  of  view  ?  Why  did 
ley  not  see  that  it  was  not  one  of  those 
lestions  which  could  be  forced  down 
>e  throat  of  Parliament?  Up  to  this 
me  there  had  been  nothing  but  harmony 
1  the  subject  of  education,  and  the  Vice 
resident  was  the  first  to  disturb  it  by 
-ting  as  the  mouthpiece  of    a  system 


which,  no  doubt,  in  his  heart  he  con- 
demned. The  Act  of  closing  the  Debate 
last  night  was  not  only  ungracious,  but 
it  was  accompanied  by  an  inaccurate 
statement.  The  Vice  President  said 
the  Debate,  on  the  Education  Vote 
had  never  exceeded  one  night,  and 
he  now  admitted  that  he  was  wrong. 
His  suggestion  was  that  never  before  had 
the  Education  Vote  lasted  more  than  a 
single  night,  and  they  now  knew  that 
in  1890  it  ran  into  two  nights.  The 
Debate  on  this  Vote  had  been  perfectly 
honafid^^  and  certainly  there  could  be 
no  suggestion  of  obstruction.  The  pre* 
vious  night  every  speech  delivered  from 
the  Opposition  side  had  been  balanced  by  a 
speech  from  the  other  side,  and  to  call 
the  action  of  the  Opposition  obstruction 
was  an  abuse  of  language.  And  what 
had  occurred  that  very  night  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Camborne,  acting  within  his 
undoubted  right,  spoke  for  three-quarters 
of  an  hour. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Excuse  me,  I 
spoke  for  less  than  half-an-hour. 

•Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  continuing,  said, 
he  accepted  the  correction.  And  later, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Lockwood)  had  taken  part  in 
the  Debate,  so  that  it  could  not  be 
said  that  the  time  had  been  monopolised 
by  the  Opposition.  Now,  he  did  not 
intend  to  make  a  speech,  for  the  double 
reason  that  it  was  too  late,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  could  not  reply  to  it  ;  but  he 
did  protest,  in  the  presence  of  the  Speaker 
and  of  the  House,  against  that  important 
subject  being  dealt  with  as  it  had  been 
by  the  Government,  for  points  were  in- 
volved which  deeply  moved  the  heart 
and  conscience  of  the  country. 

•Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON(Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  said,  he  also  desired  to 
make  a  protest  against  the  manner  in 
which  the  Debate  had  been  conducted, 
for  it  was  most  injurious  to  the  interests 
and  character  of  the  House  thus  to 
silence  hon.  Members  on  subjects  in 
which  they  and  the  outside  public 
were  deeply  interested.  He  had  de- 
sired to  point  out  that  an  Article 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Code  for 
evening  continuation  schools  called  *'  the 
moral  and  civic  duties  of  the  citizen," 
which  had  been  taken  almost  word  for 
word  from  the  aggressively  secular  Code 
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not 


of    tbe    French,    entitled    "Instroclion 
civique  et  morale." 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  never  saw  it,  and  I 
drew  up  the  Code  myself. 

•Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  repudiation  reminded  him  of  the 
story  of  the  boy  who  asked  a  school- 
fellow to  write  him  a  copy  of  verses, 
and  was  supplied  with  some  lines  from 

Virgily  which  the  master  recognised.  -  Of 
course,  the  boy  who  asked  for  the  verses 
did  not  know  what  was  given  him,  but 
the  boy  who  wrote  them  did ;  and  in  the 
same  way,  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  not  be  acquainted  with  the 
French  Code,  the  person  who  prepared  his 
Code  for  him  knew  well  the  source  from 
which  this  particular  Article  was  derived. 
Like  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
spoke,  be  protested  against  the  Closure  of 
last  night,  and  against  the  practical 
Closure  of  that  night,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman '  rising  to  reply  before  hon. 
Members  had  finished  their  criticisms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
(SWINE  FEVER)  BILL.— (427.) 

SECOXD  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabd- 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  At  this 
hour  of  the  night 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
object. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  a  speech,  but  I  think  it  is  due  to 
the  House  I  should  brieflj  explain  the 
object  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  object.  The  Bill  must  be  put  down 
at  a  proper  time. 

Mr.  H.    GARDNER  :    I    am    vcrv 


sorry 

Mr. -BARTLEY  :  Do  not  closure  us, 
then. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

Second   Reading    deferred   until   To- 
morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That   they    have   agreed    {o^  London 
County  Council  (Money)  Bill. 

Mr,  Stanley  Leighton 


That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intitukd 
"  An  Act  for  enabling  County  Cound* 
to  promote  the  establishment  of  Hospitil* 
for  the  reception  of  Patients  suffering 
from  Infectious  Diseases."  [IsoUtiot 
Hospitals  Bill  [Lords,'\ 

And,  also,  a  BUI,  intituled,  "  An  Ad 
for  further  promoting  the  Revision  <rftk 
Statute  Law  by  repealing  Enactnteoa 
which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  hiw 
become  unnecessary."  [Statute  Lt' 
Revision  (No.  2)  Bill  ILords.'] 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  18S1 
Copy  presented,^-of  Treasury  Miniw 
dated  23rd  July,  1893,  declaring  H^ 
Sydney  Francis,  Town  Postman,  Po?^ 
Office,  was  appointed  without  a  Citi 
Service  Certificate  through  inadveftewt 
on  the  part  of  the  head  of  his  Departaw* 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  \m 
(LEICESTER). 

Copy  presented, — of  Ordw  of  ^ 
County  Council  of  Leicester  for  tri»- 
f  erring  part  of  the  Parish  of  Huggl»«* 
and  Donington  to  the  Parish  of  B^^^ 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888  ^ 
RIDING  OF  YORKSHIRE.) 
Copy  presented,— of  Order  erf  ^ 
County  Council  of  the  East  Riding  ^^ 
Yorkshire  for  the  conversion  of  p*^  " 
the  Rural  District  of  the  Pockling^* 
Union  into  an  Crban  District  [by  Aci,- 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COLLEGE    CHARTER    (UNIVEBSITT  ^' 
WALES)  ACT,  1871, 
Copy  preseiitCvl, — of  a  Petition  of  '•* 
University  College  of  North  \Vale<,  ^*- 
University  College  of    Wales,  Aberr**- 
with,    and    the     University   Collftf*  ' 
South  Wales  and  Monmouth^^hire,  prtr't- 
for  the  Grant  of  a  Charter  of  ln«of[*^" 
tion  of  a   University  in  and  for  W*** 
and   the   County   of   Honmoatb*  ^  ^ 
called   "The    University    of    Wale*' 
together  with  a  Copy  of  the  Draft  of  tfc 
Charter   applied  for    [by    Act]  ;  to  ♦' 
upon   the    Table,    and    to    be    pric-** 
[No.  '651.'] 

House  ad jourtieri  at  t«  "^ ^' 
liftrr  «>i>r  o>'- 
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PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 


EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION   (LONDON)  BILL   [Lords]. 

(No.  411.) 

THIRD    UEADIXG. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said,  that  upon  this  Bill  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
Acland)  undertook  to  bring  up  two 
Amendments  of  a  verbal  character,  and 
lie  wished  to  know  if  he  was  to  under- 
stand that  those  were  included  in  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood  ? 

•Mr,  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  referring  to  another  Bill — to  No. 
2  Bill ;  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  is 
not  the  one  to  which  he  refers. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  understood 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  That  Bill  will  come  on  on 
Thursday. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  Amendments 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  will 
then  be  introduced. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  am  much  obliged. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  Ameodments. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAV. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS,  1893-4. 

(third  vote  ox  account). 

Motion    made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  farther  sam,  not  exceeding 
£2,111,500,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
accoiinty  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charges 
for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1894,  namely : — 

VOL.  XV.       [fourth  series.] 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 

Rates  on  Government  Property 
Railways,  Ireland... 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Hoase  of  Lords,  Offices 

Treasury   and    Subordinate     Depart- 

UlCIl v9««.  ...  «•.  ... 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 

lUCUlB    ...  ». »  ...  ... 

Foreign  Office 

Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 
Departments 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Charity  Commission 

Civil  Service  Commission    ... 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    ... 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Local  dovemment  Board    ... 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Qrant  in  Aid 

National  Debt  Office 

Public  Record  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Registrar  General's  Office    ... 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.,  Office  of 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 

Scotland : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland 
Lunacy  Commission 
Registrar  Generars  Office    ... 
Board  of  Supervision 

Ireland : — 

Chief  Secretary  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Charitable    Donations   and    Bequests 

v/Ulvt?       •••  •■•  •••  ••• 

Local  Government  Board    ... 
Public  Works  Office 
Registrar  General's  Office    ... 

Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 
Law  Charges 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Land  Registry 

Police,  England  and  Wales ... 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies    ... 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland  : — 

Register  House 

Prisons,  Scotland  ...  ... 

Ireland : — 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  other 

Legal  Departments 
Land  Commission  ...  ...  ..• 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  ... 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  &c. 

Constabulary 

Prisons,  Ireland     ... 

3  B 


8,000 

8,000 
4,000 
2,000 

1,000 

11,000 
1,300 
3,000 
2,000 
5,000 
1,000 

20,000 

10,000 
1,600 
2,000 
1,000 
1,000 

80,000 
1,000 
7,000 


1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,500 


5,000 

200 

80,000 

3,000 

2,000 


16,000 

3,600 

25,000 

500 

5,000 

100,000 

2,000 


3,500 
5,000 


14,000 
6,000 

13,000 

9,000 

100,000 

10,000 


•*  'i 
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of    the    French,    entitled    "Instruction 
civique  et  morale." 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  never  saw  it,  and  I 
drew  up  the  Code  myself. 

•Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  repudiation  reminded  him  of  the 
story  of  the  boy  who  asked  a  school- 
fellow to  write  him  a  copy  of  verses, 
and  was  supplied  with  some  lines  from 

Virgil,  which  the  master  recognised..  Of 
course,  the  boy  who  asked  for  the  verses 
did  not  know  what  was  given  him,  but 
the  boy  who  wrote  them  did ;  and  in  the 
same  way,  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  not  be  acquainted  with  the 
French  Code,  the  person  who  prepared  his 
Code  for  him  knew  well  the  source  from 
which  this  particular  Article  was  derived. 
Like  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
spoke,  he  protested  against  the  Closure  of 
last  night,  and  against  the  practical 
Closure  of  that  night,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  *  rising  to  reply  before  hon. 
Members  had  finished  their  criticisms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolution  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
(SWINE  FEVER)  BILL.— (427.) 

SECOXD  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabd- 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  At  this 
hour  of  the  night 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
object. 

Mr. H.GARDNER:  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  a  speech,  but  I  think  it  is  due  to 
the  House  I  should  briefly  explain  the 
object  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  object.  The  Bill  must  be  put  down 
at  a  proper  time. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  very 
sorry 

Mr. -BARTLEY  :  Do  not  closure  us, 
then. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I 

Second  Reading  deferred  until  To- 
morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  tlu*y  have  agreed  {o,  London 
County  Council  (Money)  Bill. 

Mr,  Staiilcy  Leighton 


That  they  have  passed  a  Billintitiiy 
"  An  Act  for  enabling  Countj  Count' 
to  promote  the  establishment  of  Hwpitw 
for  the  reception  of  Patient*  suffErt; 
from  Infectious  Diseases.**  [boUi* 
Hospitals  Bill  [Lorc/^.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled, "  Ad  A^ 
for  further  promoting  the  Revioooofil! 
Statute  Law  by  repealing  EMeti»«> 
which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  ^^ 
become  unnecessary."  [Statate  U» 
Revision  (No.  2)  Bill  [/.orrf^.] 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  18M. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  V^^^^ 
dated  23rd  July,  1893,  decUring  i*^ 
Sydney  Francis,  Town  Postmin,  P*-^^ 
Office,  was  appointed  without  •  ti^^ 
Service  Certificate  through  inidTOtc^ 
on  the  part  of  the  head  of  his  Deptrtar^ 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT. !»" 
OiKICBSTER). 
Copy  presentedj^-of  Order  of  t* 
County  Council  of  Leicester  for  ^'*** 
ferring  part  of  the  Parish  of  HnffJ«*^'' 
and  Donington  to  the  Parish  of  Btf- " 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table* 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  18^  (^^"^ 
RIDING  OF  YORKSHIRK.) 

Copy  presented,— of  Order  ^  *. 
County  Council  of  the  East  Bii"*' 
Yorkshire  for  the  convereion  of  p^*^ ' 
the  Rural  District  of  the  PockiiafJ. 
Union  into  an  Urban  District  [by  A". 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COLLEGE    CBARTER    (TJNIVKE5ITT  " 
WALES)  ACT,  isn. 
Copy  presented, — of  a  Perition  ^^  * ' 
University  College  of  Korth  Wait*.  •• 
University  College  of    Wales,  AU^" 
witli,    and    the     University  CoUef*r 
South  Wales  and  Moninouthsbire,r"* 
for  the  Grant  of  a  Charier  of  Iw>>rj» 
tion  of  a   University  in  and  for  '**' 
and   the  County   of   MonmoBth.  ^ 
called   "The    University    of   Wal« 
together  with  a  Copy  of  the  Draft  trf  - 
Charter  applied  for   [by  Act] ;  »»' 
upon   the    Table,    and    to   be  1*'''= 
[No.  357.] 

House  adjoamed  »t  to  » - 
aftfrOw"' 
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EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION    (LONDON)  BILL   [Lords], 

CNo.  411.) 

THIRD    UEADIXG. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George^s)  said,  that  upon  this  Bill  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
Acland)  undertook  to  bring  up  two 
Amendments  of  a  verbal  character,  and 
be  wished  to  know  if  he  was  to  under- 
stand that  those  were  included  in  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  referring  to  another  Bill — to  No. 
2  Bill  ;  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  is 
not  the  one  to  which  he  refers. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  understood 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclaxd,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherbam)  :  That  Bill  will  come  on  on 
rbursdaj. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Tbe  Amendments 
:o  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  will 
hen  be  introduced. 

Mr«  BENN  :  I  am  much  obliged. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
v^ith  Amendnients. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAF. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

ScppLT, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SBRVICES  AND  REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS,  1898-4. 

(thikd  vote  ox  account). 

Motioo    made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'Thjit  a  further  sum,  not  exceedinf^ 
2,lll,500«  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
xxranty  for  or  towaids  defraying  the  ClmrgeA 
r  the  toUowing  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
epaxttnentx  for  the  year  ending  on  the  81  At 
IT  of  March,  1894,  namely  :~ 

VOL.  XV.         [fourth  SERIES.] 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 

Rates  on  Government  Property 
Railways,  Ireland ... 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices 

Treasury    and    Suboidinate     Depart- 

iWCDlS    ...  ...  ...  ... 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 

UXwUCH    •#•  •••  •••  ••• 

Foreign  Office 

Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 
Departments      ...  ...  ... 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Charity  Commission 

Civil  Service  Commission    ... 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    ... 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Local  (Government  Board    ... 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Qrant  in  Aid 

National  Debt  Office 

PuWic  Record  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Conunission 

R^^trar  General's  Office    ... 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing 

Woods,  Forests,  tc,  Office  of 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 

Scotland : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland 
Lunacy  Commission 
Registrar  GeneraFs  Office    ... 
Board  of  Supervision 

Ireland : — 

Chief  Secretary  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ...  ...  ... 

Charitable    Donations   and    Bequests 

V/lXlv7w        •••  •■•  •••  ••• 

Local  Government  Board    ... 
Public  Works  Office 
Registrar  General's  Office    ... 

Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 
Law  Charges 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Land  Registry 

Police,  E  ngland  and  Wales ... 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies    ... 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotlaml : — 

Register  House 
PrivOns,  Scotland  ... 

Ireland : — 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  other 

Legal  Departments 
lAud  Commission  ...  ...  ... 

County  Court  Officers,  kc,  ... 
Dublin  Mctroi>olltan  Police,  &c. 
Constabulary 
Prisons,  Ireland 

3  B 


8.( 

8.000: 
4,000^ 
2,000 

1,000 

11,000 
1,300 
3,000 
2,000 
5,000 
1,000 

20,000 

10,000 
1,500 
2,000 
1,000 
1,000 

80,000 
1,000 
7,000 


1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,500 


5,000 

200 

30,000 

3,000 

2,000 


15,000 

3,500 

25,000 

500 

5,000 

100,000 

2,000 


3,500 
5,000 


14,000 
6,000 

13,000 

9,000 

100,000 

10,000 


V 


T-^i 


I'V 


i^ 


.  J 


Class  IV. 

United  Kingdom  and  BngUnd  :— 

Science  and  Art  Department,  United  £ 

Kingdom            ...            ...            ...  82,000 

British  Mnaeum    ...            ...            ...  6,000 

Scientific  Inyestigations,  &c.,  United 

Kingdom            ...            ...            ...  1,000 

Ireland : — 


Public  Education  ... 
National  Gallery  ... 


...     S0,000 
300 


Class  V. 

Diplomatic  and  Consalar  Services  ...      25,000 

Class  VI. 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances   ...  ...  ...  ...     2o,000 

Miscellaneous    Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  ...  100 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland    •••  ...       7,500 

Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland  ...       7^00 

Class  VII. 

Temporary  Commissions     ...  ...       8,000 

Miscellaneous  Expenses      ...  ...  600 

Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  ...       8,000 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


£701,500 


Revenue  Depabtmexts. 

Customs  ...           ...  ...  ...  70,000 

Inland  Revenue    ...  ...  ...  290,000 

Post  Office             ...  ...  ...  900,000 

Post  Office  Telegraphs  ...  ...  150,000 
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have  realised  that  the  Metropolitan  Fire 
Brigade  is  totally   inadequate    fon  the 
needs  of  the  Metropolis.      They  had  a 
very  striking  instance  of  this  in  July  of 
this  year.     According  to  a  report  from 
The  Times^  a  fire  hroke  out  at  2  o^dock, 
at    3    oVlock    it    had    enormously    in- 
creased ;  and  when  Captain   Simmonda 
telegraphed  for  assistance  to  West  Ham 
he  received   the    reply    that    all    their 
engines  were  employed,  as  they  had  a 
fire  to  deal  with  in  their  own  immediate 
neighbourhood.      He     submitted      this 
showed   a  very  grave  state  of    affairs. 
This   matter    received     attention   some 
time  agO)  a  Committee  being  appointed 
for  the  purpose  in  1876.     That  Com- 
mittee in   1877  recommended   that  the 
amount    granted    under    this    sub-head 
should  be  increased.    In  their  Report  the 
Committee  saw  the  strength  of  the  Force 
was  inadequate  for  the  work,  and  that  one 
consequence  of  the  limited  number  was 
that   neither   engines    nor    fire   escapes 
could  be  thoroughly  effective.      Another 
consequence  was  that  a  station  might  be 
left  with  only  one  man  to  keep  up  com- 
munication, and  perhaps  without  any,  in 
which  case  the  station  would  be  closed, 
and  thus   the  district  would  be  left  in 
quite  a  hopeless  condition  in  the  case  of 
a  fire  occurring  whilst  the  station  was 
closed.      The  most  serious   result  from 
short-handedness  was  that  there  was  no 
reserve     adequate    to     deal    with    any 
extraordinary  emergency  such  as  might 
happen  if  two    or   three  conflagrations 
took  place  at  the  same  time.     That  was 
exactly  what  happened  on  July  18  of 
this  jear,  and  it  was  then  found  that  the 
force    of    the    Metropoh's    was    totally 
inadequate   to   deal    with   the   outbreak 
efficiently.     In  1866  Captain  Shaw  was 
asked  to  report  the  lowest  standard  at 
which  the  Fire  Brigade  should  be  kept, 
and  he  reported  there  should  be  189  fire 
stations,  139  fire  escapes,  and  351  fire 
engines.     In  1876  Captain   Shaw  gave 
an  estimate  of  what  he  considered  would 
be   the  lowest  cost  of  maintaining  an 
efficient  Fire  Brigade.     His  estimate  was 
that  the  lowest  annual   cost   would   be 
£70,000  a  year,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
£120,000.      He  was  asked  to  make  a  re- 
duced estimate,  and   he  made  a  second 
estimate,  in  which  he  fixed  the  cost  at 
£52,000  a  year.     He  was  told  that  that 
was   still  too  high,   and  was  asked  to 
make  an  estimate  that  would  not  go  be> 


Total  for  Revenae  Departments   £1,410,000 
Grand  Total        ...  £2,111,600 


The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  that  under 
Sub-head  F  he  found  a  great  number  of 
matters,  amongst  them  an  item  of  £1,500 
for  the  insurance  of  Gorernment  property, 
and  he  thought  he  should,  therefore,  be 
in  Order  in  calling  attention  to  a  subject 
he  had  been  most  anxious  to  raise.  H^ 
should  have  preferred  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion upon  the  Estimates,  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  know  when  they  would  be 
brought  on ;  and  as  he  was  anxious  to 
liring  the  matter  forward  at  the  earliest 
opportunity,  he  would  do  so  now.  .  He 
was  alluding  to  the  subsidy  of 
£10,000  — of  which  this  item  of 
£1,500  was  a  part — which  was  voted  in 
aid  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 
He  did  not  wish  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote,  though  it  would  be  necessary 
to  do  so  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  fact  that  this  sum  was 
totally  inadequate  for  the  purpose.  Any- 
one who  had  studied  the  question  must 
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yond  £50,000,  to  give  the  lowest  num* 
ber  of  engines,  stations,  fire  escapes,  and 
men  tiiat  would  keep  Lon  Ion  safely  pre- 
serred.  The  lowest  estimate  he  then 
made  was  that  it  would  take  169  stations, 
330  fire  engines,  200  fire  escapes,  and 
931  men.  That  was  the  lowest  strength 
Captain  Shaw  gave  as  compatible  with 
the  safety  of  London.  He  need  hardly 
point  out  to  the  Committee  how  enor- 
mously London  had  grown  since  1867, 
and  yet  the  strength  of  the  Brigade  was 
only  55  land  stations  and  four  floating 
stations,  instead  of  169  ;  only  179  fire- 
escape  stations,  instead  of  200  ;  and  only 
132  fire  engines,  instead  of  320. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  excuse  me  for 
interrupting  him,  but  I  think  this  is  a 
matter  more  for  the  LondonCouuty  Council 
than  the  Committee.  The  noble  Lord 
has  no  power  to  move  an  increase,  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  stop  him  but  for  the 
fact  that  he  will  have  another  oppor- 
tunity to  raise  the  question.  I  do  not 
think  this  is  the  time  to  go  into  the 
question  of  whether  a  greater  expendi- 
ture is  necessary. 

The  Marquess  ok  CARMARTHEN 
said,  of  course,  if  he  was  decided  against 
he  would  cease  his  remarks ;  but  he 
thought  he  could  show  from  an  extract 
from  the  Report  to  which  he  had  referred 
that  in  recommendiug  that  the  ^d.  rate 
Bhonld  be  increased  to  Id.,  they  urged  that 
the  Government  contribution  should  be 
increased,  and  it  was  upon  that  that  he 
based  his  case.  He  knew  he  might 
bring  the  question  up  on  Friday;  but, 
possibly,  they  would  not  reach  the  Vote 
on  that  day,  and — he  might  as  well  make 
the  confession — he  should  not  be  here  on 
f  riday,  and,  therefore,  he  thought  he 
ii}hould  be  in  Order  in  raising  it  now. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  it  is  not 
io  Order  to  go  into  details,  for  this  is 
only  a  special  grant  in  addition  to  the 
contribution  by  the  Government  to  this 
service,  and  paid  in  respect  of  Govern- 
ment property  in  London. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
thought  that  perhaps  it  would  be  con- 
venient this  discussion  should  come  on  in 
it6  regular  course.  No  doubt  the  noble 
LK>rd,  being  prevented  from  being  present 
2it  the  meeting  of  the  Committee  on 
Friday,  thought  it  desirable  to  avail  him- 
self of  this  opportunity ;  but,  still,  he  (Mr. 


Lowther)  considered  it  wquld  be  more 
convenient  that  it  should  stand  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  pointed 
out  that  the  Fire  Brigade  was  under  the 
control  of  the  London  County  Council. 
The  Government  contributed  certain 
moneys  in  respect  of  the  insurance  of 
Grovemment  property  ;  the  Treasury  paid 
to  the  London  County  Council,  by  way 
of  contribution  for  expenses,  such  sums 
as  Parliament  from  time  to  time  granted 
for  the  purpose,  not  exceeding  in  any  one 
year  the  sum  of  £10,000.  For  some 
years  they  had  paid  the  maximum,  and 
the  County  Council  could  not  ask  for  Id. 
more.  He  would  respectfully  submit 
that  the  action  of  the  London  Counter 
County  was  a  matter  entirely  for  the 
London  County  Council,  and  not  for  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  remarked 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  con- 
victed himself  out  of  his  own  mouth  ; 
he  admitted  that  Parliament  had  con- 
trol  

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  do  not 
admit  it. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  Parlia- 
ment  was  not  bound  to  vote  the  maxi- 
mum sum. 

Mr-  MACFARLANE  (Argyllshire)  r 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  was  raising 
a  point  of  Order.  What  he  understood  his 
noble  Friend  was  endeavouring  to  do  was 
this  :  Though  he  would  like  to  see  the 
amount  raised,  his  contention  was  that 
before  they  voted  the  maximum  sum 
they  should  have  some  means  of  seeing 
that  the  sum  was  properly  administered, 
and  that  they  got  full  service  for  it.  He 
thought  his  noble  Friend  was  perfectly 
right  in  endeavouring  to  get  some  further 
information  than  they  got  at  present.  As 
he  understood  it,  no  account  whatever 
was  rendered  by  the  London  County 
Council,  and  what  his  noble  Friend  wished 
was  to  get  from  the  Treasury  some  promise 
that  they  would  see,  as  they  were  perfectly 
entitled  to  do,  that  an  explanation  was 
given  by  the  London  County  Council  of 
how  the  money  was  expended. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  upon 
the  point  of  Order — though,  perhaps,  that 
should  be  decided  at  the  time  it  arose — 
he  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the   Local 

3  B  2 
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Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
that,  according  to  the  doctrine  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  just  laid  down,  all 
Motions  other  than  those  by  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  would  be  out  of  Order.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
when  any  Member  of  Parliament  desired 
to  draw  attention  to  a  subject  included  in 
the  Estimates  it  was  necessary  to  move 
to  reduce  the  Vote,  although  the  ob- 
ject avowed  in  the  first  line  of  the 
speech  was  to  largely  increase  it.  Con- 
sequently, if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
objection  to  the  language  of  his  hon. 
Friend  were  sustained,  it  would  be  fatal 
to  every  Motion  that  might  be  made  for 
the  reduction  of  any  Vote.  He  pointed 
this  out  in  order  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  commit  himself  to 
such  a  doctrine.  On  the  question  of 
their  control  over  the  sum,  he  understood 
the  statutory  obligation  was  with  regard 
to  the  maximum  ;  that  Parliament  was 
prohibited  from  giving  more  than 
£10,000  in  any  one  year  ;  but  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  Parliament  in  its 
wisdom  reducing  the  amount  by  £1,000, 
or  £9,000,  or  any  sum  it  chose;  con- 
sequently, the  Committee  had  as  much 
control  over  the  item  of  £10,(X)0  in  re- 
spect of  the  Metropolitau  Fire  Brigade 
as  of  any  sum  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Colonial  or  Foreign  Offices.  Parlia- 
ment had  absolute  control  over  the  sum 
down  in  the  Estimates — that  was  to  say  by 
way  of  reduction,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well  that 
it  was  open  to  every  single  Member  of 
the  Committee  to  propose  any  reduction 
he  thought  fit. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  that  what 

he   pointed   out  was   that   they  had  no 

jurisdiction    over    the    London    County 

Council,  who  were   responsible   for  the 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  though  they 

had  control  over  the  sum  granted  in  aid 

of  their  expenditure,  and  could  reduce  it 

if  they  thought  proper.      They  had  no 

control  over  County  Council  and  Borough 

expenditure,  simply  because  they  made 

grants  to  these  Bodies  ;  they  were  not 

seised     of    the    expenditure    of     Local 

and  County  Authorities.     They  were  at 

Mberty  to  say  they  would  reduce  the  sum ; 

ut  they   had   no   right  to  control  the 

iOndon  County  Council,   whom   Parlia- 

leut  had   constituted   as   a  responsible 

kuthority.      What    he   understood    the 

iioble  Lord  to  object  to  was  the  inade- 

Mr.  J.  Lowther 


quate  manner  in  which  this  doty 
carried  out.  The  difference  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  himself  w« 
that  the  London  County  Council  wa^  not 
a  Government  Department. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  is  perfecUj 
clear  the  London  County  Council  is  noc« 
Government  Department,  and  the  Howe 
has  no  control  over  its  expeodicme. 
Parliament  can  subscribe  a  certain  sua 
towards  that  expenditure,  and  it  i«  com- 
petent for  any  hon.  Member  to  move  tu 
reduce  it. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  there  was  thb 
distinction  between  the  contributioQii  to 
Local  Bodies  and  the  County  CooDctl  vi 
London  :  that  this  was  given  for  a  definite 
Government  purpose,  and  for  do  ochcr 
reason  whatever  :  and  when  it  wa^  girs 
for  that  definite  and  special  purpoae,  tber 
had  a  right  to  see  that  that  purpoie  wi^ 
carried  out,  and  that  the  GoveraoMat 
property  was  protected. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  <Bi^ 
mingham,  S.)  said,  the  real  quesdoa  wi» 
whether  the  Fire  Brigade  was  eficMt 
for  its  purpose  ? 

The  chairman  :  That   isi  aoc  ilv 
question  ;  the  only  question   is 
this  money  shall  be  subscribed  or 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHXX 
said,    perhaps     he    might     be 
to    explain     that     he     commeDcal 
remarks     by    saying     that     be 
move    a    nominal   reduction ;    bat 
what   had   fallen   from    the    ri^t 
Gentleman  he  would  not  press  the 
further.     He  hoped,  however,  no^ 
the   subject  had   been   brought    to  ihc 
attention  of  the  Government,  they 
give  it  their  serious  coneideratio^ 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Every 
tion  shall  be  paid  to  what  has  beea 

Mr.  HANBURY  wished  foradc^ufc 
ruling.  His  contention  was  that,  cva- 
trary  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  nguit 
hon.  Gentleman,  this  contribution  to  tW 
London  County  Council  was  of  a  totalis 
different  nature  to  all  other 
County  Councils,  because  it 
for  a  specifically  definite  ami 
purpose  ;  that  was  to  say,  ita  the 
tion  of  property  belonging  to  Ike  G^ 
vemment  in  London  ;  aiid  be  aakcd  if 
was  not  their  duty  to  see  that 
voted  was  properly  applied  br  the 
County  Coimcil  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambrid^  Vi 
sity)  wished  to  say  a  word  qq  tUi 


tte 
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because  he  was  most  anxious  that  the 
GrOYernmeDt,  for  the  sake  of  the  few 
minutes  thej  would  save  to-daj,  might  not 
give  away  proper  Treasury  control  over 
the  sum  they  were  asked  to  vote.  He 
apprehended  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
had  power  to  discuss  anything  or 
resolve  anything  the  Treasury  might  dis- 
cuss or  resolve.  The  Committee  had 
the  power  to  attach  any  condition  ;  to 
decide  in  what  mode  the  contribution 
should  be  made,  or  the  way  in  which 
the  work  should  be  done ;  and  unless  the 
Committee  retained  that  power  and 
exercised  it,  if  necessary,  the  Treasury 
would  not  have  that  stimulus  to  vigil- 
ance over  the  Public  Expenditure  which 
it  ought  to  have.  If,  according  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  the 
Committee  of  Supply  was  curtailed  in 
its  liberty  in  criticising  the  Expenditure 
of  this  country,  he  was  sure  the  Treasury 
would  relax  in  its  efforts,  and  the  Public 
Service  would  suffer. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  the  Committee  of 
Supply  of  the  House  of  Commons  has 
no  control  over  the  administration  of  the 
London  County  Council ;  at  the  same 
time,  it  seems  equally  clear  the  Committee 
can  refuse  either  the  whole  sum  or  any 
part  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  was  under  an  arrangement  with 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  not  to 
raise  any  Irish  question  on  this  Vote  to- 
day. What  he  wanted  to  ask,  however, 
was  this  :  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
if  they  got  past  an  item  on  which  they 
could  raise  a  perfectly  legitimate  discus- 
sion with  regard  to  rating  of  Grovernmeut 
property  and  light  railways  in  Ireland,  he 
would  be  able  to  raise  the  question  in 
Committee  to-morrow  ?  It  was  a  very 
important  matter,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
whether,  having  undertaken  with  the 
Chief  Secretary  not  to  raise  these  ques- 
tions in  his  absence  to-day,  it  would  be 
competent  for  him  to  raise  a  discussion 
on  them  at  another  time  ? 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  said, 
he  also  had  a  question  to  raise,  but  at  the 
request  of  the  Chief  Secretary  he  would 
not  do  so  to-day. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  hon. 
Baronei  would  have  every  opportunity 


for  discussing  the  question  he  desired  to 
bring  forward  on  Friday,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  waste  of  time  if  they  were  to 
discuss  these  matters  twice  over.  The 
questions  as  to  the  rating  of  Government 
property  and  light  railways  would  come 
on  in  their  natural  course  on  Friday,  and 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  would  then  have  an 
opportimity  of  discussing  the  questions 
he  desired  to  discuss.  He  understood  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  wish  to  raise,  upon 
the  question  of  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Vote,  the  subject  of  light  railways,  but 
only  to  raise  those  matters  for  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  responsible.  The 
Vot;e  for  light  railways  was  specially 
fixed  for  Friday. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  Vote  on  Account  was  to 
be  taken  to-day  and  to-morrow. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  two  days 
were  given  for  it. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether, 
in  that  case,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  give  him  an  opportunity  of 
raising  the  question  on  the  Report  stage  oi 
the  Vote  on  Friday  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  under- 
stood  an  opportunity  would  be  given  to- 
morrow on  the  Vote  on  Account. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  that  opportunity  was  vanishing. 
Supposing  Vote  33  was  disposed  of  to- 
day, and  another  item  came  on  which  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Office,  he  would  have  no  opportunity  at 
all,  unless  the  Government  were  to  put 
down  the  Report  stage  as  the  first  Order 
of  the  Day  on  Friday. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  after  all  the  items  had  been 
disposed  of  he  could  raise  the  question 
on  a  Motion  to  retluce  the  entire  Vote. 
Therefore,  his  opportunity  would  not  be 
passed,  even  though  the  special  items 
referring  to  it  liad  been  passed.  He 
understood  that  the  conversation  between 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Russell)  had  reference  to  matters  for 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  was  respon- 
sible. He  was  not  responsible  for  the 
light  railways,  as  they  would  come 
under  the  Treasury  ;  so  that  if  the  Com 
mittee  should  be  disposed  to  postpone 
that  item,  the  hon.  Member  would  l>e  in 
no   better   position   than   he   now    was. 


1-  •: 
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There  was  another  Vote  for  light  rail- 
ways in  Ireland  coming  on  next  Friday, 
and  upon  that  Vote  the  hon.  Member, 
he  thought,  would  be  able  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion, but  he  certainly  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  agree  to  postpone 
discussion  upon  any  item  in  the  Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  would  be  out 
of  Order  to  postpone  the  Votes  in  this 
Vote  on  Account ;  and  if  any  particular 
Vote  should  be  passed,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  go  Imck  upon  it.  I  under- 
stand that  the  two  Votes  on  the  rating  of 
public  property  and  light  railways  in  Ire- 
land are  the  two  that  are  next  in  Order. 

Mb.  T,  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  under- 
taking that  he  had  given  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  to  deprive  him  of  rights 
which  he  now  possessed  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  was  anxious, 
if  possible,  to  meet  the  wishes  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  but  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  proceed  according  to  the 
usual  order.  They  could  not  break  the 
Rules  of  Committee  of  Supply,  and,  there- 
fore, all  the  items  in  the  Vote  on  Account 
must  be  taken  seriatim.  If  Vote  33«  the 
one  in  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  in- 
terested, was  reached  to-day,  they  would 
be  obliged  to  consider  it  even  in  tbe 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but  it 
would  be  possible  for  his  hon.  Friend  to 
bring  forward  any  question  he  th6ught 
proper  on  the  Report  on  Friday.  Even 
if  the  hon.  Member  was  not  able  to  bring 
it  on  upon  Report,  unless  the  matter 
was  particularly  urgent,  he  would  have 
another  favourable  opportunity  within  a 
few  weeks,  when  the  Vote  would  be 
taken  in  its  usual  course. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that 
under  these  circumstances  it  would  be 
impossible  to  again  enter  into  any  ar- 
rangement with  a  Minister.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  dis- 
tinctly arranged  that  any  question  affect- 
ing Ireland  should  not  be  raised  on 
Wednesday.  Upon  that  he  (Mr.  Russell) 
consented  not  to  bring  forward  his 
questions  until  Thursday,  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  he  would  be  back.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  see  that  he 
was  rather  hardly  dealt  with.  As  the 
points  connected  with  Ireland  that  he 
wished  to  rai^e  were  of  extreme  urgency, 
he  could  not  afford  to  wait  until  the 
ordinary  Estimates  came  on. 

Mr.  Sexton 


Mr.  sexton  asked  whether,  after 
all  the  items  had  been  dealt  with,  it  would 
not  be  in  Order  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  whole  Vote,  and  upon  that  Motion 
to  raise  a  discussion  on  any  question 
relative  to  the  sum  in  which  a  discussion 
was  desired  ?  Otherwise,  what  meaning 
was  there  in  moving  a  reduction  of  tbe 
whole  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  it 
would  be  impossible  to  go  back  upon  a 
former  item  once  it  has  been  passed. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Then  I 
move  that  you  report  Progress  in  order 
that  this  may  be  fully  discussed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.^* — (^Mr.  T.  W. 
RusselL) 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  thought 
that  some  arrangement  might  be  come  to. 
He  knew  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  had 
agreed  to  the  wish  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  should  take  place  to-morrow. 
What  he  would  suggest  was  that  they 
should  proceed  with  the  discussion  oa  the 
Vote  on  Account  until  they  reached  Vote 
32,  and  then,  when  they  reached  Vote 
32,  there  were  two  courses  open  to  them 
—either  the  Government  should  give 
special  facilities  for  raising  the  discussion 
on  tbe  Report  stage,  or  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could 
withdraw  the  two  Votes  from  the  Vote 
on  Account  and  bring  them  up  as  a  fresh 
Vote  on  Account  for  to-morrow  night,  or 
the  first  thing  on  Friday  morning. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  another 
course  might  be  followed.  Supposing  they 
reached  Vote  32  to-day,  it  might  be  possible 
to  report  Progress  then  and  go  on  with 
the  balance  of  the  Votes  in  Class  I. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  said,  there  was  also 
another  matter  that  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  that  was  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ince  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  S.  Woods)  was  placed 
in  some  difficulty.  The  hon.  Member 
came  down  yesterday  intending 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  respecting  the  contract  of  M^Cor- 
quodale  &  Co.,  but  was  induced  not  to 
do  so  on  the  understanding  that  he  would 
be  able  to  raise  the  question  upon  the 
I  Stationery   Vote,  and  the  hon.  Member 


li  13     Supply-^Civil  Services     {2  August  1893}        and  Revenue,  ^c.        1114 

vent  awaj  under  the  impression  that  the 
Vote  on  Account  would  be  begun  to- 
morrow. ["  No,  no  I  "]  He  only  stated 
what  was  his  impression  of  the  hon. 
Member's  belief.  He  thought  he  ought 
to  mention  this  case,  as  trouble  might 
arise  out  of  it  afterwards.  Undoubtedly 
the  question  the  hon.  Member  wanted  to 
raise  was  a  matter  that  would  be  pro- 
pyl/ dealt  with  upon  the  Stationery 
Vote. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether  it 
would  be  in  Order  to  move  a  reduction 
of  the  whole  Vote  after  the  reduction  of 
items  liad  been  moved  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  is  quite  in 
Order  to  move  for  the  reduction  of  the 
whole  Vote,  but  you  cannot  go  back  to 
an  item  in  the  Vote  which  has  been 
passed.  That  is  in  accordance  with 
Bule  3  regulating  the  subject. 
.  Ms.  SEXTON  asked,  after  the  items 
had  been  passed,  what  question  would 
be  in  Order  in  moving  the  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote  ? 

The  chairman  :  Any  subsequent 
items — that  is  to  say,  you  cannot  go 
back  upon  any  item. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  a  Member  moves 
the  reduction  of  the  whole  Vote  is  it 
open  to  him  to  discuss  anything  that  is 
contained  in  the  whole  Vote  ?  Other- 
wise, I  cannot  see  what  object  there 
would  be  in  moving  a  reduction  of  the 
whole  Vote. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  competent 
to  an  hon.  Member  to  move  a  reduction 
of  the  whole  Vote  rather  than  take  the 
course  of  moving  the  reduction  of  any 
particular  item.  Suppose  a  Motion  was 
made  to  reduce  an  item,  and  that  that 
was  disposed  of,  it  would  be  out  of 
Order  to  go  back  to  it. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Supposing  the  hon. 
Member,  on  reaching  Item  33,  chooses  to 
pass  that  by«  would  it  not  be  open  to 
him  afterwards  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  and  raise  a  question 
upon  that  item  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  would  be  dis- 
tinctly out  of  Order. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
hut  would  renew  it  if  Vote  33  was 
readied  to-day. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was 
«boQt  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  so  that  they  could  have 
time  to  make  arrangements  to  meet  his 


wishes.  There  was  a  third  course  that 
could  be  adopted,  but  he  felt  some  diffi- 
culty in  suggesting  it  to  the  Committee  ; 
it  was  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
take  the  Vote  on  Account  to-night,  and 
the  Report  stage  could  then  be  taken  the 
first  thing  to-morrow,  when  every  item 
contained  in  the  Vote  on  Account  could 
be  discussed  upon  the  Report  stage  just 
as  well  as  it  could  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  No,  Mr.  Mellor, 
we  have  had  experience  of  that  this 
Session. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  the  question  raised  in  some 
way. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  rose  to  draw  attention  to  an  item 
of  some  considerable  importance 

Mr.  WYKEHAM  CORNWALLIS 
(Maidstone)  said,  he  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
He  asked  whether  he  should  not  have  pre- 
cedence in  raising  a  matter  as  to  the 
collection  of  Land  Tax  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  was  in  Order. 

Mr.  WYKEHAM  CORNWALLIS 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee for  many  minutes.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  thought,  would  remember  that  in 
1886  an  Act  was  passed  making  the 
extraordinary  tithe  rent-charge  a  per- 
petual charge,  instead  of  one  which  varied 
according  to  the  crops  and  cultivation  of 
the  land.  Up  to  the  beginning  of  this 
year  it  was  doubtful  whether  or  not  the 
Land  Tax  ought  to  be  charged  on  the 
new  tithe  rent-charge.  This  question 
had  been  settled  in  the  beginning  of  the 
year  by  the  Vicar  of  Marden,  in  Kent, 
who  appealed  against  the  Land  Tax. 
The  Court  upheld  the  view  of  the  Vicar 
that  the  extraordinary  tithe  rent-charge 
was  not  liable  to  the  charge  of  Land 
Tax.  The  costs  of  this  appeal  on  the 
part  of  the  Vicar  amounted  to  £177,  and 
they  fell  on  the  Land  Tax-payers  of  the 
parish,  who  felt  that  they  had  a  griev- 
ance in  being  called  upon  to  pay  the 
whole  of  the  costs  in  what  was,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  a  test  case. 

•The  chairman  :  Is  this  a  matter 
for  the  Treasury  ? 
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SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes,  Sir.    It  I 
is  a  matter  for  the  Treasury. 
•The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  iu  Order. 

Mr.  WYKEHAM  CORNWALLIS 
said,  in  the  circumstances  which  he  had 
stated,  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could 
inform  the  Committee  as  to  the  existence 
of  some  means  of  obviating  what  was 
generally  felt  to  be  a  considerable  hard- 
ship? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  coiUd 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  sym- 
pathised very  much  with  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  of  the  hardship  suffered 
by  the  parish  he  mentioned.  So  far  as 
he  was  personally  concerned,  he  could 
tell  the  hon.  Member  that  every  effort 
had  been  made  at  the  Treasury  to  see 
whether  there  was  any  mode  of  relieving 
the  Parish  of  Marden  from  the  payment 
of  this  sum.  Unfortunately,  no  fund 
was  available  which  could  be  applied  to 
this  purpose.  The  hon.  Member  was, 
no  doubt,  aware  that  there  were  a 
certain  number  of  persons  rated  for  this 
purpose  who  had  not  paid  the  amount 
due  from  them.  As  they  were  supposed 
to  be  persons  who  were  unable  to  pay, 
he  did  not  think  that,  as  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  they  would  suffer  any 
inconvenience  from  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  A  test  case  had  been 
undertaken  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
country  ;  and  if  there  had  been  any  funds 
available  at  the  Treasury  which  could 
have  been  applied  in  relief,  the  Treasury 
would  have  assented  to  their  application. 
He  again  acknowledged  the  hardship, 
and  regretted  it  was  not  in  his  power  to 
say  more. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  May  I 
ask  a  question  ?  I  do  not  gather  from 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether,  in  the  case  of  those  persons 
who  were  unable  to  pay,  the  amount 
will  be  levied  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No. 

•Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  was  now  in 
Order,  he  presumed,  and  he  would  pro- 
ceed to  deal  with  Item  5,  Class  II., 
Foreign  Office.  He  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
^e  was  about  to  do  so,  however,  not 

Bcanse  he   meant  any  particular   mis- 

uef,  but  because  he  wished   it  to  be 

iderstood,  in   the  Parliamentaxy  sense 
the  term,  that  they  on  that  side  (the 


Opposition)  of  the  House  meant  businen^ 
and  must  insist  upon  having  a  «U»- 
factory 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  to» 
to  a  point  of  Order.  He  wished  to  ask 
whether  he  could  call  attention  to  one  cr 
two  Irish  railway  matters  if  the  boa. 
Baronet  was  allowed  to  proceed  ?  WouU 
he  have  forfeited  his  right  at  thii 
stage  if  he  did  not  ask  his  questioai 
now  ? 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  questions 
must  now  be  raised  on  the  Report,  if 
at  all. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Yea,  Sir; 
but 


•The  CHAIRMAN:  ThehoD. 
is  in  possession. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  consideni^ 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  not  given  in  kb 
Amendment,  perhaps  he  might  be 
allowed  to  intervene.  He  was  not  gong 
to  detain  the  Committee  more  tbaa  % 
moment. 

•The  chairman  :  If  the  Jw^ 
Baronet  wishes  to  give  way  he  is  at  liberty 
to  so  so. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  :  I  give  way,  &• 

Colonel    NOLAN    said,     he    w 
obliged  by  the  hon.  Baronet  allowing  Ua 
to  mention  one  or  two  small  matten.  fl# 
was  not  entering  into  controversial  fi^ 
tions,  and  he  only  wanted  to  havcte 
information  from  the  Treasury.     Fa*tf 
all — regarding  the  Tuam  and  ClaraMRii 
Railway — he  noticed  that  the  mon«y 
the   Paper  was  not  wanted  ontil 
1894,  and  he  would  inquire  whether 
would  not  prevent  the  opening  of  the  Has  ? 
Then  there  was  the  Galway  and  CtiSte 
Railway — what  arrangements  bad 
made  in  regard  to  that  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
and  gallant  6entl«nan  was  probably  not 
in  the  House  at  the  time,  aod  did  not 
know  that  it  had  been  arranged  to  take 
these  railway  questions  for  discnasioa  ai 
a  later  stage.  If  they  were  gatng^  M 
discuss  them  at  all,  they  should  be  £t- 
cussed  all  together,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  where  they  now  stood. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he 
raising  any  controversy.  He  wi 
asking  for  information,  and  be  hofwd  Ue 
questions  would  be  considered  iff  ikft 
information  were  not  now  avvlablew  JU 
to  the  Galway  and  Clifden  lii!Q.lM  faapai 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  WooU  my 
whether  it  would  not  be  ponijfch  ^ 


\ 
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a  portion  of  the  line.  It  had  been  said 
that  something  had  happened  to  a  con- 
tractor— it  was  not  clear  whether  he  had 
failed  or  not — and  they  might  have  some 
statement  on  the  subject.  The  third 
question  he  had  to  put  was  not  one  to 
which  he  expected  an  answer  now.  It 
was  as  to  whether  monej  had  been  re- 
fused for  the  pushing  forward  of  a  line  at 
Balljghadareen.  He  had  not  been  able, 
owing  to  the  duties  of  the  Session,  to 
visit  the  West  of  Ireland  for  some  time, 
and  he  was  not  aware  how  these  matters 
stood  ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  the  Financial 
Secretary  could  tell  him. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  with 
regard  to  the  third  question,  he  would 
make  inquiry.  The  fact  that  the  money 
for  the  Tuam  and  Claremorris  line  was 
not  wanted  until  March  next  would  not 
delay  the  opening  of  the  line.  It  would 
be  opened  as  soon  as  possible.  The  work 
on  the  Cralway  and  Clifden  Railway  was 
now  being  pressed  on.  The  whole  of 
the  line  was  expected  to  be  completed  at 
the  beginning  of  next  year.  There  were 
now  1,400  men  at  work  under  a  new 
contractor. 

*SiR  R.  TEMPLE  again  rose,  and 
said  :  I  have  once  more  to  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  a  question  of 
considerable  importance.  It  arises  on 
the  item  for  £4,000  for  the  Foreign 
Office.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  forgive  me  if  I  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  £1,000.  I  do  so  not 
because  I  mean  to  be  particularly  hostile, 
but  as  an  indication  that  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  in  the  Parliamentary  sense 
of  the  term,  mean  business,  and  that 
we  must  have  a  clear  and  satisfactory 
explanation  with  regard  to  what  is  known 
as  the  Franco-Siamese  difficulty,  which  is 
still  open,  I  understand,  bet  ween  those  two 
countries.  The  reason  I  do  so  is  because 
the  question  is  becoming  a  burning  one 
in  England  ;  it  has  attracted  the  atten- 
tion of  almost  every  Chaml>er  of  Com- 
merce in  the  country,  and  it  is  a  matter 
of  deep  and  earnest  anxiety  to  the 
Liondon  Chamber  of  Commerce  especially. 
The  impression  is  prevalent  that  British 
diplomacy  has  received  a  check.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  No.]  That  impression 
is  prevalent  most  undoubtedly.  It  is 
felt  that  Siam  has  been  very  hardly 
treated,  and  that  British  interests  have 
not  been  sufficiently  safeguarded.  I 
hope  this  impression  will  be  proved  to  be 


erroneous.     No  one  has  a  higher  opinion 
than  I  have  of  the  admirable,  courageous, 
and   patriotic   manner   in    which    Lord  * 
Rosebery    has   conducted     the    foreign 
affairs  of  the  country.     But  while  I  am 
willing    to    believe    that    there    is    an 
explanation,    that   explanation  has   not 
yet  been  given  ;   and  it  must  be  given,  if 
not  at  once,  on  the  very  earliest  occasion 
possible.     Until  then  the  Foreign  Office 
is  on  its  defence.      With   regard   to  the 
trouble  between  France  and  Siam,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  Siam  may  be  in  the 
wrong.     But  is  not  the  fact  that  France 
demanded  the  cession  of  the  territory  in 
dispute    a    confession    that    it    is    not 
hers,    and    that   she    is,    in    a    certain 
sense,  the  aggressor  ?     Hitherto  British 
interests    in    Siam   have  at   least  been 
co-equal   with    those   of    France.     The 
British  understanding  with  Siam  dates 
from  ancient  times  ;    the  British  Consul 
at   Bangkok   has   always    been   on    an 
equality  with  the  French  Consul — he  has, 
indeed,  been  the  more  influential  of  the 
two,  because  four-fifths  of  the  trade  at 
Bangkok  is  British.     All  this  gives  us  a 
great  and  predominating  interest.     Well, 
Sir,  I  congratulate  the  country  and  the 
Government  on  being  relieved  from  the 
anxiety  of  a  blockade.     If  the  blockade 
were  to  take  place,  there  would  be  very 
serious   feeling   in   this  country.     With 
British    vessels  flying  the   British  flag, 
manned,    or    at    least    commanded,    by 
British    sailors,    and    carrying     British 
cargoes,    and    with    8teamers    carrying 
British    mails,   all    to    be    stopped    by 
French  war-vessels   in   a   time   of   pro- 
found   peace,    it   would   be   difficult    to 
induce    the    British    nation    to    accept 
the  technical  explanation  that  it  was  a 
"  pacific  blockade."     I  do  not  think  my 
strong-handed,  clear-headed,  and  practical 
countrymen   would  accept  such  an    ex- 
planation.    The  impression  would  be  that 
British  interests  hatl  been  forcibly  inter- 
fered with  by  France  in  time  of  peace, 
and  that  would  have  a  dangerous  effect 
on  the  public  opinion  of  this   country* 
As   regards   the  territorial  cessions   de- 
manded by  France,  they  relate  entirely 
to  the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong  River. 
Cambodia,  in  the  deltaic  region  of   the 
Mekong,   is   undoubtedly   French ;    but 
above   that  region   both    banks    of  the 
Mekong  are  in  the  possession  of  Siam  for 
more  than   1,200   miles,  and  up  to  the 
23rd  degree  of  North  latitude,  where  the 
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Shan  territory,  an  appanage  of  British 
Burma,  is  reached.  On  the  left,  or 
east,  bank  of  the  Mekong  the  Siamese 
territory  is  abutted  by  Annam  and  Ton- 
quin — French  territory.  It  is  from 
these  French  territories  that  the  aggres- 
sions of  individual  Frenchmen  and 
French  officers  have  been  made.  No 
doubt  the  object  is  to  form  a  junction 
between  the  French  dominions  in  Cam- 
bodia, on  the  one  hand,  and  Tonquin,  on 
the  other  hand,  by  annexing  a  part  of 
the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong.  Perhaps 
a  certain  amount  of  annexation  liere  on 
the  part  of  France  might  be  tolerated. 
Her  interests  are  great,  and  those  of 
Siam  much  less.  But,  whatever  may 
be  the  merits  of  the,  dispute,  whatever 
the  provocation  offered  by  France,  certain 
outrages  were  committed  on  Frenchmen, 
some  French  blood  had  unhappily 
been  shed,  and  France  demanded  as 
reparation  a  territorial  cession.  From 
Cambodia  northwards  to  the  18th  degree 
of  North  latitude  the  cession  of  the  left 
bank  of  the  Mekong  would  have  been  no 
great  matter  if  France  had  been  satisfied 
with  that.  She  would  have  obtained 
her  desired  connection  between  Cambodia 
and  Tonquin.  But  France,  as  we 
understand,  was  not  satisfied,  and  this 
is  the  first  matter  on  which  I  press 
for  specific  information.  From  the  18th 
degree  of  North  latitude  there  begins 
a  great  bend  of  the  river  westwards. 
If  France  had  demanded  the  cession  of 
all  the  territory  on  the  left  bank  of  the 
Mekong,  that,  geographically,  would  mean 
the  cession  of  that  great  piece  of  territory 
included  within  the  bend.  That  is  the 
next  point  we  are  anxious  to  have  infor- 
mation on.  The  question  is,  is  that 
territory  included  in  the  cession  made  by 
Siam  ?  If  so,  French  dominion  will  not 
exactly  have  penetrated  into  the  heart  of 
the  Kingdom  of  Siam,  but  into  the 
northern  portion  of  it,  and  it  will  have  an 
effect  on  England,  because  it  will  have 
brought  France  far  nearer  to  Burma 
than  she  has  ever  been  before,  and  nearer 
to  the  Shan  States,  which  I  have  just 
mentioned.  It  will  make  France  hang 
like  a  great  war-cloud  over  Siam.  Then 
at  the  top  of  the  river  bend  is  the  State  of 
ang-Prabang.  What  are  the  boundaries 
his  State  ?  How  much  is  on  the  left 
Mistem  bank  of  the  Mekong,  and  how 
3h  on  the  western  ?  I  wish  to  know 
ether  it  will  be  possible  by   British 
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negotiations  to  arrange  that,  if  the 
cession  to  France  is  to  reach  an  far  m 
Luang-Prabang,  a  straight  lioe  ahall 
be  drawn  along  the  Eastern  end  of  tliB 
bend,  so  as  to  exclude  all  the  g;rmii 
Western  portion  from  the  ceasion.  If 
that  could  be  arranged  diplomaticsalj^t 
the  result  would  be  highly  Batisfactorjio 
Siam  and  to  British  interests;  and  tf 
France  is  sincere  in  saying  that  she  onh 
desires  to  have  a  full  territorial  oon- 
munication  between  Cambodia  and  Toik 
quin,  then  she  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  drawing  of  a  straight  line  froin  t^ 
Southern  to  the  Northern  end  of  the 
That,  again,  is  a  point  on  which  I 
explanation.  We  fear,  of  courae,  thst 
the  French  are  determined  to  go  as  lir 
as  Luang-Prabang  ;  that  is,  ma  far  as  Iht 
20th  degree  of  North  latitude.  But  tiv 
queston  is,  will  France  be  content  wiiii 
that  ?  I  believe  the  first  demand  wasife 
whole  of  the  left  bank  of  the  Meko^ 
till  it  touched  the  Shan  States,  whieh  ait 
under  British  rule,  in  the  23rd  dsfgiee  of 
North  latitude.  That  demand  has 
been  wisely  abated.  I  understand,  aa4 1 
hope  it  is  correct,  that  the  British 
Office  is  negotiating  for  a  neutiml 
from  the  20th  degree  to  the  23rd 
of  North  latitude,  to  the  fronti^*  of  U|i^ 
Burma,  that  is,  to  the  Shan 
I  hope  that  such  an 
will  be  agreed  to ;  but,  at  the 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  if  Fi 
in  acquiring  ail  the  territory  fsnclo&M  is 
the  bend  she  will  come  very  near  to  ihfli 
neutral  zone,  and  we  shall  then  requirs  s 
neutral  zone  between  the  middle  pan  «f 
British  Burma  and  the  new  Fivscfc 
territory.  This  would,  andoahtedh, 
greatly  complicate  the  question.  I  bof» 
the  Grovernment  will  be  able  to  ^^ve  ^ 
answer  to  the  effect  that  the  negodatisw 
are  proceeding  satisfactorily  on  thia  pona. 
With  regard  to  the  Luang-Prabang^  ' — ^ 
I  wish  to  know  what  is  to 
of  it,  if  it  is  truly  supposed 
a  tributary  or  a  feudatory  of 
doubtless  with  a  Chief  and  Go^ 
of  its  own  ?  When  the  half  of  is  h» 
been  ceded  to  France,  is  the  Chief  to  li«« 
under  French  protection  or  Siamese  p^ 
tection  ?  Is  he  to  be  domiciled  in  ths 
French  limit  or  in  the  Siamese  ? 
in  all  the  negotiations  between 
and  Siam,  conjointly  with  Franca*  H 
always  been  understood  thai,  wl 
protection  has  been  extended  to 
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the  same  protection  is  extended  to  the 
tributaries  and  feudatories  of  Siam  ;  and, 
therefore,  it  behoves  England  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  the  State  of  Lnang- 
Prabang.  I  hope  I  have  made  the  geo- 
graphical point  as  clear  as  it  can  be  made 
without  the  aid  of  a  map  to  illustrate  the 
lecture.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  is  following  me  by  the  aid  of  a 
map.  For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  require 
one — I  have  these  districts  pretty  well 
mapped  out  in  my  brtiin.  I  need  not  say 
that,  as  an  old  Member  of  the  Government 
of  India,  this  is  not  the  first  time  I  have 
had  to  turn  my  attention  to  Siam.  I 
now  desire  to  refer  to  what  is  spoken  of 
as  the  indemnity.  The  House  has 
no  information  as  to  what  is  the  amount 
of  indemnity  that  has  been  asked  by 
France  ;  but  we  have  heard  of  a  claim 
which  appears  to  be  enormously  and 
extravagantly  large.  I  earnestly  hope 
that  Lord  Dufferin's  diplomacy  will  ob- 
tain some  abatement  in  this  respect. 
It  is  too  cruel  that  a  great  European 
Power  should  demand  such  a  large  in- 
demnity from  a  country  like  Siam  over 
and  above  the  full  cession  of  admittedly 
Siamese  territory.  It  is  understood  that 
France  is  now  asking  from  Siam  that  she 
should  have  the  collection  of  the  Revenues 
in  certain  Siamese  districts,  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  paymentof  the  indemnity  claimed, 
I  wish  to  know  what  are  those  districts  ? 
my  own  opinion  being  that  they  must  be 
those  rich  districts  which  abut  on  the 
West  of  the  great  lake  north  of  Saigon. 
I  know  from  the  writings  of  French 
explorers  that  France  has  long  cast 
covetous  eyes  on  the  territory  on  the 
West  shore  of  the  lake ;  and  the  House 
has  a  right  to  exact  information  on  this 
point.  Some  day  this  territory  will  fall 
into  the  lap  of  France  like  a  ripe  pear. 
I  imagine  that  this  is  the  district  in 
which  France  has  secured  the  right  to 
collect  the  Revenue.  Beyond  this,  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  that  the  terms  of 
the  French  occupation  for  collecting 
Revenue  shall  be  such  that  there  shall  be 
DO  excuse  for  the  continued  occupation 
of  the  districts  referred  to  after  the  in- 
demnity is  paid.  Indeed,  so  important  is 
it  that  France  shall  have  no  excuse  for 
continuing  such  an  occupation  indefi- 
nitely, that  I  think  it  would  be  worth 
while  for  England  to  support  Siam  in 
raising  the  money  necessary  to  satisfy 


the  French  claim,  so  that  France  shall 
have  DO  excuse  for  retaining  possession 
of  the  rich  districts  which  abut  on  Cam- 
bodia. The  next  question  is  as  to  the 
islands.  It  is  said  that  the  occupation  of 
certain  islands  in  the  Siamese  Gtilf  by 
France  is  in  contemplation.  This  is  an 
important  matter,  on  which  I  think  the 
House  has  a  right  to  receive  exact  infor- 
mation. I  wish  to  know  what  are  the 
islands  that  are  to  be  occupied ;  where 
they  are  situated ;  what  is  their  value 
as  strategical  naval  points ;  and  on 
what  possible  ground  France  can 
demand  the  right  to  take  possession  of 
them  ?  There  is  something  to  be  said 
on  behalf  of  the  desire  of  France  to 
secure  a  communication  between  Cam- 
bodia and  Tonquin ;  but  what  possible 
ground  France  can  have  for  seising 
islands  in  the  Gulf  of  Siam  as  compen- 
sation for  injuries  supposed  to  have  been 
inflicted  upon  her  hundreds  of  miles 
inland  passes  my  comprehension,  and  it 
does  seem  to  me  a  case  of  naval 
aggression.  And,  mark,  such  strategical 
points,  if  they  are  established,  will  lie 
right  between  our  great  naval  position  in 
the  Straits  of  Malacca  and  our  greater 
naval  position  in  the  Island  of  Hong 
Kong.  That  is  a  thing  against  which 
we  have  a  right  to  remonstrate  in  most 
energetic  terms,  and  on  behalf  of  all  our 
Imperial  interests  and  the  safety  of  our 
naval  position  in  the  China  and  Indian 
Seas.  I  do  trust  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment, by  resolute  action,  will  check 
French  aggressiveness  in  the  matter  of 
these  islands.  I  hope  the  statement  as 
to  the  French  claims  in  this  direction 
are  not  correct,  and  it  will  be  satisfactory 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  E.  Grey)  can 
give  the  House  some  information  calcu- 
lated to  allay  the  apprehensions  that 
have  been  arouseil  on  the  point.  Another 
point  is  that  a  third  Power — China — is 
interested  with  regard  to  the  territory 
lying  between  the  20th  and  23rd  degrees 
of  North  latitude,  the  cession  of  which 
France  claims  from  Siam.  My  im- 
pression is  that  China  has  rights  which 
will  be  interfered  with  by  compliance 
with  the  claims  of  France.  Doubtless 
Lord  Rosebery  will  take  care  to  preserve 
the  acknowledged  rights  of  China.  But 
there  is  another  portion  of  the  globe  that 
is  largely  interested  in  this  question,  and 
that  is  the  British  Indian  Empire,  and 
through  that  Empire  the  whole  manufao- 
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turing  interest  of  Great  Britain  is  con- 
cerned. The  Committee  will  recollect 
that  the  whole  of  the  Western  frontier 
of  the  Siamese  Kingdom  abuts  on  British 
Burma,  and  the  whole  of  the  Eastern 
frontier  of  British  Burma  abuts  imme- 
diately and  conterminously  with  the 
Western  boundary  of  the  Siamese  King- 
dom. If  8iam  is  to  become  a  sort  of 
dependent  or  vassal,  and  it  is  to  be 
entirely  under  the  beck  and  nod  of  the 
Republican  Government  of  Paris,  will 
not  the  security  of  British  Burma  be 
affected  ?  Nothing  is  more  essential  to 
the  safety  of  our  Indian  Empire  than 
to  have  a  buffer  State  —  namely, 
Afghanistan,  between  us  and  Russia 
on  the  West,  and  between  us  and 
Frauce  on  the  East,  and  that  buffer  State 
is  the  Kingdom  of  Siam.  I  notice  that 
some  French  authorities  lately  have 
been  decrying  this  doctrine,  and  saying 
that  buffers  of  this  kind  are  not  needed  ; 
but  I  hope  the  Qritish  Government  will 
not  accept  that  view.  If  Frauce  arbi- 
trarily annexes  Siamese  territory,  and 
England  has  to  patiently  look  on,  and 
acquiesce  in  secret  negotiations  between 
the  Court  of  Bangkok  and  the  French 
Republic,  what,  I  ask,  is  eventually  to 
become  of  Siam  ?  If  the  present  de- 
mands of  France  are  conceded,  an  excuse 
will  be  made  to  pick  some  further 
quarrel,  and  other  demands  will  follow, 
another  blockade  will  be  declared,  and 
British  commerce  and  interests  will  be 
threatened.  With  regard  to  our  relations 
with  India,  I  think  that  in  these  days  it 
is  dangerous  that  we  should  ex- 
hibit before  the  300,000,000  of 
Her  Majesty  ^s  subjects  in  India 
the  spectacle  of  England  virtually 
acquiescing  in  the  moral,  if  not  actual, 
subjection  of  Siam  by  France.  The 
annexation  of  Siam  to  the  British  Em- 
pu-e  is  the  very  last  thing  England 
would  think  of.  She  claims  no  exclusive 
positioD.  But  she  does  for  herself  an 
equality  with  the  most  favoured  nation. 
All  she  demands  is  the  real  independence 
of  Siam.  There  is  do  desire  to  exclude 
French  influence  from  Siam.  I  am  willing 
to  acknowledge  fully  the  just  aspirations 
and  susceptibilities  of  France,  and  to  ad- 
mit the  advantages  that  have  been  de- 
rived from  French  explorations  in  that 
portion  of  the  world  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that,  inas- 
much  as   the   trade  of  Siam  is  mainly 
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British  trade,  and  that  the  proportion  of 
French  trade  is  insignificant — ^four-fifths 
being  British  and  the  other  fifth  being 
divided  among  other  nations,  of  which 
France  is  one — England  has  a  right  to 
say  that,  as  British  capital  has  established 
this  commercial  condition,  Great  Britain 
is  morally  entitled  to  the  benefits  to  be 
derived  therefrom.  In  conclusion,  I  hope 
I  have  said  nothing  unkind  to  our  French 
neighbours;  but,  as  an  Englishman,  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  stand  up  for  England,  and 
I  do  not  think  a  word  has  escaped  me 
that  can  justly  be  said  to  be  offensive  to 
the  French.  No  man  in  the  House  has  a 
more  friendly  feeling  towards  the  French 
than  I  have.  I  fully  acknowledge  the 
dificulties  under  which  the  British 
negotiators  are  placed,  and  the  hard  task 
they  have  Ijefore  them.  I  have  merely 
propounded  questions  which,  sooner  or 
later,  must  be  auswered.  If  I  cannot  be 
answered  at  this  moment,  all  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  E.  Grey)  has  to  do  is  to 
say  so.  I  hope  the  answer  which 
may  be  given  will  be  such  as  will 
allay  the  apprehensions  that  must 
have  been  aroused  in  our  Eastern 
Empire,  and  which  will  grow  more  and 
more  urgent  if  the  situation  should,  un- 
happily, become  worse  instead  of  better. 
All  British  people  who  have  served  their 
country  in  our  Indian  Empire  have  a 
friendly  feeling  towards  the  French. 
During  the  past  century  we  admired  them 
as  our  gallant  foes  and  rivals  in  the  great 
struggle  for  the  Indian  Empure.  During 
this  century  we  have  always  looked  upon 
them  as  sincere  friends,  because,  if  Eng- 
lish power  in  the  East  is  to  fall,  then  the  fall 
of  French  power  would  soon  follow.  Men 
who  have  been  in  India  will  never  forget 
that  in  the  dark  days  of  the  Indian 
Mutiny  England  received  every  expres- 
sion of  sympathy  from  the  French  nation, 
and  every  co-operation  that  could  fairly 
be  afforded  by  France  herself. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  of  £4,000,  for  the  Foreign 
Office,  be  rwluced  by  £1,00()."--<S<>  li.  TemjtU,^ 

•Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  Mr.  Mellor,  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Kingston  (Sir  R.  Temple)  for  having 
intervened  in  my  absence  to  call  atten* 
tion,  by  moving  a  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
to  the  question  of  Siam.  I  am  certain 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
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for  Foreign  Affaire  (Sir  E.  Grey)  will 
acquit  both  him  and  me  of  any  desirOy  in 
raising  this  question,  to  embarrass  or  to 
force  the  hand  of  the  Government  in  the 
least  degree.    I  think  he  will  allow  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Opposition  in  this 
Hoose  upon  the  question  have  hitherto 
been  devoid  of  any  such  interpretation, 
and   that   the  questions   which    I    and 
others  have  put  to  the  Gt>vemment  have 
at    no    time    exceeded    the    bounds  of 
legitimate   Parliamentary   inquiry,   both 
as  to  the  progress  of  events  on  a  matter 
deeply  affecting  British  interests,  and  as 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  rela- 
tion to  them.       On  one  occasion  we  re- 
frained from  moving  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House ;  and  if  we  call  attention  to  the 
matter    to-day   it    is    only   because   an 
opportunity    which    may   not    recur   is 
afforded  to  us  at  a  time  when  the  events 
may  be  said  almost  to  have  terminated. 
There    are    also     some    points     which 
require  elucidation.       The  replies  of  the 
hon.   Baronet  to    the    queries    I    have 
addressed  to  him  have  throughout  been 
characterised     by    great     ability     and 
courtesy  ;  but  they  have  been  marked  by 
a  reserve  which  may  be  very  admirable 
from  an  official  point  of  view,  but  the 
impenetrability   of  which   has   left  our 
appetite  for  information  on  a  great  many 
points  unsatisfied.       I  will  not  now  go 
into  the  origin  of  this  dispute.     It  is  the 
experience  of  history  that  when  a  feeble 
Oriental    State,   whose  borders  are  not 
precisely  defined,  and  which,  perhaps,  has 
not  exercised  a  very  firm  grip  on  the  con- 
fines  of   its  own  jurisdiction,  comes  in 
contact   with   the  more  highly  civilised 
organisation   and   military    system  of  a 
European  Power,  disputes  about  frontiers 
arise,  and  claims  for  territory  are  made, 
and  there  is  almost  an  inevitable  tendency 
on  the    part  of  the  stronger  Power   to 
advance  at  the  expense  of  the  weaker. 
Such  an  advance  on  the  part  of  France 
in  this  case,  and  such  a  retreat  on  the 
part  of  Siam,  were,  I  imagine,  more  or 
less  inevitable  from  the  start.  But  though 
we  may  make  that  admission,  we  cannot 
be    altogether   indifferent  to   the  high- 
handed manner    in    which   the   French 
conducted    their     operations    from    the 
start,  and  to  the  very  scant  consideration 
shown   to   their  unhappy   victim.     Nor 
need    we    refrain  from   expressing   our 
sincere  sympathy  with  the  present    en- 
lightened Monarch  of  Siam,  whose  Go- 


vernment has  conducted  itself  with  great 
dignity  throughout  these  proceedings, 
and  who,  if  ever  he  has  shown  independ- 
ence, has  cruelly  suffered  for  doing  so, 
since  he  has  only  resisted  in  order  to  be 
punished  for  obstinacy,  and  where  he  has 
yielded  has  only  yielded  in  order  to  be 
humiliated  for  his  weakness.  I  do  not 
think  I  should  have  made  that  remark  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that  the  fresh 
terms  which  have  been  wrung  from  this 
unhappy  and  humiliated  State  in  the 
moment  of  its  final  surrender — terms 
stated  for  the  first  time  by  Lord  Rosebery 
in  the  House  of  Lords  yesterday,  and 
appearing  in  to-day*s  papera — are  so 
serious  in  their  effect  upon  the  independ- 
ence and  integrity  of  Siam  that  I  feel 
botmd  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee  the  exact  promises  and  assur- 
ances that  were  given  at  an  earlier  stage 
by  the  French  Government.  On  July 
17  Lord  Rosebery  made  a  statement  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  was  repeated 
in  this  House  by  the  hon.  Baronet.  He 
said — 

"There  is  the  question  of  frontier  between 
France  and  Siam  in  or  adjacent  to  the  Mekong 
Valley.  This  is  a  question  which,  if  it  is  kept 
within  certain  limits  and  does  not  assume  such 
proportions  as  to  affect  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  Siamese  Kingdom,  Great  Britain 
is  not  directly  interested.  .  .  .  Finally,  there  is 
the  question  of  the  independence  and  int^rity 
of  Siam.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
sensible  that  this  is  a  subject  of  grave  import- 
ance to  the  British,  and  more  especially  to  the 
British  Indian  Empire ;  but  the  French  Govern- 
ment declare  themselves  to  be  not  less  anxious 
than  ourselves  to  maintain  and  respect  that 
independence  and  integ^ty.'* 

It  was  in  consequence  of  that  statement, 
which  was  definite,  unmistakable,  and 
most  re-assuring,  that  J  refrained  some 
weeks  ago  from  moving  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
that  statement  amounted  to  a  definite  and 
binding  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government  that  whatever  steps  they 
might  feel  themselves  called  upon  to  take 
to  recover  territory  to  which  they  believed 
they  had  a  legitimate  claim,  or  to  exact 
damages  for  injuries  which  they  conceived 
to  have  been  inflicted  on  French  subjects, 
they  would  leave  the  political  autonomy  of 
Siam  untouched,  and  that  the  territorial  in- 
tegrity of  Siam  should  not  be  further  im- 
paired. It  was  a  notable  fact  that  on  the 
very  next  day,  July  18,  speaking  in  the 
French  Chamber,  M.  Develle,  the  Foreign 
Minister,  though  he  said  nothing  about 
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the  int^rity  of  Siam,  yet  three  times 
expressed  the  desire  and  iutentiou  of 
Prance  not  to  impair  the  independence 
of  Slam.  M.  Develle  said — and  I  quote 
from  the  official  version  of  his  statement 
in  the  French  Chamber  of  Deputies — 

^^  The  independence  of  Slam  is  a  thing  which 
we  do  not  wish  to  touch.  -We  desire,  we  wish, 
that  no  blows  should  be  struck  at  it." 

And  again,  later  oo,  he  said — 

''  We  have  no  intention  whatever  of  menacing 
the  independence  of  8iam." 

Towards  the  close  of  his  speech  he 
said — 

"  It  is  the  defence  and  preservation  of  our 
Indo-Chinese  Empire  which  has  been  the  sole 
object  of  our  action  towards  Biam.  We  have 
never  wished  to  strike  a  blow  at  it«  independ- 
ence.'* 

Those  statements,  though  less  strong 
than  those  of  Lord  Rosebery,  were 
sufficiently  strong  toiexereise  a  re-assuring 
effect  on  those  who  in  this  country  were 
watching  the  course  of  events.  Having 
stated  to  the  House  both  the  English  and 
the  French  versions  of  the  pledges  given 
by  the  French  Government,  I  will  now 
briefly  proceed  to  show  how  those 
pledges  have  been  kept,  and  what  steps 
the  French  thought  it  necessary  to  take 
in  order — to  use  their  own  words — to 
insure  the  safety  of  their  Indo-Chinese 
£mpire.  First,  I  will  take  the  region 
of  the  middle  and  upper  Mekong.  Not 
merely  in  that  region  have  the  French 
demanded  and  obtained  the  surrender  of 
the  territory  between  the  left  bank  of 
the  river  and  that  which  has  hitherto 
been  thought  to  be  the  border  range  of 
Annam,  a  district  360  miles  long,  100 
miles  broad,  and  comprising  an  area  of 
36,000  square  miles  ;  but  they  have  also 
demanded,  and  obtained,  one-half  of  the 
Siamese  vassal  State  of  Luang-Prabang, 
upon  the  £astem  bank  of  the  river, 
which  for  over  100  years  has  admitted 
the  Suzerainty  of  Siam.  In  addition  to 
this  the  French  have  also  claimed,  under 
the  terms  of  the  ultimatum,  the  whole 
territory  to  the  North  and  West  of  Luang- 
Frabang,  right  up  to  the  Chinese  frontier, 
subject  only  to  the  Siamese  rights  to 
the  Province  of  Chieng  Kheug,  which 
was  recently  ceded  by  Great  Britain  to 
Siam,  on  condition  that  it  was  not 
subsequently  handed  over  to  any 
other  Power,  and  subject  also  to  the 
creation  of  a  neutral  zone  or  buffer 
State  between  France  and  ourselves. 
Those  were   the  terms  of   the   French 
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demands  for  surrender  up  to  yesterday 
afternoon.     But  we  now  know  that,  in 
addition  to    all    this,    Siam    is    to    be 
allowed  to  keep  no  armed  vesseb  on  tUe 
Mekong  River,  and   no  military  forces 
within  16  miles  of  its  own  bank  of  that 
river.     In  other  words,  a  cordon  of   16 
miles   is   to  be  drawn  down  the  whole 
length  of    the  Mekong    River  on  the 
Siamese  bank,  and  the  Siamese  are  to  be 
held  responsible  for  order  along  that  bank 
without  being  allowed  to  keep  even  the 
most  elementary  armed  force  wherewith  to 
preserve  order.    In  her  final  ultimatum^ 
France  also  demanded,  and  obtained,  tb^ 
right  to  establish  French  Consulates  *t 
the  towns  of  Nan  and    Korat,   which 
are  situated  iu  the  heart  of  the  territory 
still  remaining  to  Siam  on  this  bank  of  the 
river.     I  only  desire  to  say,  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  that  I  hope  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  prompt  steps  to 
insure,  if  French  Consuk  are  placed  at 
these  spots,  that,  considering  that  the 
whole  trade  of  these  towns  is  British,  par- 
ticularly in  the  case  of  Korat,  which  is  to 
be  the  terminus  of  a  railway  now  being 
made  by  Englishmen,  British  Consuls  shall 
also  be,  without  any  delay,  placed  at  the 
same  spots.     I  invite  the  Committee  to 
judge  to  what  extent  it  can  be  said  that 
the  integrity  of  Siam  has  not  been  im^- 
paired    by    the    forcible    cession    of   a 
territory  70,000  square  miles  in  extent, 
and  how  far  the  independence  of  Siam  has 
not  been  interfered  with  by  the  refusal  to 
allow  the  employment  of  military  forces 
in  a  part  ot  the  territory  still  left  to  her. 
But  that  is  not  all.     Attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Provinces  of  Battamboug 
and    Angkor.      These    Provinces   once 
belonged  to  Cambogia,  but  were  wrested 
from   it    100  years   ago,   and  have  be* 
longed  to  Siam  ever  since.     Although 
guaranteed     to    Siam    by    the    French 
Treaty    of    1867,   M.  de   Lanessan  has 
openly   repudiated  that  Treaty  and  ad- 
vocated  their  seizure.      Speaking  from 
a  personal  visit  which  I  have  paid  to  the 
country,  I  can  state  to  the  Committee 
that  these  Provinces  are  situated  in  the 
heart  of  Cis-Mekong,  in  the  lower  part 
of  Siam.    They  are  rich  in  rice  and  other 
produce,  and  include  the  upper  part  of 
the  Great  Lake,  with  its  important  and 
lucrative  fisheries.     They  are  only  12  or 
14  days^  marches  from  Bangkok.     The 
possession  of  the  Provinces  is  essential 
to  Siam  ;  and,  in  fact,  the  independence 
and  integrity  of  Siam  will  be  irretrievably 
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injured  if  those  Provinces  are  allowed  jtoi 
pass  into  the  bands  of  anj  Foreign  Power. 
Those  Provinces  have  not  been  seized 
by  the  French,  but  let  me  es^pUin  the 
ingenious  substitute  for  seizure  which  is 
contemplated.  The  papers  of  to-day 
contain  the  text  of  the  Note  of  the 
French  Government  to  the  Government 
of  Siam  in  reply  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
ultimatum,  which  was  in  these  words — 

"  Pkris,  July  30.— Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs 
to  Consal'General  HoUand,  Bangkok. — ^The 
delay  of  the  Siamese  Government  in  accepting 
the  ultimatum  sent  to  it  b^  the  French  Minister 
at  Bangkok,  on  July  20,  justified  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  French  Republic  in  making  its 
conditions  heavier.  Desirous  of  giving  a  fresh 
proof  of  the  sentiments  of  moderation  which  have 
constantly  inspired  it,  the  French  Government 
will  be  content,  as  an  indispensable  guarantee 
of  the  practical  execution  of  the  clauses  of  the 
ultimatum,  with  the  occupation  of  the  river 
and  the  port  of  Chantaboon,  until  the  complete 
and  pacific  evacuation  of  the  posts  established 
by  the  Siamese  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong. 
With  a  view  also  to  guarantee  the  good  delations 
happily  re-establis^d  between  France  and 
Siam,  and  to  prevent  any  conflict  in  the  region 
of  the  Great  Lake  and  of  the  Mekong,  the 
Siamese  Government  will  bind  itself  not  to 
maintain  in  future  any  military  force  in  Bat- 
tambong  and  Siemreap,  nor  in  the  localities 
situated  within  a  radius  of  16  miles  on  the 
right  bank  of  the  Mekong,  starting  from  the 
frontier  of  Cambogia.  It  will  maintain  there 
only  the  police  force  necessary  to  insure  order. 
It  will,  besides,  abstain  frcNn  keeping  up  armed 
vessels  in  the  waters  of  the  Great  Lake  and 
those  of  the  Mekong.  The  French  Government 
reserves  the  right  of  establishing  Consulates  at 
Xan  and  Korat.  The  acceptance  by  Siam  of 
these  guarantees  will  allow  the  French  Govern- 
ment immediately  to  raise  the  blockade. — Jules 
Dbvellb." 

I  invite  this  Committee  to  consider  how 
long  this  lake  with  no  vessels  upon  it, 
and  these  provinces  with  no  soldiers  in- 
side them,  will  be  able  to  retain  their 
independence  against  the  encroachments 
which  are  inevitable.  I  must  add  a  few 
words  about  the  Port  of  Chantaboon.  It 
is  the  second  port  of  Siam,  and  is  situated 
on  the  coast  of  the  Gulf  of  Siam,  about 
180  miles  south-east  of  the  mouth  of 
the  Menam.  It  is  the  maritime  outlet 
of  the  two  Provinces  of  Battambong  and 
Angkor,  and  from  it  access  is  gained  to 
the  mines  of  rubies,  sapphires,  and  other 
gems  which  are  either  wholly  or  almost 
wholly  in  the  hands  of  British  conces- 
sionaires, and  are  being  worked  by  British 
Companies.  Chantaboon  is  the  market 
from  which,  and  from  which  alone, 
occurs  the  great  pepper  export  of  Siam, 
which  trade  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
British    establishments     at     Bangkok. 
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From  that  port  in  1891  came  1,341  tons 
of  pepper  of  the  value  of  £79,500,  wh^ 
the  export  in  1892  amounted  to 
1,175  tons,  valued  at  over  £53fi06. 
1  gather  from  what  I  have  read 
that  this  port  is  to  be  temporarily 
occupied  by  the  French  as  a  guarantee 
that  the  Siamese  positions  on  the  le|t 
bank  of  the  Mekong  will  be  evacuated 
according  to  the  teims  of  the  ultimatum. 
From  the  ultimatum  I  find  that  that 
evacuation  is  to  be  effected  within  the 
space  of  one  month.  Now  I  am  acquainted 
with  those  regions,  and  it  is  a  fact  that 
many  of  the  Siamese  positions  are 
situated  at  great  distances  from  each 
other  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Mekong, 
and  are  separated  from  that  river  by  a 
country  of  pathless  jungle,  in  which 
there  are  no  roads  and  no  communication; 
and  it  is  very  likely  that  the  intelligence 
of  what  has  happened  and  the  fact  that 
they  are  to  be  evacuated  may  not  even 
have  reached  the  positions  of  which  I  am 
speaking  within  the  month.  The  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  will  see  how  easily  cir- 
cumstances may  arise  under  which  the  tem- 
porary occupation  by  France  of  Chan- 
taboon will  be  transferred  into  a  per- 
manent occupation.  This  is  a  question 
as  to  which  the  Government  cannot  for- 
swear or  deny  our  interest.  Just  as,  in 
the  Upper  Mekong,  Lord  Rosebery  has 
felt  himself  bound  to  interfere,  both 
because  the  States  we  got  from  Burmah 
came  up  to  the  river,  and  because  of  the 
danger  that  would  accrue  both  to  France 
and  ourselves  from  coterminous  relations, 
so  in  the  Southern  Provinces,  in  the  heart 
of  Siam,  we  cannot  be  indifferent  to 
steps  which  will  practically  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  French  a  region  in  which 
British  subjects  have  very  large  interests 
at  stake,  in  which  British  trade  is  the 
sole,  trade  that  exists,  and  where  the 
existence  and  the  predominance  of 
a  Foreign  Power  must  inevitably 
exercise  a  most  serious  and  a 
most  damaging  effect  upon  Bangkok. 
In  view  of  the  facts  which  I  have  put 
before  the  House,  I  think  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  find  it  difficult  to  see  in  what 
manner  the  promises  with  which  they 
were  re-assured  as  coming  from  the 
French  Government  have  been  kept,  or  in 
what  manner  the  integrity  and  independ- 
ence of  Siam  have  been  maintained.  There 
is  also  the  question  of  the  islands.  I 
have  heard  since  I  came  into  the  House 
that  France  is,  at  the  present  moment,  in 
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occupation  of  four  islands  in  the  Gulf  of 
Siam.  The  hon.  Baronet  suggested,  if  he 
did:not  actually  state,  that  the  possession 
of  these  islands  was  claimed  by  France  as 
heir  to  the  hereditary  rights  of  Cambogia. 
Those  islands  are  a  portion  of  the 
Siamese  Coast,  and  are  situated  between 
Chantaboon  and  the  Menam  River,  scores 
of  miles  away  from  all  territory  that 
could  by  any  pretence  be  said  to  have 
belonged  to  Cambogia.  One  of  them 
commands  the  entrance  to  the  Gulf  of 
Siam,  and  the  occupation  of  them  by  any 
Foreign  Power  must  inevitably  constitute 
a  menace  and  danger  to  all  shipping 
ascending  the  Gulf  of  Siam.  I  venture  to 
suggest,  therefore,  that  before  the  matter 
is  finally  settled,  some  explanation  should 
be  invited  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
from  the  French  Government  as  to  the 
course  of  action  they  propose  to  adopt 
with  regard  to  islands  which  are 
admittedly  Siamese — to  which  the  French 
Government  have  advanced  no  claim 
n  the  ultimatum,  and  their  occupation  of 
which  will  be  a  menace  not  only  to  Siamese 
interests,  but  also  to  British  trade. 
While  I  am  speaking  about  the  assur- 
ances of  the  French  Government,  another 
point  occurs  to  me  on  which  I  venture 
respectfully  to  ask  for  explanation.  On 
June  29,  when  the  first  rumours  reached 
this  country  that  the  French  Fleet  had 
been  ordered  to  Bangkok,  I  asked  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  statement,  and  he  replied — 

**  It  is  not  true,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  that  a 
portion  of  the  French  Fleet  has  arrived  off  the 
bar  of  the  Menam  River.  The  French  Repre- 
sentative has  warned  the  Siamese  Government 
that  the  French  Fleet  has  been  ordered  to 
Saigon,  and  that  it  may  be  sent  to  Bangkok 
should  the  situation  demand  it.  The  French 
Government  has  given  ua  an  assurance  that  we 
shall  receive  notice  before  such  a  step  is  taken, 
and  we  are  awaiting  a  reply  to  inquiries  we 
have  made  with  reference  to  statements  in 
papers." 

Nothing  could  be  more  clear  than  that 

declaration.     On  July    14,   however,   a 

telegram  appeared  in  the  newspapers  to 

the  effect  that  two  French  vessels  of  war 

had  forced  their  way  up  the  river,  either 

in  obedience  to  orders  from  the  French 

Home   Government    or    in   violation   of 

their  instructions.    ^  I  am  not  discussing 

Se  legality  or  the  illegality  of  the  pro- 

edings  of  these  vessels.    I  only  wish  to 

k  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  the  assur- 

ce  that  French  vessels  would  not  be 

oved   to    the    Menam   River    without 

revious    reference    to    Her    Majesty's 

Mr,  Curzofi 


Government  was  fulfilled?  The  thirtl 
question  with  regard  to  which  I  hope  the 
hon.  Baronet  will  give  the  Committee 
some  information  is  in  respect  to  dw 
point.  I  have  already  read  Lord  Bom- 
bery*s  statement  that  the  question  of  tht 
Mekong  frontier  was  one  in  which,  pro- 
vided it  was  kept  within  certain  llmitji. 
Great  Britain  was  not  directly  interested 
At  that  statement  no  one  was  disposed  to 
cavil.  But  if  we  turn  to  M.  DeveUe'* 
speech  in  the  Chamber  on  Jnlj  18,  w« 
find  him  speaking  as  follows: — 

^'As  long  ago  as  March  9  Lord  R^-meberj 
came  spontaneously  to  say  to  M.  WaddiBftoi 
that  the  night  before  he  had  receivai  a  vac 
from  the  Siamese  Minister  in    Londoc  ooo- 

Slaining  of  the  encroachments  of  France  on  tk 
[ekong,  and  that  he  had  told  him  that  ho  fa^ 
nothing  to  do  with  the  affiiir.  Lord  Oaftni 
did  me  the  honour  of  calling  upon  me  at  ti» 
Foreign  Office  and  made  the  following  deck- 
ration  to  me  : — *  I  am  directed  by  my  Gofcn- 
ment  to  tell  you  that,  in  the  conflict  in  wliek 
you  are  now  engaged  with  Siam  re&aidii^  yov 
frontiers,  you  wUl  not  find  England  in  aiij««f 
opposing  you.*  I  thanked  Lord  DoAennbr  ht 
communication,  telling  him  that  the  coodaet  d 
England  was  all  the  more  natural,  iaM&nek  » 
we  had  in  no  way  any  intention  of  thnatonv 
the  independence  of  Siam.*' 

It  seems  to  me  so  extraordinarr  if  atr 

such    assurances    were    given,    that   ) 

venture   to  ask   whether   M.     D«viBrV 

statement  was   correct  ?  .  I  cmnnat  yif 

thinking  that  the  friendly  and  diptaait 

assurances  given   hy  Lord    Rosebm » 

the    French    Government    yvere    nuaa^ 

terpreted  hy  them,  and  that   tbej   vw 

therehy  encouraged  to  a  forwaid  pdkji 

and  I  helieve  that  if  a  clear 

of    the     interests     and 

of     Great     Britain      had      been 

earlier    in    the    day   by    Her 

Government     to     the     Govenuaeot    td 

France,  much  that  has  occurred 

not  have  happened.     These  moi 

on  the  borders  of  Siam  have  Ioai|r 

anticipated  by  those  who  hare  kvpi  aa 

eye  upon  the  march  of  eveuU  in  tlmt 

region  ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govemacal 

seem  from  the  start  not  to   haw 

fully  alive  either  to  their  imminenee 

their  gravity.     On  February  4  the  F 

Minister  for  the  Colonies  made  a 

in  which  be  indicated  what 

happen   with   regard  to   Stam ;    bvt 

February  17  Lord  Rosebery,  in  tlie 

of  Lords,  said — 

''The  French  Minister,  M.  Delcas^dUt  ^ 
go  Quite  8o  far  ad  to  claim  the  Mekons  Kmr  m 
the  Western  boundary  to  the  Fremeh  likft^nfta 
PoBsesAions ;  but  he  rather  ^te  of  H  aa  1^ 
Western  limit  of  their  «phere  of  Jnlliwuia    Ik  a 
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compensating  for  its  occurrence,  bnt  also 
to  show  foresight,  and  to  take  precan* 
tions  before  events  have  occurred.  The 
concession  which  we  have  at  last  procured 
of  a  slender  buffer  upon  the  Upper  Mekong 
is  but  an  inadequate  consolation  for  the 
irretrievable  damage  inflicted  upon  the 
substantial  buffer  that  before  inter- 
vened. There  remains  one  more  quei^tion. 
No  one  will  deny  the  great — I  will  even 
say  the  supreme — importance  to  us  of  the 
integrity  and  independence  of  8iam. 
Situated  as  Siam  is  in  close  proximity  to 
our  Indian  Empire,  and  having  a  con- 
terminous frontier  with  the  Ma  lav 
States,  Burma,  and  the  Shan  States  for 
many  hundreds  of  miles,  the  orbit  of 
Siam  falls  inevitably  within  the  Indian 
system.  We  cannot  be  indifferent  to  her 
destiny  ;  we  cannot  acquiesce  in  her  ex- 
tinction. Moreover,  the  facts  that  93 
per  cent,  of  the  import  and  85  per  cent, 
of  the  export  trade  are  carried  in  British 
vessels,  and  that  the  main  industries  of 
the  country — the  rice  and  teak  and  the 
exploitation  of  the  mines — are  mainly  in 
British  hands,  will  enable  us  to  realise 
the  vast  commercial  preponderance  of 
Great  Britain.  Now,  it  has  been  the 
principle  of  successive  British  Govern- 
ments to  preserve  intact  the  integrity  of 
Siam.  I  have  never  heard  from  anv 
individual  or  from  any  Government  in 
this  country  a  proposal  to  impair  or 
destroy  it ;  and  I  imagine  that  it  would 
only  be  in  the  last  resort — at  the  request 
of  Siam  herself,  and  in  defence  of  Im- 
perial interests — that  we  should  be  in- 
duced to  extend  our  responsibilities  in 
that  country.  But  if  any  excuse  or  pro- 
vocation had  been  needed  for  any  such 
step,  it  has  been  supplied  by  France  in 
this  case ;  and  I  imagine  it  will  l)e 
agreed  that  any  further  encroachments 
upon  her  stability  or  integrity  can  hardly 
fail  to  provoke  some  response  from  our- 
selves, both  to  safeguard  British  inte- 
rests and  to  save  India  from  peril. 
I  do  not  wish,  however,  to  enter 
into  speculations  as  to  the  future,  but  I 
venture  to  express  a  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  steps  to  procure  a 
guarantee  or  assurance  from  the  French 
Government  that  no  further  encroach- 
ments will  be  attempted  by  them  upon 
the  integrity  and  independence  of  Siam. 
The  most  sensitive  of  Frenchmen  must 
admit  that  ample  hostages  have  been 
given  for  the  satisfaction  of  French 
honour,  the  vindication  of  French  claims^ 

3  C 


not  for  me  to  judge  what  the  French  view  of 
their  sphere  of  iiiilaence  may  be ;  that  is  a 
vagne  term.  But  no  such  sphere  of  influence  has 
been  recogniseil  by  Her  Majesty *8  Gk)vemment." 

On  June  1  I  put  the  following  question 
to  the  hon.  Baronet : — 

**  Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ha<i  been  called  to  the  recent  action 
of  French  troops  in  occupying  Siamese  posts 
upon  the  Mekong  River ;  whether  they  had  in- 
vited or  received  any  explanations  on  the  matter 
from  the  French  Government  ;  whether  the 
French  claim  to  all  territory  lying  upon  the 
left  or  East  bank  of  the  Mekong  River  was  re- 
cognised by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  considered 
these  proceedings  of  the  French  inimical  to  the 
political  or  commercial  independence  of  Siam  V 

To  which  the  hon.  Baronet  replied — 

"Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
Reports  from  different  quarters  with  regard  to 
the  recent  action  of  the  French  troops  on  the 
Mekong.  They  have  not  thought  it  desirable  to 
address  to  the  French  Government  any  request 
for  explanations  on  the  subject,  and  the  French 
Government  have  not  as  yet  offered  such  ex- 
planations. So  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment know,  the  French  have  not  distinctly 
intimated  what  territory  they  claim  on  the  East 
of  the  Mekong,  and  in  the  present  state  of  the 
question  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  in 
a  position  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  effect 
which  these  proceedings  may  have  on  the  poli- 
tical or  commercial  independence  of  Siam. ' 

Then,  on  June  15,  Lord  Rosebery,  in 
reply  to  Lord  Lamingtou,  said — 

"  I  am  very  imi)erfectly  acquainted  with  the 
causes  of  the  dispute.  As  I  do  not  wish  to 
acquire  the  reputation  of  meddling  too  much  in 
the  affairs  now  pending  between  France  ami 
Siam,  1  have  not  acquirwl  that  necessary  infor- 
mation which  would  enable  me  to  rci)ly 
properly  to  the  questions." 

Finally,    there    are   the     statements    to 
French     Ministers     that    were    quoted 
in    the     French     Chamber.       Now,    I 
cannot    help     saying     that     I     believe 
that  if  early  in  the  present  year,  when 
the  first   news   of  the  French  advance 
eame  to  this  country.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   had    entered    into    perfectly 
friendly  communications  with  the  French 
Groverninent,  and  intimated  that,  without 
*ny  desire  to   interfere  in   the   dispute 
between  Siam  and  themselves,  in  which 
we  had  no  concern,  we  could  not  look 
with  dispassionate  eyes  upon  an  appro- 
priation of  Siamese  territory  upon   the 
Upper  Mekong,  or  upon  an  infringement 
of  the  independence  of  Siam,  the  whole 
of  the  subsequent  crisis  might  have  been 
averted,  and  Siam  and  ourselves  might 
not  now  be  deploring  her  humiliation.  It 
is  the    function    of    statesmanship  not 
merely  to  make  a  display  of  tardy  vigour 
after  a  crisis  has  arisen,  with  a  view  of 
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and  the  protection  of  her  Iniio-Chiiiese  i  nioet  delicate  kind  are  proceeding.     He 
Empire.      There    mattere    sUoiild    rest, 
Unfortnuatelj,  tlie   e!c  ami  nation  of    tbc 
nltimatum 

sources  of  almost  certain  friction  and 
certain  danger.  There  is  likely  \o  arise 
trouble  on  the  Mekong  River  because  the 
Siamese  are  not  allowed  to  protect  their 
own  territory,  and  on  the  borders  of  the 
Great  I^ake  because  the  Siamese  are 
stripped  rhere  of  even  the  slightest  evi- 
dence of  sovereignty.  These  tilings  are 
the  more  likely  to  occur  because  the 
capacity  for  resistance  of  Si  am 
has  been  bo  recently  tested  and 
found  to  be  worthless.  I  hope  to 
obtain  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment some  declaration  that  any  further 
encroachments  on  Siam  cannot  be  re- 
garded by  this  country  with  indiflerence  ; 
that  British  interests,  commercial  and 
political,  will  prevent  us  from  acquiescing 
in  he^  further  degradation  ;  and  also  that 
they  will  invite  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment assurances  that  Siam  will  now  be 
left  free  ta  work  out  her  own  fortunes,  and 
to  remain  independent  within  the  re- 
stricted range  of  the  territories  left  to  her. 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  roK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  must  begin  by  taking  the  Com- 
mittee back  to  the  opening  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Soutbport,  in  which 
he  asked  me  to  recognise  that  he  had 
hitherto  shown  a  most  scrupulous  desire 
to  say  or  do  nothing  which  could  in 
any  way  embarrass  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  fully  admit 
that  in  the  questions  he  has  put  in  this 
House,  and  in  the  interest  be  has  shown  in 
this  matter,  be  has  displayed  an  amount  of 
consideration,  and  even  of  confidence,  in 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, ta  which  we  have  been  fully 
alive.  It  is  not  unnatural  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  taken  up  this 
qnestion.  He  has  travelled  in  the 
country,  and  in  no  spirit  of  listless 
curiosity,  but  with  a  desire  to  acquire 
real  knowledge  which  might  be  of  use 
to  his  country  and, people.  I  am  sorry 
that  to-day  he  has  rather  departed  from 
the  attitude  he  previously  observed,  and 
llhat  he  has  indulged  jo  criticisms  which 
I  think  are  not  quite^  warranted  by  the 
policy  of  the  Government;  and,  above  all, 
he^iasgoqeat  length  {nto  a  criticisqi  of 
ttie  Frenph  policy  in  that  part  of  the 
world  at  a  time  when  neg,otintions  of  l|ie 
Mr.  Cvrzon  ,  '', 


has  raised   many  questions  on   which  I 
full    explanatioDS    to   the 
its   final    form    suggests  .  House  until    the  Papers    are  produced ; 
■■*■"'  '    bull  venture  to  think  that  the  confidence 

he  has  hitherto  displayed  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  fully  justified,  not  only  by 
the  attitude  observed    towards  his  own 
Government  when  they  were  in  power  by 
those  who  now  sit  on  this  side  of  ths 
House,   but   it  is   also  justified    by   the 
merits  of  the  case  and   the  transactions 
which  have  taken  place  since  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office.     Thehra.  , 
Gentleman  complained  that  my  onswen 
have    been    remarkable    for    a    reserve 
which    might    be    admirable     from    at 
ofGcial  point  of  view.     I  am  afraid  thn 
my  speech  to-day  will  be  also  marked  h| 
reserve  from  the  official  point  of  view 
but  that  at  the  same  time  it  may  be  com 
patible  with  the  patriotism,  the  wisdoB  _ 
and  the  success  of  the  policy  we  have  i 
hand.      The   hop.    Member   complaint 
that    the   Government    have   not    bet 
strong  enough,  and  have  not  laid  dov 
clearly    and    emphatically  enough,  wbi 
British    interests   in    that    part  of    I) 
world  were.     But  when  the  Papers  a^- 
laid  upon  the  Table,  it  will  be  found  tb 
Her   Majesty's    Grovernment  have  bv 
quite  strong  and  emphatic  enough. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  I  did  not  say  tt     - 
Her   Majesty's    Government    have  i     - 
been  strong  enough,  but  that  they  mif 
have  moved  a  little  earlier  in  the  day 

"Sm  E.  GREY  :  This   is  a  quett     .. 
which  has  not  arisen   since  the  prft- 
Government  came  into  power.     I  < 
not     help     thinking     that     the    lop  . 
conclusion    of    dwelling     so    much     , 
the  great  importance  to  us  of  the  U' 
quo    and    on  the    tremendous    intei 
which  this  country  has  in  preserving 
further  side  of  the  Siamese  Possee 
would  be  that  the  late  Govemmea' 
pre 
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Me  of  the  Mekong  River.     Any  such 
8tatemeDt8  were  made  at  the  time  when 
the  French  operations  were  confined  to 
<bat  district  South  of  the  18th  parallel. 
How  does  the  question  proceed  from  that 
point?     Afterwards  an    ultimatum  was 
presented  bj  the  French   Government ; 
Ba4  then  Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
think  British  interests  were,  for  the  first 
time,  concerned,  because  the  ultimatum 
would  undoubtedly    have    brought    the 
French  and  British  frontiers  together  and 
made  them  conterminous.    That,  I  think, 
was  distinctly  admitted  by  the  French 
GoTerumeut   to  be  a  matter   in   which 
Great  Britain  had  some  concern.     That 
was  a   matter   to  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  most  anxious  to  give 
attention  inunediately,  and  to  obtain  the 
consideration  of  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment.    The  question  for  this  House,  it 
aeems    to  me,  is  this — What   were  our 
interests  iu  tbe  dispute  going  on  between 
France  and   Siam  ?      The  first  interest 
was  that  there  should  not  be  a  conter- 
minous   frontier    between     British    and 
French  Possessions.     The  question  the 
House  has  to  ask  is — Has  that  interest 
been    secured    by    the    policy    of    Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?     And  I  venture 
to    say    that    it    has,    because    it    was 
announced  yesterday  by  Lord  Rosebery 
in  the  House  of  Lords  that  the  French 
Government,  admitting  the  principle  of 
a  buffer  State,  had  agreed  to  negotiations 
on  that    basis.     If   you    have    a   buffer 
State,  a  neutral  zone,  you  will  not  have 
a  conterminous  frontier  ;    and,  therefore, 
the  first  British  interest  has  been  cared 
for  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
you  have  receiv^  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment direct   recognition  and  agree- 
ment that  that  interest  is  to  be  regarded, 
not  only  on  our  account,  but  also  on  their 
own  account.     I  now  pass  to  one  or  two 
criticisms  which  the  hon.  Member  made 
with  regard  to  the  Provinces  of  Battam- 
bang   and    Angkor.     No    question    has 
arisen  as  to  the  Siamese  not  being  pre- 
pared to  pay  the  indemnity  demanded  from 
them  ;  and,  if  any  further  question  does 
arise,  it  will  not   be   one  of   territorial 
possession,  but  it  will  be  one  of  occupa- 
tion, and  can  only  be   dealt  with  as  it 
does  arise.     With  regard  to  the  islands 
in  the  Gulf,  I  think  the  same  considera- 
tion   applies.     Some    of    these    islands 
certainly  have  been  occupied  in  connection 
with  the  blockade.     They  were  occupied 
as  part  of  the  operations  necessary  to  the 


intended   blockade ;     and    there    is    no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  occupation  is 
intended  to  be  permanent.     As  to  other 
of  the  islands,  I  am  not  quite  sure  that 
the   hon.   Member    is    quite   correct   in 
stating  that  they  are  so  far  removed  from 
the    coast    of    Cambodia.     Considering 
that   the    question  of    the   blockade  so 
confuses   the  inteutions   of    the   French 
in      occupying      the     islands     in     the 
Gulf,   it   is   a    matter    on   which   it   is 
impossible  to  make  a  further  statement 
at  present.     As  regards  the  limit  of  a 
month,  there  is  every  reason  to  suppose 
that    that    limit    will    be   impartially — 
not  to    say  generously — interpreted   by 
the    French    Government.     I    pass    to 
the  second   interest   we   have  ;    and    I 
ask  the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind  that 
I  do  not  wish  any  words  of  mine  to  be 
considered  as  going  beyond  the  letter  of 
those  interests.     The  second  British  in- 
terest is  that  of  interruption  to  British 
trade.     The  French  announced  that  they 
would    institute  a  blockade.     If  it  had 
been  a  belligerent  blockade,  as  under  the 
circumstances   it    might   have    been,   it 
would,  undoubtedly,  have  interfered  with 
British     trade.       What     has     actually 
happened  ?     Has  there  been  any  direct 
loss   to   British   trade.     So   far    as    we 
know,   but    one    British     steamer    was 
stopped,  and  she  was  allowed  to  proceed 
to,  and  discharge  her  cargo  at,  Bangkok. 
We    have    furtber  assurance  from   the 
French  Government  that  the  blockade  is 
to  be  raised  to-day.     I  do  not  see  that 
directly  any  great  loss  has  been  inflicted 
on  British  trade.     Indirectly  some  loss 
will  have  been  sustained,  for  undoubtedly 
apprehension  and  fear  must  have  inter- 
fered to  some  extent  with   commercial 
plans.    But  when  the  blockade  is  actually 
raised  I  hope  that,  even  if  some  loss  has 
occurred  owing  to  apprehension  and  con- 
fusion in  anticipation  of  the  blockade, 
there  will  be  a  corresponding  briskness 
which  will,  in  some  degree,  compensate 
for    any   indirect   loss   that   may    have 
occurred.     There  was  reason  for  appre- 
bension  that  it  might  be  much  greater 
than  it  has  proved  to  be.  Another  question 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  bound  to 
answer  and  defend  is  whether  they  took 
proper    precautions   to   insure   that  our 
trade   should   not   be   damaged.     There 
was   a   further    danger   that,   with   the 
approach  of  the  French  Fleet,  there  would 
be  disturbances  in  Bangkok  itself.  There 
might  have  been  risings   of  native  or 
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Chinese     labourers,    who     might    have 
damaged  the  possessions  of  British  mer- 
chants and  interfered  with  British  trade. 
Her   Majesty^s   Government,  in    ample 
time,  sent  gunboats  to  Bangkok,  which 
would   have  been   sufficient   to   protect 
our  own  interests  from  any  native  riot. 
After   Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
sent     gunboats    to      Bangkok,    French 
gunboats    appeared    at    the   mouth    of 
the  Menam,  being  sent,  it  was  alleged, 
for    the   similar    reason    and    to    guard 
against   the  same  dangers.     When  that 
was  done  the  French  Government   sent 
us  assurances  that  their  gunboats  were  j 
not  intended  to  proceed  further  than  the 
bar.     The  hon.  Member  for  Southport 
wishes  to  know  why  the  assurances  were  i 
not  fulfilled.     The  French  Government 
told   us   that   their  gunboats   were   not 
intended  to  proceed  to  Bangkok  ;  and  it  | 
is  a  matter  of  subsequent  history  that, ' 
owing  to  a  misunderstanding  and  sudden  ! 
cotifltcts^      those     gunboats     proceeded ' 
further  up   the   river.     Undoubtedly  in 
Fittttce  the  presence  of  our  gunboats  did 
exercise  a   prejudicial   effect   on   public 
opinion,  and  gave  rise  to  the  idea  that 
Great  Britain  was  in  some  way  acting 
precipitately  and  prematurely  in  hostility 
to  what  France  regarded  as  her  legiti- 
mate   demands.      The     statement    was 
often   made   in    the  French   Press   that 
Great  Britain   had   no   interest   in   this 
quarrel.       The      presence     of     British 
gunboats  was  not  intended  in  any  way  to 
prejudice  the  French  negotiations  with 
Siam    or    French     policy  ;     they   were 
sent  solely  to   protect   British   subjects 
and  British  trade  against  possible  danger 
that   might   arise    from   riot ;    and   the 
mere  fact  that   Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  no  interest  in  this  quarrel  up 
to  a  certain  point  was  all  the  more  reason 
why  they  should  take  care  that  their  own 
trade    should   be   damaged   as   little   as 
possible.     I   think   the   necessary   steps 
were  taken  in  time,  and  that,  as  regards 
the  second  British  interest,  it  cannot  be 
said  the  Government  have  been  to  blame, 
or  have  been  remiss  in  the  action  they 
took  to  guard  British  interests.     On  this 
question  as  a  whole  we  ought  to  remem- 
ber, in  listening  to  the  strictures  of  the 
hon.   Member  for    Southport,   that  the 
French   have  a  point  of  view   of  their  ' 
own,  and  that  when  they  talk  about  th^  | 
integrity  and  independence  of  Siam  thejf  ' 
do  it  from  their  own  point  of  view  as  to 
how  far  Luaug-Prabang  is  to  be  included 
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in  the  expression.  It  is  a  State  whicb 
has  paid  tribute  to  China,  to  Annam,  and 
also  to  Siam,  though  in  recent  years 
to  Siam  only.  It  is  not  worth  while 
entering  into  a  criticism  of  what  passed 
between  France  and  Siam,  excepting  so 
far  as  our  interests  are  concerned.  The 
true  policy,  and  the  one  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  has  been  to  lay 
down  and  define  what  British  interests  io 
that  part  of  the  world  were — not  to  lay  down 
interests  greater  than  we  were  prepared 
to  defend^  but  to  view  those  interests 
with  impartiality  and  moderation,  and  to 
state  them  clearly.  Those  interests  have 
been  stated  clearly  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment ;  and  as  regards  details  of  one  which 
is  still  the  subject  of  negotiation  with  the 
French  Government — namely,  the  nentral 
zone — I  can  say  but  little.  It  has  beeD 
accepted  in  principle,  and  the  details  are* 
still  the  subject  of  negotiation.  On  this 
point  we  have  met.  with  a  ready  agree* 
ment  from  the  French  Government.  It 
is  an  agreement  which,  I  think,  arises 
from  a  real  desire  on  the  part  of  both 
Governments  that  the  neutral  zone  shalf 
be  preserved.  A  neutral  zone  makes  it 
easier  for  each  Government  to  administer 
its  own  district,  because  in  these  semi*^ 
civilised  parts,  inhabited  by  loosely-com- 
pacted tribes,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
reputation  for  strength  of  a  Government 
must  have  a  great  effect  on  public  order.. 
That  applies  to  France  as  well  as  to  us.. 
It  also  gives  a  feeling  of  security  that 
you  will  not  be  liable  to  sudden  attack,, 
and  it  renders  it  easier  for  each  nation  to> 
direct  its  own  resources  to  the  peaceable 
and  commercial  development  of  the 
country  without  having  regard  to  the 
imminent  danger  of  war.  In  conclusion,  I 
have  only  to  say  that  I  believe  every 
desire  exists  on  both  sides  that  a  neutral 
zone,  a  satisfactory  and  substantial  zone, 
shall  be  laid  down  between  the  territories 
of  the  two  countries  ;  and,  that  desire 
being  a  real  one,  it  will  smooth  the  path 
of  future  negotiation  as  to  details.  I 
will  add  that  the  respective  inte- 
rests of  France  and  Fngland  in  these 
frontier  questions  are  likely  to  be  settled 
amicably  ;  and  there  is  every  prospect 
that,  if  there  is  no  interruption  caused, 
by  Debate  in  this  House  or  by  public 
opinion  in  France,  a  settlement  will  be 
made  which  will  leave  the  French 
Government  free  to  develop  its  posses- 
sions in  security  in  that  part  of  the  world, 
and  will  also  leave  our  Indian  Empire 
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undisturbed,  without  endangering  those 
good  relations  which  exist  on  either  side. 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Everybody  who  has  heard  the 
speeches  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  the  hon. 
Barouet  must  congratulate  themselves 
that  the  House  has  amongst  its  younger 
Members  two  gentlemen  so  well  qualified 
as  they  have  shown  themselves  to  be  to 
discuss  these  important  questions  of  In- 
ternational policy.  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  given  full  credit  to  my  hon.  Friend 
for  never  having  shown  the  slightest 
desire  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
though  he  appeared  to  think  that 
^utary  rule  had  been  somewhat  departed 
from  by  my  hon.  Friend  in  his  speech 
to-day.  I  do  not  agree  with  that  criticism, 
although  I  admit  it  was  not  made  in  a  very 
hostile  spirit.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
special  personal  knowledge  of  the  dis- 
tricts and  countries  in  question,  and  he 
speaks  with  a  peculiar  personal  authority 
on  these  matters;  but  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  in  all  my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  and 
in  all  previous  questions  asked,  he  has 
aot  been  acting  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  as  representing  the 
other  Members  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  we  endorse  every  question 
he  has  put,  and  every  word  which  has 
fallen  from  him  to-day.  The  last  thing 
we  desire  to  do  in  the  present  crisis,  or 
any  crisis,  is  to  embarrass  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  in  the  conduct  of  negotia- 
tions the  delicacy  and  difficulty  of  which 
are  fully  recognised.  I  do  not  think — 
I  do  not  believe — anything  my  hon. 
Friend  has  said,  or  anything  that  will 
be  said  on  this  side  of  the  House,  can 
be  justly  considered  as  falling  outside  the 
limits  of  the  most  carefully-considered 
and  patriotic  criticism.  My  hon.  Friend 
did,  no  doubt,  allow  himself  to  observe 
that,  in  his  judgment,  had  Her  Majesty^s 
Government,  at  an  earlier  stage,  intimated 
to  the  French  Government  that  they 
took  a  keen  interest  in  anything  which 
might  seriously  menace  the  future 
of  Siam,  many  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  supervened  might  have  been 
avoided.  I  will  not,  on  that  question, 
presume  to  offer  any  final  opinion.  We 
must  wait  until  Papers  are  laid  before  us. 
We  are  forced  to  judge  by  what  appears 
in  the  public  prints,  and  from  questions 
answered  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
I  confess  my  own  suspicion  that  probably 
Lord  Rosebery  did  show  somewhat  un- 
due anxiety  to  advertise  the  fact  that  he 


regarded  controversy  between  Siam  and 
France  as  outside  any  influence  we 
possessed,  and  that  pojsibly  had  he 
abstained  from  that  he  might  have  found 
his  own  diplomatic  path  somewhat 
smoother  during  subsequent  months. 
There  are  certain  points  on  which  the 
Government  have  given  us  no  assurance, 
and  one  is  with  regard  to  the  strange 
provision  in  the  ultimatum  by  which  the 
Siamese  are  not  allowed  to  be  masters  in 
that  part  of  the  territory  to  be  left  to 
them.  There  is  a  strip  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  Jdek  >iig,  from  North  to  South, 
for  which  the  Siames.)  r.re  responsible, 
where  they  are  bound,  as  we  understand 
it,  to  keep  order,  and  where  any  failure 
on  their  part  to  keep  order  might  be  met 
by  France  as  a  fresh  ground  for  requir- 
ing new  indemnities  and  new  cessions, 
and  where  the  Siamese  Government, 
though  responsible,  are  not  allowed  to 
keep  a  single  squadron  of  troops.  That 
appears  to  be  a  provision  which  does  not 
hold  out  to  us  a  prospect  that  the  present 
arrangement  between  France  and  Siam 
will  be  of  an  enduring  character,  and 
there  is  a  suspicion  that  this  may  be  only 
the  beginning  of  further  encroachments 
on  the  territory  of  Siam,  and  a  further 
extension  of  the  Colonial  Possessions  of 
France  in  that  part  of  the  world.  There 
is  a  similar  provision,  though  not  of  so 
permanent  a  character,  aflecting  the  im- 
portant Southern  Provinces  of  Siam. 
There  it  appears  also  that  the  Siamese 
have  had  to  make  concessions  to  the 
French  which,  while  they  do  not  nomi- 
nally increase  the  territory  of  France, 
will  materially  diminish  the  pow^r  of  the 
Siamese — provisions  which,  I  confess,  I 
think  will  have  the  eflect  of  limiting  the 
control  of  Siam  within  the  frontiers  left 
to  that  country  by  the  ultimatum.  I 
would  venture  to  remind  the  Govern- 
ment that  that  would  be  a  very  serious 
state  of  things  in  any  country,  espe- 
cially in  an  Oriental  country,  and  one 
which,  from  the  nature  of  the  case,  has 
not  precisely  the  same  standard  of  internal 
order  and  political  civilisation  which 
have  been  reached  in  Western  countries. 
The  difficulty  in  all  Oriental  States  is  un- 
questionably thedifficultyof  keeping  order; 
and  if  by  the  same  public  instrument  you 
declare  that  a  State  is  to  be  respon- 
sible for  order,  and  prevent  it  from  using 
the  ordinary  Oriental  methods  of  keeping 
order,  you  open  the  door  to  further  com- 
plications and  disturbances,  which  may 
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seriously  affect,  not  only  the  integrity  of 
Siam,  but  possibly,  also,  great   British 
interests  which  exist   in  that  corner  of 
Asia.   There  is  only  one  further  observa- 
tion  I   would  make.     It   is,    no   doubt, 
perfectly  true,  as   the   Under  Secretary 
said,  that  neither  the  late  Government 
nor  any   of  its   predecessors  have   ever 
asserted    that    Siam    was    under    their 
protection,  or  that  they  had  any  special 
title  to  interfere  between  Siam  and  other 
countries.     But,  at  the  same  time,  neither 
the   late   Government,  nor   the  present, 
nor  any  other  Government  would  be  dis- 
posed to  admit  that  we  could  view  the 
practical  extinction  of  Siam  with  equa- 
nimity.     Nor  do   I     think    the  Under 
Secretary  or  Lord  Rosebery  would  hold 
the  view  that  the  mere  coustmctton  or 
the  building   up  of  a   small,  powerless 
buffer   State  between  India  and  Prance 
was  an  adequate  substitute  for  the  ex- 
istence of  an  independent   and   autono- 
mous Kingdom  like  Siam.     Under  these 
circumstances,  we  have  to  consider  the 
future.       Although  I  do  not  take  updn 
myself  the  responsibility  at  the  present 
time,  in  the  inadequate  condition  of  our 
information,  and  during  the  currency  of 
difficult   negotiations,  to    press  the  Go- 
vernment for  any  declaration  of   policy 
as  to  the  future  of  Siam,  I  must  express 
my  own  personal  view  that  we   cannot 
regard  with  perfect  equanimity  the  fact 
that  Siam  has  been  stripped  as  she  has 
been — that  we  cannot  be  indifferent  to  a 
proceeding  which  may  have  the  effect  of 
wiping  her  out  of  the  map  of  the  world 
as    an    independent    State.     If  the   au- 
tonomy of  Siam  has  not  hitherto  been  a 
British  interest,   I  think   recent   events 
have  brought  the  period  very  close  when 
her  autonomy  will  be  a  British  interest. 
I  earnestly  trust  that  the  Government, 
even  if  not  prepared  to  make   any   de- 
claration on  the  point,  will,  at  all  events, 
not  lose  sight,  in  any  negotiations  they 
may  make,  of  the  very  great  embarrass- 
ments and  difficulties  which  must  ensue 
if  the  ultimate  result  of  what  has  lately 
occurred  should  be  the  absorption  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Siam  in  the  growing  power  of 
any  other  Foreign  State,  however  friendly. 
Mr.  L  ABO  UC  HERE  (Northampton) : 
is  only  due  to  Lord  Rosebery    that 
se  who  have  not  entirely  agreed  with 
i  in  some  of   his   actions   in   Africa 
uld  recognise  the  wisdom  and  states- 
iship  of  his  conduct  in  this  matter  of 
im.     The  noble  Lord  has  done  his  best 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


to  allay  any  ill-feeling  or  distrast  on  the 
part   of  France  towards  England.     He 
has  laid    it   down   that    Siam     iras    ta 
absolutely  independent  Power,   and  thu 
as  England  had  no  alliance  with  her^  aal 
no  guarantee  with   regard  to  her  iwle- 
pendence,  France  and  Siam   must  tetik 
their  own  differences  between  tbems^va^ 
At  the  same  time,  the  Foreij^ 
stated  that  our  personal   in  teres  ti? 
concerned  in  the  territories  belonging  t» 
the  Shan  tribe,  above  the   IBth   panJkL 
This  was  fully  recognised  by  France, mad 
France  has  agreed  to  look  into  the 
fairly,    admitting  that  we  hare 
interests  there,  and  that  a  buffer 
should     be     established      betireen 
territory  and  that  of  France.     With 
gard   to   the   blockade,   the   matter 
settled  itself,   and  is  a  thing  of  the 
Seeing    what    has    already  oociimd,  1 
think  we  might  fairly  leave  the 
the  hands  of  Lord  Rosebery.     I 
there  are  certain  gentlemen  who 
imagine  that  England  has  special 
with  regai'd  to  every  part  of  the  worUL 
and  which  are  not  shared  in  by  anyoAar 
Power.     Because   we  possess    India,  it 
is   said,  we  have  the  right  to  tell 
European  Powers  what  they  mi^t 
and  what  they  might  not  take  in  Am  ' 
do  not  share  those  views.     I  m^Mi 
that  as  we  have  India  we  must  defiai  )B» 
and  I  recognise  that  when  military  Pf^^ 
tions  take  place  in  the  neighbomlKMil  «i 
India  we  ought  carefully  and   sharply  ti 
look  to  see  that  our  own  interests 
no  sort  of  way  injured.  That 
me  to  be  what  Lord  Rosebery   has 
He   has  acted  so  wisely  in  this 
that  I  entertain  the  fond  hope  thai  ^ 
will  act  as  wisely  in  the  matter  of 
and  put  an  end  to  the  bone  of 
which  exists  between  France  and 
with  regard  to  Egypt,  so  that  the  t«« 
countries  henceforward  may  live  in  t 
amity,  and  love  with  one  another. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Li 
Regis)  said,  undoubtedly  it  was  tndK^ 
tuuate  they  should  have  a  Debate  ap<« 
this  matter ;  but  he  submitted  it  ^ra^ 
absolutely  inevitable.  There  bad 
statements  made  in  the  Hocrsie 
tradicted  by  succeeding  facts, 
there  was  a  general  impression 
the  country  that  if  Siam  had 
to  France  it  was  in  consequence  ol 
received  from  the  British  Fonngn 
therefore  it  was  inevitable 
cussion  should  take  place  in  that 
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Of  course,  they  were  under  a  great  dis- 
advantage in  carrying  on  the  discussion. 
The  Government  had  all  the  informa- 
tion, whilst  they  had  none.  The 
Grovemment  had  told  them  that 
their  language  had  been  strong  and 
emphatic ;  but  they  would  be  able  to 
judge  of  that  from  the  Despatches  which 
would  be  published,  he  supposed,  in  a 
short  time.  Allusions  were  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  regard  to 
the  blockade,  to  the  steps  the  Government 
took.  He  did  not  know  what  steps  they 
took.  So  far  as  he  could  see  they 
took  none  whatever,  except  to  submit  to 
the  imposition  of  the  blockade  announced 
by  France.  The  hon.  Baronet  also 
stated  that  an  agreement  had  been  come 
to  satisfactory  to  one  category  of  our 
interests.  But  that  was  an  agreement 
not  for  the  establishment  of  a  buffer 
State,  but  an  agreement  to  negotiate  for 
a  buffer  State.  He  did  not  wish  to  mis- 
represent the  hon.  Baronet,  but  he 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  no  agree- 
ment had  been  arrived  at  as  to  a  buffer 
State,  but  only  an  agreement  to  commence 
negotiations  in  regard  to  such  a  State. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  agreement  is 
that  there  shall  be  a  neutral  zone,  and  its 
limits  are  to  be  fixed  by  negotiation. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
chance  of  success  which  they  would  have 
for  negotiations  with  regard  to  a  buffer 
State  would  be  greatly  diminished,  as 
France  was  now  in  occupation  of  the 
islands  and  port  and  territory  up  to  the 
Mekong  River,  and  had  sent  away  all 
the  Siamese  troops.  He  thought  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  France  would 
be  found  by  no  means  in  a  yielding  dis- 
position in  regard  to  the  delimitation  of 
this  buffer  State  which  it  was  proposed  to 
set  up.  It  was  quite  clear  the  last  word 
would  not  be,  and  could  not  be,  said  that 
day  with  regard  to  this  matter.  They 
should  await  the  Papers  published  by 
the  Government ;  and  he  thought  the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  could  claim 
that  they  had  entirely  refrained 
from  any  steps  calculated  to  em- 
barrass the  Government  in  this  matter. 
For  many  months  a  struggle  between 
France  and  Siam  had  been  first  impend- 
ing and  then  actually  going  on,  and 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
carefully  refrained  from  asking  any  ques- 
tions or  taking  any  action  which  was  at 
all  likely  to  embarrass  the  Government. 


One  word  with  regard  to  France.  There 
was  no  man  in  the  House,  and  there  were 
few  men  in  this  country,  who  were  in  any 
degree  jealous  of  France.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  felt  in  the  most  friendly 
manner  towards  her  ;  but  no  true  friend 
would  advise  France  to  embark  in  these 
distant  expeditions  from  which  she  could 
get  neither  gain  nor  glory.  We  were  not 
enemies.  We  had  been  allies  of  France 
in  the  past,  and  when  what  he  might 
term  the  existing  European  anarchy  had 
come  to  an  end  he  trusted  that  we  might 
again  be  her  allies.  But  we  could  not 
avert  our  attention  from  what  had  taken 
place  in  Siam.  The  hon.  Member  who 
sat  beside  him,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southport  (Mr.  Curzon),  had  given  full 
and  conclusive  reasons  why  it  was  im- 
possible for  us  to  remain  indifferent  to 
the  future  of  Siam.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Southport  had  reminded  them 
that  again  and  again  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  Siam  had  been  promised 
to  be  respected  by  France.  But  what 
did  they  see  to-day  ?  Neither  the  inde- 
pendence nor  the  integrity  of  Siam  was 
to  be  respected.  Both  were  to  be  violated. 
Siam*s  integrity  was  to  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  a  large  part  of  her  territory  was  to 
be  given  up.  Her  integrity  was  to  be 
violated,  and  it  was  impossible  she  could 
long  continue  to  be  independent  with  her 
second  port  occupied  by  the  French  and 
certain  Provinces  obliged  to  make  pay- 
ments of  large  contributions — extravagant 
contributions  he  should  call  them — for 
wrongs  of  a  most  infinitesimal  nature,  and 
many  of  them  no  more  than  acts  of  war- 
fare. In  face  of  these  circumstances  it 
was  impossible  to  maintain  at  this 
moment  that  the  promises  of  France  to 
England,  solemnly  repeated  in  that  House 
as  well  as  the  other  House,  had  been 
thoroughly, or,  indeed,  in  any  way,  properly- 
fulfilled.  They  did  not  at  present  know 
what  had  taken  place  between  France  and 
England  ;  but  if  five,  four,  or  three  months 
ago  definite  language  hatl  been  held  by 
the  Foreign  Secretary  to  the  French 
Ministers  with  regard  to  what  England 
would  be  content  to  allow  and  what  she 
would  not  be  content  to  allow  in  Siam, 
he  felt  sure  that  France  would  never  have 
thought  of  over-passing  the  line  so  laid 
down.  If  there  had  been  trouble,  and  if 
there  was  to  be  trouble  in  future,  it  would 
be  because  the  Government  had  not 
been  definite  in  their  language,  and 
had   been   vacillating   in  their  conduct. 
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As  the    Leader  of  the  Opposition   had 
said,  they  could  give  uo  final  judgment 
on  that  matter  to-day,  but  must  reserve 
their  final  judgment   until   they  should 
have  the  necessary  Papers  before  them. 
And  now  as  to  the  blockade.     The  hon. 
Baronet  lightly  told  them  the  blockade 
was  raised  that  day,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr  Labouchere)  then 
stood  up  in  his  place  and  told  thAn  they 
had  nothing    to  do  with  the  blockade — 
that  it  was  all  over,  and  was  a  thing   of 
the  past.     But  he  thought  they   had   a 
great  deal  to  do  with  it.     The  question 
whether  this  blockade  was  submitted  to 
by  England,  and  properly  submitted  to 
by  England,  would,  no  doubt,  be  cited  as 
a  precedent  for  further  blockades    and 
operations  of  war  ;  therefore  it  certainly 
did  behove  them  to  pay  some   attention 
to  this  matter.      This  blockade,  so  far  as 
they   knew,   was  proclaimed,  postponed, 
and     re-proclaimed,    many     days     ago  ; 
no   protest   was   ever    made    against   it 
by   the    British   Government  ;    in   fact, 
the      British      Government     absolutely 
and   completely   submitted   to   the   pro- 
clamation  of    the    blockade    made    by 
France.      He    assumed     that    must   be 
so,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  British 
steamer  was  absolutely  neized  under  this 
pretended  blockade.     It  was  no  blockade 
at    all,  but    a    mere   imposture,   as    he 
should      proceed      to     show      on      the 
authority    of    no    less   a    person    than 
the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer.     Of 
course,  if  a  blockade — that  was,  a  pro- 
perly lawful  blockade — on  the  Coast  of 
Slam  had  been  proclaimed,  there  was  no 
man  in   that  Houhc   who  would    argue 
we  should  not  submit  to  it.     A  blockade 
was  one  of  the  most  undeniable  rights  of 
war,  and  when  lawfully  imposed,  we,  of 
all  people,  should  be  ready  to  submit  to 
it.     What  was  a  blockade  ?     He  would 
quote   a   few    words   from  Sir  William 
Scott,  who  was  a  great  authority — 

"  A  blockade  is  a  sort  of  circumvallation 
round  a  place  by  which  all  foreign  connection 
and  correspondence  are  stoppetl." 

And  he  also  calls  it  "  this  right  of  war." 
He  might  quote  numerous  other  authori- 
ties :  but  he  would  pass  over  Grotius, 
Vattel  and  Bynkershoek,  in  order  that 
he  might  go  to  the  authority  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  wto, 
in  hi.H  ingenuous  youth,  was  a  great 
authority  on  International  Law.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  wrote 
under  the  name  of  "  Historicus,"  said — 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 


*•  Having  shown  what,  by  the  Law  of  Nations, 
is  not  held  essential  to  an  effective  blockade,  I 
will  proceed  to  point  out  what  is  the  English 
doctrine  on  the  subject,  which  I  believe  to  be 
in  complete  and  accurate  accordance  with  the 
usage  of  the  civilised  world.  The  chief  prin- 
ciples of  Maritime  Law,  as  held  by  Great 
Britain,  are  stated  in  five  propositions  drawn 
up  with  great  care  and  precision  by  Lord  Grren- 
ville.  The  fourth  proposition  states  the  Law  of 
Blockade,  and  I  believe  is  as  correct  and 
defensible  now  as  it  was  60  years  ago.  It  is  in 
the  following  words  : — *  That  it  is  lawful  for 
Naval  Powers  when  engaged  in  war  to  blockade 
the  ports  of  their  enemies  by  cruising  squadrons 
band  fide  allotted  to  that  service,  and  duly  com- 
petent to  its  execution  ;  that  such  a  blockade  is 
valid  and  legitimate,  although  there .  be  no 
design  to  attack  or  reduce  by  force  the  port  or 
arsenal  to  which  it  is  applied,  and  that  the  foct 
of  the  blockade,  with  due  notice  given  thereof 
to  neutral  Powers,  shall  affect  not  only  vessels 
actually  intercepted  in  the  attempt  to  enter  the 
blockaded  port,  but  those  also  w^hich  shall  be 
elsewhere  met  with  and  shall  be  found  to  have 
been  destined  to  such  port  with  knowledge  of 
the  fact  and  notice  of  the  blockade.*  *' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  adds — 

"  It  is  satisfactory  to  find  that  M.  Ortolan, 
who,  if  not  always  perfectly  correct  and  un- 
prejudiced, is  a  paragon  of  impartiality  com- 
pared with  M.  Hautefeuille," 

— he  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  thought  he 

was  generally  correct  and  almost  always 

unprejudiced — 

''  states  the  general  Law  of  Blockade  in  terms 
which,  if  a  little  less  full  and  precise,  are  sub- 
stantially and  in  effect  equivalent  to  the  defini- 
tion of  Lord  Grenville,  and  conformable  to  the 
decisions  of  Lord  StowelL" 

There  thej  had  it  that  blockade  was 
essentially  an  act  of  war.  Of  course, 
blockade  could  only  be  an  act  of  war ;  it 
flowed  from  war,  and  could  flow  from 
nothing  else.  If  a  vessel  attempted  to 
enter  or  leave  the  lines  of  circumvalla- 
tion, how  did  they  stop  her  ?  First,  by 
hailing  her,  and  requiring  her  to  stop,  and 
then  if  she  refused,  by  flriug  on  her,  and 
sinking  her,  and  destroying  her  crew. 
But  what  possible  sanction  or  authority 
could  there  be  for  the  exercise  by  one 
nation  upon  a  neutral  nation  not  at  war 
with  it  of  such  a  right  as  this,  in  such 
a  manner  as  this  ?  There  was  not,  nor 
never  had  been,  such  a  thing  as  a  pacific 
blockade.  No  one  had  ever  conceived 
of  such  a  contradiction  of  terms  as  a 
pacific  blockade.  They  might  as  well 
talk  of  a  peaceable  war,  or  a  warlike 
peace.  No  doubt,  in  the  year  1827  it 
did  occur  to  an  English  Government  to 
combine  peace  with  war,  and  there 
had  been  other  instances  in  which 
a  ^*  pacific  blockade  *'  took  place  ;  bat 
every  one   of    those    instances    was    a 
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violation  of  the  law,  and  a  submittiDg  to 

it  bj  a  weak  State  under  the  duress  of 

a  powerful  State.     There  was  no  writer, 

since  the  pacific  blockade  so-called  was 

first  attempted,  who  had  not  condemned 

it.     There  was  a  very  excellent   book, 

Abdj's  Edition  of  Rentes  International 

Law^  and  what  did  Kent  say  ?  He  said — 

"  Among  the  rights  of  belligerents  there  is 
none  more  clear  and  incontrovertible,  or  more 
just  and  necessary  in  the  application,  than  that 
which  gives  the  rights  of  law  to  blockade." 

They  would  observe  they  conld  not  get 
the  rights  of  blockade  unless  they  were 
belligerents — 

**  The  Law  of  Blockade  is  so  harsh  and  severe 
in  its  operation  that,  in  order  to  apply  it  with 
effect,  actual  blockatle  must  be  established  by 
clear  and  incontrovertible  evidence." 

Hall,  in  his  work,  spoke  in  exactly  the 
same  wav.     Hall  said — 

"  There  have  been  instances,  no  doubt,  of  so- 
caUeil  pacific  blockades ;  but  they  are  neither 
sanctioned  by  usage  nor  the  Law  of  Nations." 

As  to  a  blockade.  Hall  said — 

**  The  belligerents  must  intend  to  institute  it 
as  a  distinct  and  snbstantive  measure  of  war." 

When  there  was  no  war  there  could  not 

possibly    be   any    blockade.     A  French 

writer^  M.  Ortolan,  in  his  work  Diplo- 

nuuie  de  la  Mer^  said  as  to  a  blockade — 

**  The  object  of  a  blockade  is  in  fact  to  make 
war  ^  {faire  la  gurrre}. 

He  could  quote  other  writers  to  the  same, 
effect ;  but  the  point  he  wished  to  em- 
phasise was  that  ever  since  1827,  when 
this  so-called  pacific  blockade  was  first 
invented,  it  had  never  been  more  than  the 
exercise  of  superior  force  upon  an  inferior 
and  weak  State  ;  it  had  never  been  sanc- 
tioned by  any  decision  of  any  Prize 
Court,  and  had  never  been  sanctioned  by 
any  writer  whatever  on  the  Law  of 
Nations.  He  submitted,  therefore,  he 
^^  proved  that  such  a  thing  as  a  pacific 
blockade,  so  called,  could  not  exist.  The 
only  kind  of  blockade  which  could  exist 
was  a  belligerent  blockade,  and  the  recent 
blookade  in  force  against  Siam,  if  existent 
at  all,  was  of  this  character.  In  these 
circumstances,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  have  announced  to  France 
either  that  they  did  submit  to  this 
blockade,  or  that  they  did  not.  If,  as 
had  been  stated,  they  had  submitted  to  it, 
and  a  British  steamer  had  been  captured, 
^^  had  been  forced  to  land  her  cargo  in 
pursuance  of  this  pretended  blockade — 
^bis  imposture — and  in  consequence  of 
•ts  improper  recognition  by  the  Govern- 
inent,  he  believed  that  one  day  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Government  would  have  a  long 
reckoning  to  settle  with  the  people  of 
£ngland. 

Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke) 
was  very  unwilling  to  obtrude  himself  on 
the  Committee,  but  he  should  only  make 
a  few  observations.  There  was  only  one 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  address  him- 
self. The  hon.  Meml>er  for  Southport 
(Mr.  Curzon)  had  said  there  was  no  one 
in  that  House  who  did  not  consider  that 
the  orbit  of  Siam  did  not  fall  within  the 
Indian  system.  It  seemed  to  him  it 
would  be  cowardice  on  his  part  if  he  did 
not  get  up  and  say  he  was  one  who  did 
not  hold  that  opinion,  and  he  felt  he 
ought  to  protest  against  the  doctrine  that 
the  orbit  of  Siam  was  part  of  the  Indian 
system.  He  submitted  that  there  was  no 
obvious  responsibility  on  the  part  of  Eng- 
land towards  Siam  in  the  sense  attributed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southport.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  integrity  of 
Siam  had  not  up  to  the  present  been  in- 
terfered with  by  the  occupation  of  the 
French  to  the  East  of  the  Mekong  so  as  to 
place  our  Indian  Empire  in  any  peril 
whatever.  Quite  a  sufficient  amount  of 
Siamese  territory  was  left  to  act  as  a 
buffer  State  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  India,  and  it  was  an  exaggeration  to 
say  that  no  one  could  possibly  differ  as 
to  whether  the  attack  on  Siam  was 
eminently  dangerous  to  the  British  Em- 
pire in  India.  He  also  protested  against 
the  assumption  that  the  occupation  of 
the  islands  by  the  French  would  neces- 
sarily be  a  menace  to  British  trade. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  It  would  be  a  menace 
to  British  trade,  because  the  islands  are 
situated  in  the  entrance  to  the  Gulf,  and 
command  the  mouth  of  the  River  Menam. 

Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  understood 
that  the  only  menace  to  British  trade  would 
be  the  supposed  hostility  of  France  to- 
wards Britain.  Undoubtedly  it  was  a  large 
infringement  of  the  independence  of  Siam 
which  was  contemplated,  and  which  in 
all  probability  would  be  carried  out,  but 
it  would  hardly  bear  the  interpretation 
that  it  constituted  the  absolute  destruction 
and  annihilation  of  that  country.  He 
hoped  he  was  not  wanting  in  a  senti- 
ment of  patriotism.  No  one  would  be 
more  ready  than  he  to  defend  to  the  last 
our  possessions  in  India,  but  he  must 
record  his  protest  against  the  crying  out 
at  the  operations  of  another  Government 
because  it  approached  our  Indian  Empire 
so  far  as  to  be  coterminous  with  it. 
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The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Habcourt, 
Derby) :  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
recoguise  that  on  both  sides  there  has 
been  a  disposition  to  deal  with  what  is 
unquestionably  a  difficult  and  delicate 
matter  in  a  spirit  of  moderation  aud 
patriotism.  I  am  sure  there  is  no  one  in 
this  House  who  would  not  do  everything 
in  his  power  to  lead  to  a  perfectly  friendly 
settlement  of  this  question  as  between 
England  and  France.  I  hope  nothing 
has  fallen  in  this  Debate  which  in  any 
way  would  discourage  such  a  view  as 
that.  The  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
(Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  is  not  present  to 
receive  my  answer,  which  is  an  entire 
adherence  to  all  the  doctrines  which  he 
has  recited  from  some  early  writings  of 
mine.  Her  Majesty's  Government  do 
regard  the  act  of  blockade  as  a  belligerent 
one.  They  have  also  so  declared  it,  and 
they  have  acted  throughout  in  this  way. 
You  may  call  a  thing  what  you  like,  but 
when  a  Power  takes  upon  itself  to  act 
against  a  Neutral  Power,  it  can  only  do  so 
in  virtue  of  the  right  of  war.  In  time  of 
peace  the  high  seas  are  free  to  all  the 
world,  and  no  one  has  a  right  to  interfere 
with  that  freedom.  It  is  only  war  that 
can  give  any  Power  the  right  to  interfere 
with  neutrals  in  the  way  of  blockade. 
That  is  a  perfectly  clear  doctrine,  and,  I 
believe,  undisputed  in  the  Law  of  Nations. 
The  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  has 
said  it  is  one  which  has  been  sometimes 
abused.  I  think  it  has  been  often  used  by  a 
strong  country  when  it  has  to  deal  with 
a  weak  country,  and  it  is  not  desired  to 
proceed  to  all  the  extremities  of  what 
publicists  call  &  jusium  bellum,  smA  when 
against  its  enemy  it  declares  what  is 
callcil  a  "  pacific  blockade  " — that  is  to 
say,  it  seizes  the  vessels  of  its  antagonists, 
and  does  not  proceed  to  all  the  other 
extremities  of  war.  Writers  on  Inter- 
national Law  have  treated  that  as  a 
question  of  reprisal.  As  we  all  know, 
it  is  adopted  by  all  countries  who  do  not 
desire  to  go  to  all  the  extremities  of  war. 
That  is  all  very  well  as  long  as  you  are 
in  contact  with  your  antagonist  alone, 
bnt  the  question  becomes  totally  different 
when  you  are  acting  against  neutrals  and 
""qfound  those  two  things.  A  pacific 
?kade  against  your  antagonist  and  a 
sific  blockade  against  neutrals  are 
klly  different  things.  There  is  not 
li  a  thing  as  a  pacific  blockade  against 
trals,  because  your  right  to  act  against 


neutrals  can  only  arise  out  of  a  conditiQai 
of  war.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  ve 
cannot  find  in  history  violations  of  the 
principle,  and  that  it  is  not  a  soaDd  oae 
that  ought  to  be  asserted  and  defended. 
In  the  case  of  the  Civil  War  in  Americft 
they  were  not  willing  to  admit  that  thcr 
were  at  war  with  the  seceding  cdoBisti^ 
One  of  their  great  complaints  agminst  n 
was  that  we  recognised  the  beUigefeata 
in  the  South,  and  one  of  the  most  coa* 
vincing  arguments,  to  my  mind,  in  de- 
fence of  that  position  on  our  part  wi* 
that  they  established  a  blockade.  So, 
in  the  case  of  the  present  blockade,  it 
could  only  take  place  as  a  beUigeraft 
blookade.  That  is  a  view  of  irhkk,  I 
think,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever,  and  ii 
is  a  matter  of  very  great  importaace 
that  the  greatest  maritime  natioo  id  Ife 
world  should  have  clear  and  deiaite 
doctrines  to  act  upon  in  matters  ol  ihm 
kind.  I  hope  now  that  the  Hanse  wiB 
consider  that  all  that  can  justly  be  mai 
on  this  point  has  now  been  said,  and  daa 
the  matter  may  be  allowed  to  condode* ;» 
that  we  may  proceed  with  other  quectieat. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (SdUt 
Eye)  desired  to  ask  one  or  two  qucjafttf 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  hr 
Foreign  Affairs  as  to  certain  mmtmt  d 
great  importance  in  Asiatic  Turket^te' 
the  purpose  of  eliciting  informatkNi 
regard  to  a  definite  and  urgent 
It  was  stated  the  day  before  jeneriMf^ 
and  was  confirmed  in  the  newspapcn  4 
yesterday  morning,  that  a  revisioD  of  ife 
sentences  in  the  case  of  the  Anfva 
prisoners  had  taken  place,  and  ihmi  frr 
of  them  who  had  been  oondenmed  is 
death  were  to  have  that  senteoce  ean-M 
out.  The  remaining  prisoners  had  bees 
sentenced  to  long  terms  of  imprisooBcai* 
ranging  from  two  to  eight  years.  A 
rumour  had  just  reached  London  that  tfe 
five  prisoners  condemned  to  death  ba^ 
had  that  sentence  carried  into  effect.  Bs 
now  wished  to  ask  whether  any  itdoew^ 
tion  had  been  received  at  the  Forefexs 
Office  on  the  subject ;  whethov  if  ns 
sentence  had  not  been  carried  oot,  t^ 
Government  would  continne  to  use  erwr 
effort  to  prevent  such  a  thing  beiii|r<looe; 
and  whether,  if  the  prisoner!  had  aliuaJT 
been  executed,  intercession  would  W 
exercised  on  behalf  of  the  remanuif 
prisoners  ?  As  hon.  Memhen  of  tW 
House  were  aware,  two  of  the 
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tried  at  Angora  had  been  released,  but 
had  been  condemned  to  perpetual  exile 
in  place  of  death,  and  they  were  now  in 
this  country.     These  two  prisoners  had 
been  recognised  to  have  been  absolutely 
innocent   of   the  charge,  and    they  had 
declared  publicly  that  they  believed  that 
the  other  prisoners  with  whom  they  had 
been  confined  were  as  innocent  as  them- 
selves.    The   Earl  of  Rosebery,  in  the 
Hoose  of  Lords,  in  answer  to  the  Arch- 
bishop    of     Canterbury,     had     already 
pointed    to    the  fact    that   the   trial   at 
Angora  was  manifestly  unfair.     It  had 
been  stated — and  these  statements  were 
uncontradicted — that  false  evidence  was 
brought    forward,    incriminating    docu- 
ments   were     forged,    and     confessions 
extorted  by  torture.     In  some  cases  the 
torture  inflicted  wbs  of  too  loathsome  a 
kind  to  describe.     He  wished  to  know 
whether  fresh  instructions  would  be  sent 
to  Sir  A.    Nicholson,  our  able  Charge 
d' Affaires  at    Constantinople,    directing 
him  to  do  all  that  could  be  done  in  the 
interests  of  the  prisoners  ?  He  wished  also 
to  ask    whether    the  attention   of    the 
Foreign  OflBce  had  been  directed  to  the 
acts  of  torture  upon  prisoners  at  Cesarea 
and  the  vicinity,  and  whether  they  could 
confirm  the  reports  as  to  the  torture  of 
prisoners   at  Aleppo  ?     He   should  also 
like  to  know  whether  information  would 
be  obtained  about  the  Armenian  prisoners 
In     other    fortresses    in    the    Ottoman 
Empire  ?     It  was  worthy  of  note  that  in 
places  where  there  was  a  British  Consul 
or  Vice  Consul  the  same  barbarous  treat- 
ment had  not  been  meted  out  to  prisoners 
^  was  meted  out  to  them  in  places  where 
there    was   no    British    Representative. 
The  number  of    British    Vice   Consuls 
within  the  last  few  years  had  been  re- 
duced in  Asia   Minor ;   and  considering 
the  interest  that  was  taken  throughout 
Asia    Minor    in    the    condition   of    the 
Armenians,  he   would    ask    whether    it 
was  not  desirable  to  increase  the   num- 
W    of    Consuls   and  Vice    Consuls    in 
Asia  Minor  ?     There  was  just  one  other 
question,  and  that    was   with  regard  to 
certain  dignitaries  of  the  National  Church 
of  Armenia  who    had   been   confined  in 
prison  for  many  months  past.   Two  Arch- 
bishops of  the  National  Church  of  Armenia 
Were  tried    by    a    tribunal  which   was 
recognised  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  have 
been  a  mock  tribunal,  and  yet  after  that 
they    were    kept    in    prison.       Several 
Bishops  were  also  similarly   imprisoned, 


and  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  could  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation on  this  subject  ?  He  had  no 
intention  of  speaking  until  two  houre 
ago,  but  the  news  that  had  reached 
London  to  the  effect  that  these  five 
men  had  been  executed  was  of  so 
grave  a  character  that  it  was  impossible 
to  further  delay  the  matter.  If  these 
executions  ha<l  taken  place,  they  would 
be  fraught  with  the  gravest  consequences 
to  the  peace  of  Asiatic  Turkey.  He 
contended  that  England  could  not 
divest  herself  of  responsibility  in  con- 
nection with  these  matters,  having  re» 
gard  to  the  obligations  undertaken  by 
her  as  a  signatory  of  the  Berlin  Treaty 
and  to  her  understanding  with  Turkey 
under  the  Cyprus  Convention.  It  was 
most  desirable  that  every  possible  step 
should  be  taken  to  induce  the  Turkish 
Government  to  fulfil  its  obligations  under 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  to  this  country. 

Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth,  &c.)  said, 
he  desired  to  emphasise  what  had  been 
said  bv  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Eye  Division  of  Suffolk,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  answer  would  be  a  satis- 
factory one.  He  assured  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
that  there  were  many  people  in  this 
country,  belonging  to  all  denominations, 
who  felt  strongly  that  this  country  had 
undertaken  responsibilities  regarding  our 
fellow-Christians  in  Armenia  and  were 
bound  to  do  all  we  could  to  fulfil  them. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  slow  to  urge  upon  the 
Turkish  Government  to  deal  justly  with 
the  prisoners  who  had  not,  according  to 
Lord  Rosebery,  received  a  fair  trial. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton)  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  by  most  hon.  Members  that 
there  was  considerable  difficulty  in 
obtaining  information  from  Asiatic 
Turkey  at  all,  but  he  had  always 
observed  that  some  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site never  found  any  difficulty  in  accept- 
ing any  statement  which  was  retailed 
against  the  Turks.  For  his  part,  he 
failed  to  see  why  they  should  believe  one 
side  more  than  the  other,  and  he  was  not 
disposed  to  give  greater  credence  to 
imaginative  foreign  correspondents  or  to 
Armenian  Associations  in  this  country, 
which  were  composed  of  members  who 
had  never  been  to  Armenia  and  probably 
knew  very  little  about  it,  than  to  the 


11 55     Supply — Civil  Services      {COMMONS}  and  BevenuCy  ^c.  115^ 


official  utterances  of  the  Turkish  Go- 
verument.  There  were  in  Armenia  two 
Parties,  a  so-called  Constitutional  Party 
and  a  Physical  Force  Party.  There  had 
been  a  conspiracy  of  some  kind,  and  it 
was  only  natural  that  strong  measures 
should  be  taken  by  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment. It  was  also  possible  that 
some  innocent  people  had  suffered  with 
the  guilty.  These  conspiracies  were  set 
on  foot  with  the  object  of  overthrowing 
Turkish  rule  and  setting  up  an  indepen- 
dent Government.  He  would  admit  that 
the  Turkish  Government  was  uot  an 
ideal  Govemntent  or  a  pleasant  one  to 
Xive  under,  but  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Armenians  in  Asiatic  Russia 
were  not  so  well  treated  as  they  were  in 
Asiatic  Turkey.  In  the  latter  neither 
theu*  religion  nor  their  system  of  educa- 
tion was  interfered  with,  but  Armenians 
in  Hussian  territory  were  not  allowed  to 
teach  their  own  religion.  He  was  not  at 
all  sure  this  country  had  any  special 
right  to  interfere,  either  under  the  Berlin 
Treaty  or  the  Cyprus  Convention. 
There  was  in  the  Cyprus  Convention  an 
Article  which  clearly  pointed  out  that  we 
did  not  go  to  Cyprus  to  insure  reforms 
in  Armenia,  but  to  counteract  the  action 
of  the  Hussians  in  going  to  Kars  and 
Batoum.  He  must  enter  a  protest 
against  the  idea  that  it  was  our  special 
mission  to  enter  upon  a  sort  of  Armenian 
crusade,  diplomatic  or  otherwise.  Each 
of  the  Signatory  Powers  under  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin  was  just  as  much  pledged  to 
interfere  as  we  were,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  we  were  wasting  our  time  and 
frittering  away  our  energies  by  continual 
appeals  which  we  were  not  likely  to 
support  by  force.  If  anything  was  to  be 
done  on  behalf  of  the  Armenian  claim  for 
semi-independence,  it  ought  to  be  done 
not  by  ourselves  only,  but  in  agreement 
with  other  Signatory  Powers  to  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin. 

•Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  in  vu-tue 
of  the  Cyprus  Convention  England  was 
in  a  more  responsible  position  with  re- 
gard to  Asia  Minor  generally,  and 
Armenia  in  particular,  than  any  one  of 
the  Signatory  Powers  to  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin.  He  desired  to  mention  the  case 
of  one  or  two  of  the  other  prisoners 
whose  fate  was  still  pending.  Owing  to 
the  friendly  offices  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, no  doubt  two  of  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  prisoners  had  l>een  released 
on    condition    of    perj^ctual   exile   from 

Mr,  Legh 


Turkish  territory,  and  were  now  in 
London.  The  Committee  was  doubtless 
aware  that  he  himself  took  a  good  deal 
of  trouble  with  regard  to  those  prisoners, 
who  were  Protestant  pastors,  and  con- 
cerning whose  innocence  there  could  be 
no  question.  But  there  were  four  or  five 
other  prisoners  whose  case  he  ventured 
to  recommend  to  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  Foreign  Office  for  kindly 
intervention — diplomatic  intervention — 
before  it  was  too  late.  The  prisoners  to 
whom  he  alluded  specially  were  five  men 
who  had  been  religious  teachers.  They 
were  well-known  to  the  two  pastors  who 
had  been  released  and  who  had  come  to 
this  country,  and  these  exiles  affirmed 
that  the  men  were  innocent.  The 
Principal  of  the  College  at  which  they 
were  teachers  would  testify  to  their  good 
character,  and  show  that  it  was  ex- 
tremely improbable  that  they  could  have 
engaged  in  acts  of  high  treason. 
Religious  Bodies  in  this  country  took 
great  interest  in  these  cases ;  and  if  the 
men  were  dealt  with  unjustly  the  con- 
science of  the  religious  world  would  be 
offended,  and  the  effect  would  be  very 
bad  for  Turkish  interests,  for  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  welfare  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire  must  always  largely  depend  upon 
the  goodwill  of  the  British  people. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  did  not  know  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  intention, 
until  quite  recently,  of  raising  this  ques* 
tion.  I  am  afraid  I  have  very  little 
information  to  give  the  Committee,  and 
what  information  I  have  I  am  afraid  will 
be  not  only  unsatisfactory,  but  also  pain- 
ful. It  is  to  the  effect  that  five  of  the 
Angora  prisoners  have  been  executed, 
and  that  the  sentences  on  the  others  have 
been  reduced  to  terms  of  from  two  to 
eight  years*  imprisonment.  Her  Majesty*s 
Government  have  taken  some  trouble  in 
following  the  proceedings  of  the  trial, 
and  in  investigating,  as  far  as  it  was  in 
their  power  to  investigate,  evidence 
laid  before  a  Foreign  Court,  and 
affecting  persons  who  were  not 
British  subjects.  It  appears  to  be  per- 
fectly clear  that  two  of  the  prisoners,  and 
probably  more  than  two,  were  quite 
innocent  of  the  crimes  laid  to  their 
charge.  Two  of  them  have,  happily,  been 
released  on  condition  that  they  do  not 
return  to  the  country.  But  all  through 
Her  Majesty^s  Representative  at  Con- 
stantinople has  used  his  influence  to  re* 
present  to  the  Ottoman  Authorities  that 
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the  trial  had  not  been  a  fair  one,  and  that 
there  were,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  grave 
doubts   as   to  there  being  any  trace  of 
guilt  to  be  attached  to  many  of  the  other 
prisoners.       Detailed  statements,  though 
made  on  authority  which  require  confir- 
mation, have   been   received  of   tortures 
such  as  it  must  be  a  shock  to  anyone  in 
the  civilised  world  to  read  of,  and  those 
statements  have   been  communicated   to 
the  Ottoman  Authorities,   who  will  no 
doubt    investigate  them,   as  they  must 
know  that  such  reports  must  be  injurious 
to  their  own  Provinces,  and  must  affect 
the  attitude  of  the  civilised  world  towards 
them.     With  regard  to  Aleppo  and  the 
case  of  the  Bishop  and  Archbishop,  I  can 
only  say  that  they  come  under  the  cate- 
gory of  subjects  belonging  to  this  general 
question  which    Her  Majesty's    Repre- 
sentatives have  permanent  instructions  to 
attend  to,  and  to  furnish  the  Government 
with  information  upon.     It  is  impossible 
on  every  rumour  to  send  fresh  instructions 
to  Her  Majesty's  Representative.     The 
general  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  to  act  up  to  the  obliga- 
tions which  they  consider  rest  upon  this 
country.     With  regard  to  the  question  of 
Consuls  in  Armenia,  the  Government  are 
continually   receiving    complaints    from 
British    traders   and   subjects    in   many 
parts   of  the  world  that   there   are   not 
Consuls    enough    to  look    after    purely 
British    interests.      There    are    already 
Consuls  in  Armenia  who  send  Reports. 
The  improvement  of  affairs  in  that  part 
of  the  world  does  not  depend  upon  the 
righting  of  this  or  that  case  of  wrong.  It 
depends  on   the  general   policy   of   the 
Turkish  Authorities  themselves.     When 
improvement  is  wanted  the  necessity  for 
improvement  must  be  brought  home  to 
the  Ottoman  Authorities.  The  Treaty  of 
Crypns  no  doubt  laid  obligations  on  us, 
but  hon.  Members  who  desire  to  use  that 
Treaty  as  an  argument  and  a  lever  should 
read  the  whole  of  it.     My  hon.  Friend 
has  urged  that  this  country  has  special 
obligations  in  this  matter,  but  I  do  not 
think  they  are  so  special  as  has  been  con- 
tended.      As    regards    our    obligations 
under  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  they  are  most 
fully   recognised    by    the   Government. 
This   country   has   done   more  than  her 
share  in  upholding  International  obliga- 
tions under  that  Treaty.     The  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  not  fallen 
short  of  any  obligation  that  might  fairly 
attach 'to  it ;  and  if  their  efforts  have  not 


been  completely  successful,  it  has  not 
been  from  any  want  of  goodwill,  or  from 
any  failure  to  recognise  their  obligations. 
It  is  a  want  of  success  that  is  inherent  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  any 
improvement  in  that  part  of  the  world 
which  has  been  the  subject  of  discussion 
must  necessarily  be  one  of  slow  growth, 
and  probably  result  from  the  co-operation 
of  many  Powers,  and  not  from  the  indivi* 
dual  efforts  of  one  alone. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  that  more  Consuls  should 
be  appointed  in  Armenia.  There  was 
a  time  when  we  had  Consuls  in  every 
village  there,  and  it  was  only  after 
the  most  careful  consideration  that 
Lord  Granville — ^who,  he  was  sure  his 
hon.  Friend  would  admit,  was  a  good 
friend  to  the  Armenians  —  withdrew 
most  of  them.  Their  number  was  steadily 
reduced  during  the  years  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  1880  was  in  Office  to  the 
number  it  stands  at  at  present.  The 
Foreign  Office  at  that  time  was  burdened' 
with  Reports  from  those  Consuls.  No 
good  came  from  them  ;  on  the  contrary, 
more  harm  was  done  than  good  to  the 
Armenian  cause. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  that  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  just  stated  was,  he  thought,  a  matter 
well  within  the  recollection  of  all  who 
took  any  part  in  public  affairs  during 
the  period  to  which  he  had  alluded.  He 
did  not  intend  to  take  any  exception  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Under  Secre- 
tary ;  but  there  was  one  thing  against 
which  he  must  protest,  and  that  was 
Members  coming  down  to  the  House, 
which  was  already  overburdened  with 
grave  affairs  at  home,  and  asking  them  to 
embark  upon  a  criticism  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  internal  affairs  of  a  Foreign 
State  which  was  in  alliance  with  this 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Eye 
(Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson)  took  upon  himself 
— ^upon  what  evidence  he  had  not  told 
them — to  sweep  away  the  whole  Ottoman 
system  of  judicial  administration  as  abso- 
lutely worthless.  He  was  not  himself 
prepared  to  deny  that  the  Turkish  judi- 
cial admin  istration  might  not  be,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  had  observed,  ideally 
perfect  ;  but  when  they  found  a  diffi- 
culty constantly  presenting  itself  as 
to  judicial  proceedings  much  nearer 
home,  he  thought  it  should  be  a 
warning  to  them  not  to  embark  upon  a 
I  crusade  so  far  off  a&  Armenia.     It  had 
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been  said  that  these  proceedings  in  con- 
nection with  the  Armenian  prisoners 
were  conducted  without  judicial  form, 
and  tiiat  the  evidence  upon  which  the 
prisoners  were  convicted  was  worthless. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  made  that 
statemeot  had  given  no  evidence  what- 
ever of  that  fact.  The  evidence  the 
hon.  Grentleman  brought  before  the 
House  as  conclusive  in  his  mind  that 
other  prisoners  were  not  guilty  was  the 
authority  of  their  released  fellow^ri- 
Boners  that  thej  were  as  guiltless  as 
themselves.  He  remembered  Mr.  Disraeli 
warning  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
last  speech  he  delivered  to  that  House 
to  beware  of  coffee-house  babble,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
DOW  lend  its  countenance  to  receiving 
ex  parte  statements  as  conclusive  evi- 
dence that  established  tribunals  in  a 
friendly  country  had  departed  from  their 
duty.  He  did  not  think  the  Government 
would  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
asking  them  to  add  to  their  duties  the  re- 
vision of  the  Ottoman  Criminal  Juris- 
prudence. This  was  a  matter  they  might 
leave  to  the  Ottoman  Authorities  them- 
selves. If  there  was  one  thing  more 
than  another  less  calculated  to  advance 
the  interests  of  the  Christian  population 
in  Turkey  it  was  the  comments  made  in 
that  House  and  in  the  English  Press, 
which  had  created  great  irritation  in 
high  circles  in  Constantinople,  and  tended 
to  make  the  Turkish  Authorities  jealous 
of  interference  with  their  prerogatives, 
and  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  diplomatic 
communications  made  to  it  in  regular 
form  by  the  Government.  The  veriest 
tyro  in  diplomacy  knew  that  newspaper 
comments  did  more  to  stiffen  the  backs 
of  Ottoman  administrators  than  any 
course  which  could  be  pursued.  Of 
course,  if  it  were  to  be  announced  that 
unless  certain  steps  were  taken  offensive 
operations  would  be  undertaken — an  an- 
nouncement which  no  British  Minister 
dare  make — it  would  be  a  different 
thing.  The  Committee  would  remember 
the  reply  Prince  Gortschakoff  gave 
to  Lord  John  Russell  when  he 
addressed  a  remonstrance  to  him  about 
Poland.  The  Prince  told  the  British 
Minister  to  look  to  Ireland,  than  which 
Poland  was  not  in  half  as  bad  a  condition. 
The  truth  was  that,  if  Foreign  Govern- 
ments or  the  subjects  of  Foreign  Govern- 
ments converted  themselves  into  political 
partisans  in  regard  to  the  affairs  of  other 
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States,  they  stood  a  very  good  chance  of 
getting  a  snub,  and  of  aggravating  the 
grievauces  which  they  desired  to  alleviate. 
Not  one  of  the  persous  whose  cases  were 
now  under  consideration  was  a  British 
subject,  and  it  was  only  by  a  strained 
reading  of  certain  International  Agree- 
ments that  we  had  any  locwt  standi  in 
these  cases.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  be  driven  to  adopt  auy  course 
which  would  give  colour  to  the  idea  that 
this  country  was  in  favour  of  interfering 
in  the  interests  of  persons  of  any  nation- 
ality who  had  grievances  against  the 
Grovemment  of  the  country  in  which  they 
lived. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  told  the  Committee  that  the 
worst  thing  possible  for  the  subjects  of 
the  Sultan  in  Armeuia  was  that  their  case 
should  be  taken  up  in  the  House  and 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Sultan 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  referred  to 
irritating  language  used  in  this  House. 

Mr.  PAUL  said,  he  was  not  aware 
that  anyone  who  had  taken  part  in  that 
Debate  had  made  use  of  irritating  lan- 
guage. He  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  deprecate  the  practice 
of  interfering  in  these  matters  altogether. 

Mr,  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  great  injury  done  to  persons 
whose  interests  were  affected  by  irritating 
language  in  the  House,  and  by  irritating 
comments  in  the  British  Press.  The 
hon.  Member  was  aware  that,  in  response 
to  a  very  statesmanlike  appeal  from  the 
Government,  irritating  observations  on 
the  present  occasion  had  been  avoided. 

Mr.  PAUL  said,  he  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  GiBUtleman  that,  as  the 
result  of  the  matter  having  been  brought 
forward  in  the  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Kingston  and  Eye,  certain  per- 
sons who  had  been  condemned  and  who 
would  have  been  executed  had  been 
released.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  we  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Armenian  prisoners,  who  had 
been  convicted,  were  innocent,  and 
that  the  opinions  of  their  fellow-prisoners 
were  worthless.  He  would  remind  him, 
however,  that  the  British  Vice  Consul 
had  satisfied  himself  that  the  two  Pro- 
fessors who  had  been  condemned  were 
undoubtedly  innocent,  and  the  other  13 
prisoners  were  condemned  on  evidence  of 
the  same  nature.  He  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quote  the 
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phrase  used  bj  Mr.  Disraeli  in  tlie  House' 
n  regard  to  ^  coffee-house  babble,"  when 
they  knew  that  that  phrase  had  reference 
to  the  Bulgarian  massacres. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  Mr. 
DifflBeli  used  the  phrase  in  relation  to 
certain  alleged  occurrences  in  Bulgaria. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  refer  to  the 
Report  of  Sir  Henrj  Layard  it  would  be 
found  that  the  bulk  of  those  allegations 
were  untrue. 

Mb.  PAUL  said,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Reports  of  Sir  Henry  Layard  them- 
selves  woukl  bear    close   investigation. 
At  any  rate,  it  was  by  the  intervention 
of  hon.  Members   of  that   House,    and, 
through  them,  of  the  Government,  that 
the  lives  of  two  of  these  prisoners   had 
been  spared,  and  he  hoped  that  this   in- 
tervention would  continue.       Under  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  this  country  had  under- 
taken, with  other  Powers,  to  introduce 
reforms  in  Armenia,  and  to  do  what  they 
could  to  secure  the  lives  and  property  of 
men    who,    though    they  might  not  be 
British  subjects,  had  some  claim  on  our 
protection.      That  protection  had   been 
afforded  to  them  in  the  past,  and  from 
the   tone    of    the     Under     Secretary's 
statements     he     hoped     it     would     be 
afforded  to  them  in  the  future. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  trusted  that 
the  Grovemment  would  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  beguiled  by  the  sirens   of 
the  back  Benches  on  the  Ministerial  side 
into  roaming   round  the  world   revising 
the  Judgments  of   Foreign   Courts.     It 
might  be  that  Turkish  Courts  were  not 
perfect,  but  they  were  often   told  that 
the  same  thing  might  be  said  of  English 
and  Irish  Courts.     Each  country  had  a 
right  to    decide   questions  according   to 
its  own  methods  ;  and  if  the  Government 
were  to    undertake    such   a    task   they 
should  conmieuce  with  Russia,  where  the 
greatest  cruelties  were  perpetrated,  where 
people   were  condemned   withont    trial, 
persons  being  ordered  off  to  Siberia  as  an 
administrative  act.     The   responsibility 
of  England  in  regard  to  Armenia  was  of 
the   slightest   kind,  and   it   was   shared 
entirely  with  the  other  Powers  who  were 
signatories  to  the  Berlin  Treaty,  and  he 
objected   to   people  forming  themselves 
into   Committees   'md  trying   to  induce 
the  Government  to  we  action  upon  the 
statement  of  a  f ewY^uacious  Armenians. 
It    must    not    be  forgotten   that   when 
Russia  attacked  Turkey  Turkey  invoked 
the  intervention  of  England ;  but  we  de-^ 


clined  to  interfere,  because  the  other 
Powers  were  not  prepared  to  join  us. 
Turkey  was  not  oppressive  or  intolerant 
— its  toleration,  indeed  was  something 
incredible.  Roman  Catholic  and  Greek 
processions  took  place  in  Constantinople 
with  more  freedom  than  would  be  allowed 
in  England.  But  undoubtedly  there  was 
a  very  serious  state  of  things  in  Armenia, 
because  that  Province  formed  the  next 
step  towards  Constantinople  that  Russia 
had  to  take.  She  had  got  Batoum 
and  Kars,  and  she  was  carrying  on  her 
scheme  by  means  of  p^tended  grievances 
inflicted  on  pretended  Christians.  It  was 
by  exploiting  the  Armenians  to  their  dis- 
advantage that  Russia  could  take  the 
next  step.  He  denied  the  title  of  the 
British  Government  to  interfere  with  the 
Turkish  Courts  in  their  dealing  with 
crime,  especially  when  we  had  heard  only 
one  side,  and  that  the  Armenian  side. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Paul) 
had  said  that  the  evidence  against  these 
prisoners  was  known.  Then  why  had  it 
not  been  communicated  to  the  House  ? 
It  might  have  materially  changed  the  tone 
of  many  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  PAUL  said,  the  British  Vice  Con- 
sul had  heard  the  whole  of  the  evidence. 


•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  Vice  Consul  was 
Judge,  Advocate,  or  what.      Whatever 
he  was,  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  preferred  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge  who  presided  over 
the  properly-constituted  Court,  and  who 
heard  the  evidence  and  gave  his  decision 
in     the    regular   way.      He     protested 
against  hon.  Members  coming  down  to 
the  House    and   giving    them   one  side 
of  the  case,  and  that  the  Armenian  side* 
He  admitted  that  Turkey  was  not  per- 
fect.    He    was    aware    that    the    only 
country  that  was  absolutely  perfect  was 
Great  ^Britain  under  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion, and  that  directly   a  Tory  Govern- 
ment was  in  power  it  became  imperfect. 
The  Turks  were  not  perfect  ;  but  they 
had  one  quality,  which  was  the  quality  of 
silence.     The  Turks  suffered  calumny  in 
dignified  silence,  the  result  being  that  we 
got  the  Armenian   side,   the  Bulgarian 
side,  the  Russian  side,  and  the  Gladstonian 
side,  but  never  got   the  Turkish   side. 
They  ought,  therefore,  to  suspend  their 
judgment  whenever  these  wild  and  fre- 
quent   allegations    were    made    against 
Turkey  of  impossible  atrocity.      Severe 
the  Turks  might  be  ;  but  we  had  been 
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severe  in  this  country.  A  hundred  years 
ago  we  wore  burning  women  for  witch- 
craft in  London,  and  less  than  100  years 
ago  we  were  hanging  men  by  scores  for 
sheep  stealing,  and  it  was  not  much  to 
say  that  Turkey  was  100  years  behind 
us.  He  lost  patience  when  he  heard 
these  constant  representations  made  on 
behalf  of  a  people  who  were  not  worth 
them.  Everybody  in  the  East  knew 
what  the  Armenian  was.  It  was  said 
that  it  took  two  Jews  to  cheat  a  Greek, 
and  three  Greeks  to  cheat  an  Armenian. 
The  Armenians  were  anxious  to  get  all 
they  could  for  themselves.  His  belief 
was  that  Her  Majesty^s  Government,  like 
the  previous  Government,  had  acted 
beyond  the  strict  limits  of  their  duty,  and 
he  trusted  they  would  in  future  entirely 
refrain  from  interfering  with  the  conduct 
of  justice  in  foreign  countries,  or,  if  they 
could  not  refrain,  that  they  would  begin 
in  those  countries  where  interference  was 
most  urgently  needed,  and  that  was  not  in 
Turkey. 

The  chancellor  of  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bkyce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  ap- 
peared to  him  to  ignore  entirely  what 
was  the  critical  point  of  the  position — 
namely,  the  duty  which  was  imposed  by 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  upon  every  British 
Government  in  reference  to  this  subject, 
and  which  every  British  Government  had 
recognised.  He  trusted  the  present  Go- 
vernment would  never  be  foimd  wanting 
in  the  discharge  of  the  duty  of  making 
those  representations  and  taking  those 
steps  which  their  position  as  a  Signatory 
Power  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  required 
in  endeavouring  to  see  that  its 
'agreements  were  carried  out.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
forget  what  took  place  in  1878.  In  that 
year  Russia  made  a  Treaty  with  Turkey 
by  which  the  Turks  undertook  to  intro- 
duce reforms  in  the  Armenian  Provinces, 
and  by  which  the  protection  of  the 
Eastern  Cliristians  was  given  into  the 
hands  of  Russia.  Against  the  Treaty 
the  British  Government  raised  its  voice. 
Loi*d  Salisbury's  famous  Circular  was 
sent  round  to  all  the  Courts  of  Europe, 
and  in  pursuance  of  the  suggestion  of 
•^r  Majesty's  Government  the  Congress 
Berlin  was  convoked.  At  that  Cou- 
ss  the  Treaty  of  San  Stefano  was  set 
le,  and  the  protection  of  the  Eastern 
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Christians,  which  Russia  liad  a 
was  transferred  to  the  Sigrnatorr  P< 
Therefore,  the  case  rested  upon  the 
ligation  which  Her  Majesty^V    Go 
meut  undertook  by  the  Treaty  of 
which  legally  was  the  same   apon 
as  upon  the  other  Siguafory   Pow 
and  which  they  hat!  never  re 
but  which  morally  restod   in 
and  an  exceptional  degree   upon 
and  in  pursuance  of  that  obligatioa  tbf^ 
conceived  it  to  be  their  dutv.  as  it  wa^ 
also  the  practice  of  the  late  Gov^i 
to  discharge  that  obligation.     It 
be  remembered  that  in  the  case  of  ikr 
Klurdish   Chief    Moussa    Bey,    ti>e 
Ambassador    at   Constantinople, 
loss  they  all  deplored,  made  the  s 
representation,  at  the  instance  of  Loir 
Salisbury's  Government,  witli  regard  «» 
the   trial  of  Moussa  Bev.     Thifi  trial  m 
Angora  was   a   case  as  much — in  &h1 
more-— demanding  the  interventioo  «f  Bcr 
Majesty's  Government  than  the  caae  d 
Moussa  Bey,  and  the  Govemmeot  hmi 
done  nothing  more  than  their  booafa 
duty  in  calling  the  attention  of  the  TM* 
ish  Government  to  the  failure  of 
in  the  case  of  the  two  gentl 
had  now  been  released,  in  critic 


proc^eedings  of  the  trial,  and  in  oftc 
attention  to  the  method  in  which  1  W 
been  conducted.  He  should  be  mr?  i 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  SaiA 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Paul)  snppo«>ed  ttit 
Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  any  way  of  the  representati<na» 
had  been  made.  The  matter  wa»  oat  «f 
grave  concern.  It  affeetetl  the  ial 
of  the  Turkish  Empire  itself,  and  it 
ultimately  affect  the  whole  peace  «f  l^ 
East.  The  Government  conceived  it  l» 
be  their  duty  to  continue  the  policy  thrv 
hud  adopted  in  these  mat  tens  wkicb 
policy  he  believed  every  British  lioT«»- 
ment  would  consider  it  their  duty  !• 
follow  in  like  circumstances. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON    (Pre^on) 
he  wished  to  ask  a  question   on 
matter.       There  had  been  soa>e 
in  the^iapers  of  anarchy  in  some  paiti  ti 
Morocco,  and  he  should  like  to  a^k  tf  dr 
Foreign  Office  had  receive<l  any  iiifiw  — 
tion  on  the  subject  ? 

^SiH  E.  GREY  i)e^  't  be  had  not  bm 
able  to  make  inil^eer-)^  dnrioK  tlw  hm 
few  hours,  and  he  ^|>Ai  not  lieen  awai*  if 
the  fact  that  itie  qaestton  va»  •» 
be  raised.       He  had  not  receiv«J  w 
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infonnation  tending  to  confirm  the 
rumoura  of  trouble  in  the  northern  parts 
of  Morocco,  and  he  would  be  very  much 
surprised  to  be  told  that  there  was  anj 
chance  of  disturbances  existing  which 
would  need  auj  special  measures  for  the 
protection  of  British  interests  there. 

•Sir   R.   temple  :   I  withdraw  the 
Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote. 

MotioDy  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^^  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
jisk  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  J,  T, 
Hihhert^ — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
Hgaiu  To-morrow. 

KLEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (SCHOOL 
ATTENDANCE)  BILL.— (No.  241.) 

COMMITTEE.     \Progress^   Clause  7, 

28th  July.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  after  the  word  "  total,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  partial.'' — {Mr.  Acland.) 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words 
*  or  partial '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Amendment 
would  entirely  alter  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  its 
effect  would  be. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT   op  the 

COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 

Rotherham)  :  There  are  a  few  children 

who  escape  further  attendance  at  school 

at  the  age  of  10,   and    thej  may  then 

run  about  the    streets,  as    they  cannot 

enter  a  factory  until  they  are  1 1  years 

old.       I  think   the  feeling  is  that  it  is 

very  undesirable    that   they    should  be 

allowed  to  run  about  the  streets  simply 

l>ecause  they  cannot  enter  a  factory  for 

a  few  months.      We  only  want  to  cover 

the  gap    between  the  age  at    which  a 

child    may    get    through     the    Fourth 

Standard  and  the  age  at  which  it  may 

enter  a  factory.      ^    ;opose  this  Araeud- 

nieut  particularly!     Ulie  request  of  the 

hon.    Member    for^J^ingston     (Sir     R. 

Temple),  and  I  may    say  that   I  have 
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again  and  again  received  Petitions  from 
the  country  asking  for  the  insertion  of 
this  word  "  partial." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  explana- 
tion had  not  enlightened  him  at  all.  So 
far  as  he  knew,  there  was  no  instance 
of  half-time  that  extended  to  anything 
but  factories. 

Mr.  acland  :  A  child  may  easily 
be  employed  by  someone  for  the  purpose 
of  selling  newspapers  on  a  half-time 
arrangemf^nt. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  had 
heard  of  a  case  where  a  girl  was  very 
much  wanted  at  home  to  assist  in  taking 
charge  of  the  children,  but  was  not  al- 
lowed to  become  a  half-timer,  because  the 
only  kind  of  employment  to  which  half- 
time  extended  was  employment  in  a 
factory.  He  thought  it  would  be  better 
that  the  matter  should  stand  over. 


(( 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  W.  B, 

Davenport.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

OUTDOOR  RELIEF  (FRIENDLY 

SOCIETIES)  BILL.— (No.  184,) 

COMMITTEE.     [^ProffresSy  Clause  7, 

14th  June.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  14,  after  the  word  "frrant/'  to 
leave  out  to  the  wonl  "notwithstanding,"  inline 
15,  and  insert  the  words  "  such  relief  to  any 
destitute  person  as  may,  in  their  opinion,  he 
necessary  to  relieve  bis  destitution." — QMr.  If. 
II.  Fowler^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether 
this  Bill  was  not  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Roval  Commission  ? 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowlek,  Wolverhampton,  E.) :  It  is 
not  a  Government  Bill,  and  a  consider- 
able part  of  its  provisions  have  been  re- 
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ferred  to  the  Royal  CommiseioD  od  the 
Aged  Poor.  Of  course,  the  Government 
would  object  to  anj  legislation  which 
would  fetter  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
Amendments  I  propose  to  introduce 
would  prevent  that,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  measure  will  accept  my 
Amendment?  If  not,  we  cannot  consent 
to  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Mu.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.) 
said,  he  could  accept  the  present  Amend- 
ment, 1>ut  not  the  one  that  stood  next  on 
the  Paper,  l>ecause  that  would  strike  at 
the  root  of  the  Bill.  As  the  Bill  was 
merely  permissive,  he  could  not  see  how 
it  would  interfere  with  the  inquiry  of  the 
Commission.  Its  object  was  only  to  save 
poor  men  who  applied  for  relief  from 
having  to  forfeit  the  benefit  of  their 
thrift. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  cannot 
accept  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
my  second  Amendment  strikes  at  the 
root  of  the  Bill.  This  question  has  been 
referred  to  the  Commission  on  the  Aged 
Poor.  That  Commission  has  sat  36 
times,  and  I  expect  it  will  report  in 
ample  time  next  year  for  legislation.  I 
entirely  repudiate  the  construction  the 
hon.  Member  has  put  on  the  Amend- 
ment, and,  under  the  circumstances,  I 
must  move  that  you  report  Progress, 
Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (3/r.  JJ, 
II.  Fowler.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday,  10th  August. 


WORKING    MEN'S    DWELLINGS   BILL. 

(No.  9.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^ProgresSy  Clause  7, 

19th  July.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  WRIGHTSON  (Stockton-on- 
Tees)  said,  the  Government  had  placed 
certain  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and 
he  had  accepted  them  because  they  did 
not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill 

Mr.  II.  II.  Fowler 


to  proceed,  as  it  was  one  which  woald 
confer  great  benefit  on  the  working 
classes. 

•Sib  C.  W.  DELKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  thought  that  as  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  been  allowed  to 
speak  on  going  into  Committee  a  reply 
might  have  been  permitted.  Many  hon. 
Members  had  a  most  insuperable 
objection  to  the  Bill,  regarding  it  as  one 
of  the  most  mischievous  Bills  that 
could  be  proposed.  The  hon.  Meml>er 
had  said  that  the  Government  had  put 
down  Amendments,  but  he  had  not  said 
whether  or  not  the  Government  were  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  He  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
could  not  couceive  that  that  could  be  the 
case  ;  but  even  if  it  were,  he  should  l»e 
obliged  to  objectt  to  the  Bill.  The  most 
strenuous  opposition  would  be  offered  to 
the  Bill  in  all  its  stages. 

Committee   report    Progress ;     to    sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

(No.  426.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [Ist  July]  reported. 

CIVIL    SERVICES     AND    REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS,  1893-4. 

Class  I. 

1.  ^<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £143,710,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty ^  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1894,  for  Suryejin^  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  for  revising  the  Survey, 
for  Maps  for  use  in  proceedings  hefore  the  Land 
Judges  in  Ireland  and  the  Insh  Land  Commis- 
sion, puhlication  of  Maps,  and  engraving  the 
Qeological  Survey." 

2.  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £16,024,  he 
g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Cbarpe  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1894,  for  maintaininsr 
certain  Harbours,  Lighthouses,  &c.,  under  the 
Board  of  Trade." 

3.  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £24,800.  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sura 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1894,  for  constructing? 
a  new  Harbour  of  Refuge  at  Peterhead." 


Resolutions  agreed  to. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  Srd  August  1898. 


OABVB  AND  ULLAPOOL  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Thb  chairman  of  com- 
MITTEES  (The  Earl  of  Mobley) 
moYed — 

**  That  the  Order  made  on  the  13th  day  of 
Karch  last,  *  That  no  PriTate  Bill  brought  &oin 
the  Hoose  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  16th  day  of  June  next,' 
be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2*/' 


Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2<^ 
accordingly,  and  committed  for  To- 
morrow. 

BURGHS  GAS  SUPPLY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  226.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading,  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  do  away,  hy  a 
slight  Amendment,  with  a  doubt  as  to  the 
construction  of  the  Act  of  1876,  which 
provided  that  when  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  manufacture  gas  they  should 
give  notice  to  owners,  lessees,  and 
occupiers  of  every  dwelling-house  within 
300  yards  of  the  place,  and  obtain  their 
consent,  or  make  a  Return  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  all  lands  required  for  that 
purpose.  It  had  been  doubted  whether 
the  alternative  Return  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  sufficient ;  and  this  Bill 
proposed  that  in  future  it  should  only  be 
necessary  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  Sheriff,  in  the  event  of  any  owner 
or  occupier  refusing  or  delaying  to  give 
the  required  consent  within  10  days,  who, 
after  inquiry,  would  be  empowered  to 
find  and  declare  that  such  consent  be  dis- 
pensed with.  The  matter  had  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
and  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  had 
been  agreed  upon. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*^ 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

VOL.  XV.       [fourth  SERIES.] 


REDEMPTION  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 

(1891)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

OOMICITTBE. 

House   in   Committee    (according    to 
Order). 

Clause  1. 

•The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
proposed,  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement 
with  Lord  Acton,  representing  the  Irish 
Office,  an  Amendment  carrying  out  its 
views. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  line  8,  to  leave  out  from.  (  "  ground  ")  to 
("and")  in  line  12,  and  insert  C  that  the  rela- 
tion of  landlord  and  tenant  does  not  subsist 
between  the  parties  thereto.")— (7%^  Earl  ^of 
Camperdmon.^ 

Lord  ACTON  said,  the  Irish  Office 
had  no  objection  in  substance  to  the  noble 
Earl's  Amendments,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  his  Bill  with  a  further 
Amendment,  which  was  really  a  matter 
of  drafting,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  line  11, 
"  that  the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant 
does  not  subsist  between  the  grantor  or 
grantee. 


n 


A  subsequent  Amendment  was  con- 
sequential. 

Moved  accordingly. 

•The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
accepted  that  Amendment  of  his  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  before  we  pass  this,  I  merely 
wish  to  enter  my  protest  with  respect  to 

this  BilL  As  the  Irish  landlords  or 
owners  do  not  seem  to  be  troubled  about 
it,  I,  of  course,  have  nothing  further  to 
say ;  but  I  shall  most  energetically  resist 
any  proposal  for  extending  a  principle  of 
this  sort  to  this  country.  The  principle 
is  that  anybody's  fee-farm  rent,  though 
it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  tenure  which  is 
entirely  removed  from  any  idea  of  con- 
nection between  landlord  and  tenant, 
should  be  capable  of  appraisement  and 
revision,  and  of  being  turned  into  money 
by  a  Public  Department.  That,  my 
Lords,  is  a  very  large  step,  going  beyond 
anything  that  has  ever  been  done  in  this 
country  ;  and  I  hope  that  our  assent  to 
it  in  this  House,  in  the  absence  of  objec- 
tion from  our  Irish  Members,  will  not  be 
taken  as  a  precedent — I  know  how  quick 
my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  is  at 
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making    precedents  —  for    any    future 
legislation. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberlet)  :  I  am  afraid  that  nothing 
can  prevent  what  has  actually  been  done 
forming  a  precedent  —  whether  it  be 
followed  or  not.  Of  course,  it  is  open  to 
anybody  to  say  the  precedent  ought  not 
to  be  followed.  That  is  another  thing. 
This  is  really  a  Bill  rather  in  the  nature 
of  a  measure  for  the  compulsory  redemp- 
tion of  copyholds  which  we  have  been 
talking  about  elsewhere. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
No ;  redemption  of  copyholds  is  put 
under  arbitration  ;  but  this  procedure  is 
to  be  under  Acts  in  Ireland,  of  which,  I 
am  afraid,  their  best  friends  do  not  say 
otherwise  than  that  they  preclude  all 
idea  of  arbitration. 

•The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  had  stated  that  this  Bill  did  not,  in 
itself,  contain  any  principle,  but  was 
merely  in  reference  to  the  construction  of 
an  existing  Act  of  Parliament.  Under 
the  previous  Act,  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  original  Act  were  ex- 
tended to  fee-farm  rents.  But, 
as  a  question  of  construction,  it  was 
discovered  that,  though  the  provisions 
applied  to  fee-farm  rents  executed  after 
1860,  they  did  not  apply  to  those  executed 
prior  to  1860.  This  Bill  was  merely 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  applying  to 
these  prior  fee-farm  rents. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

•The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  pro- 
posed that  the  Standing  Committee  be 
negatived,  as,  in  consequence  of  the 
approaching  Adjournment,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee be  negatived." — {The  Earl  of 
Camperdown^ 

The  Marquess  of   SALISBURY : 

I  must  ask  the  House  to  consider  before 

they  consent  to  that,  because  it  is  really 

destroying    the    principle  of    Standing 

"Committee.     This  Bill  has  every  element 

f  a   measure   which   should    go    to  a 

tanding  Committee.     It  has  in  it  pro- 

isions  in  the  nature  of  those  expansite 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


germs  which  seem  now  to  form  part  olov 
legislation.  It  is  an  example  of  thai  ex- 
pansion of  germs,  where  a  principle 
to  be  carried  out  in  a  very  smkll 
ment — small  as  a  grain  of  mustard  seed; 
but,  as  we  know,  a  seed  of  that  kind  cu 
grow  and  develop  into  a  large  tree,  aad 
hereafter  the  fowls  and  vultures  of  apolift- 
tion  will  nestle  in  its  branches.  I  think 
there  will  be  ample  time  for  the 
sideration  of  the  Bill  by  the 
Committee,  as  I  do  not  think  there  it  & 
possibility  of  an  early  Prorogatkm.  Mj 
impression  is  that  we  shall  meet  ag:miD  at 
the  end  of  this  month,  and  may  pombhr 
be  here  towards  the  end  of  the  moai^ 
after. 

•The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWK 
said,  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  b 
accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  tbt 
noble  Marquess. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Committae) 
withdrawn. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Siasdiif 
Committee ;  and  to  be  printed  as  ainaatW 
(No.  240.) 

IMPROYEMEKT  of  land   (SCOTXAlOf) 
BILL.— (Na  184.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  At 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  OHDKB  (X?^ 
FIEMATION   (LONDON)    BELL  [mi.; 

(No.  94.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  mgnei  ^t^ 
with  Amendments. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  O&DBR  CCH- 
FIRMATION    (LONDON)  (No.   2)  BOL 

[hx.] 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  ta. 
with  Amendments. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL   (GENKXil 
POWERS)  BILL. 

Commons  Amendments  to  hm^ 
Amendments  and  Commons  ReasoBsfor 
disagreeing  to  some  of  the  Lords 
ments  to  be  considered  on 
next. 

REFORMATORY   SCHOOLS  BILL  [bx^ 

(Na  IMl) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Cms^ 
mittee  wtUi  Amendments :  The  Bif 
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thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
234.) 

COUNTY  OF  THE  ClTY  OP  GLASGOW 
BILL.— (No.  216.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments  :  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  and  bj 
the  Standing  Committee  to  be  received 
To-morrow  :  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    (No.  235.) 

COMPANIES   (CBBTIFICATB    OF  INCOR- 
PORATION) BILL  [H.L.]— (No.  178.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  236.) 

STATUTORY   RULES  PBOCBDURB  BILL. 

0^0. 187.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  237.) 

LAW  OF  COMMONS   AMENDMENT  BILL 
[H.L.]— (No.  200.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  238.) 

LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF  PASSAGE   BILL. 

(No.  210.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  Amendments  :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  239.) 

TRAMWAYS   PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

BILL. 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

MARRIED    WOMEN'S     PROPERTY    ACT 
(1882)  AMENDMENT  BILU-<No.224.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee, 


LAND  TRANSFER  BILL  [h.l.]— (No.  230.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To- 
morrow. 

TRUST    INVESTMENT    BILL    [H.L.] 

(No.  232.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To- 
morrow. 

CONVEYANCE    OF    MAILS    BILL. 
(No.  223.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

HOUSING   OF   THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

ACT    (1890)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

(No.  208.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o*dock,  tiU  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  8rd  August  1893, 


PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 


BLACKROCK  AND  KINGSTOWN  DRAIN- 
AGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  BILL 
[Lordil. 

CONSIDBRATION. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.) 
wished  to  ask,  if  he  might  do  so  without 
forfeiting  his  right  to  speak  on  his  Notice 
of  Motion,  whether  either  of  the  Notices 
of  Motion  standing  in  his  own  name  and 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Wick* 
low  (Mr.  J.  0*Connor)  was  in  Order, 
and,  if  so,  which?  because  if  his  hon. 
Friend^s  Motion  was  in  Order  he  would 
not  move  his  own,  as  he  thought  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  better  of  the  two. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man*s  is  in  Order ;  the  other  Amendment 
is  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  CLANCY  asked  if  he  was  in 
Order  in  moving  to-day  ? 
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•Mk.  SFEAKEE  :  H  the  Motion  is 
opposed  it  stands  over  until  to-morrow, 
uid  as  I  understand  it  is  opposed  it  must 

stand  over. 

« 

As  amended^    to  be  considered  To- 
morrow. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 


CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  [LEEDS  AND 
LIVERPOOL  CANAL]  BILL  (hy    Ord^). 

CONSIDERATION. 

As  amended,  considered. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 

there   were   several   Amendments    upon 

this  and  three  other  Canal  Bills  standing 

in  his  name  upon  the  Paper.  Though 
they  looked  formidable  and  were  highly 
technical,  he  was  glad  to  say  they  were 
not  very  formidable.  A  meeting  had 
taken  place  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
between  the  promoters,  the  traders,  and 
the  Permanent  Secretary,  at  whose  inter- 
vention, through  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  an  arrangement  had  been 
arrived  at.  The  Amendments  which 
were  now  upon  the  Paper  were  different 
to  those  which  appeared  upon  the  last 
consideration  of  the  Bills,  but  they  repre- 
sented an  agreement  that  had  been 
arrived  at,  and  which  was  satisfactory 
both  to  the  traders  and  the  promoters  of 
the  Bills.  The  general  effect  of  the 
arrangement  was  to  assimilate  the  system 
of  carrying  timber  on  canals  to  that  em- 
ployed on  the  railways,  and  especially  in 
the  direction  of  making  the  tolls  charge- 
able for  timber  to  be  determined  by  mea- 
surement and  not  by  machine  weight.  He 
might  remind  the  House  that  when  the 
Railway  Rates  Bill  was  under  discussion 
this  point  was  raised,  and  an  alteration 
was  made  in  the  law  by  which  timber  was 
to  be  carried  by  actual  machine  weight. 
At  the  same  time,  a  distinction  was  made 
between  the  rate  for  timber  goods  carried 
by  measurement  and  the  rate  by  machine 
weight,  the  former  being  under  Class  1, 
and  the  latter  under  Class  C.  The  ar- 
rangement now  arrived  at  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  that  had  {H'evailed, 
notwithstanding  the  change  in  the  law, 
d  was  that  the  toll  should  be  the  same 
had  taken  place  in  regard  to  railway- 
rried  timber — namely,  the  continuance 


of   the   shipping  and  carriage  of  timber 
by  computed  or  measurement    weight; 
that   was,    ascertaining    the  weight  bj 
the  measurement  of  timber  inBt43«d  ol  ^ 
machine  weight.     That  was  s&tiafactay 
to  the  trade,  and  met  generally  the  vievfl 
entertained  by  the  traders.      The   oatj 
other  material  change  was  that   equalitt 
was    established    between    the    ehargee 
made   by    the    companies    for 
timber  and  the    charges  for  whmt 
known  as  the  bye-trade ;  that  waa,  through 
a  carrier  acting  for  third  pardee.     TV 
Bill,  as  he  thought^  g&^c  an  advantage  t» 
the  companies  ;  but  as  it  was  proposed  t» 
be  altered,  it  would  keep  on   foot  tfaat 
competition  which  was  essential  to  prope 
rates.     The    other    Amendments    defth 
with  the  mode  of  measuring   timbtf  lor 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining   the  weigkt 
but  that  was  so  technical   that  he  seed 
not  now  enter  into  it.     Then  oonceesMU 
had  been  made  on  the  other  side 
would  prevent,  by  means  of  new 
those  frauds  which  had  been  attribottd. 
he  believed  wrongly,  but  which  had  htm 
attributed  to  the  traders,  and  enabled  c^ 
Railway  Companies  to  test  whether  tiv 
computed  weight  had  been  properir  lai 
accurately    rendered    to     the    oompaij. 
Some    new  concessions    had    also 
made    as    to    tolls    except  in    the 
of    the    Aire     and     Calder 
He    thought     even    the     Joint 
mittee— of  which  the  hon.  Membtf  Iv 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  was  a  Mefabe— 
would  not  be  disinclined  to  approved 
arrangement    that   was    saoctioDed   i^ 
round.     When  before  the  Committee*  the 
Committee  themselves  saw  the  diJkakt 
of  dealing  with  these  technical  pMl*» 
and  suggested  it  might  form  the  snbjcet 
of  an  arrangement  which,  thanks  to  dai 
good  offices  of  the  President  of  the 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  and  hi5 
had  been  arrived  at,  and  the  Housr 
now  asked  to  ratify  AmendmentA  which 
expressed   the    general   feeling   of    lh» 
trade.     He  begged  to  move  the  AombI- 
ments  standing  m  his  name. 

Page   7,   after   Clause  19»  inaert  thr 

following  Clause : — 

(Provisions  as  to  dedar^tioosw) 

**  The  companv  may  demand  that  kdj  trairr 
or  bye-trader  shall  forward  a  dedaratkn  to  At 
company,  setting  forth  the  true  ilinnai^i  ^ 
timber  conveyeff  by  or  for  him  and  tfar 
contents  of  the  same.  In  the  CTvat  of  ^ 
to  the  correctness  of  such  dedaiatl 
company  may  insist  opon  measoxim  tha 
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the  cost  of  which  measuring  and  of  the  neces- 
sary unloading  and  reloading  shall  be 
borne  by  the  party  in  error,  or  the  com- 
pany may  demand  either  from  the  con- 
signor or  consignee  of  such  timber,  or  from 
the  bye-trader,  a  copy  of  the  invoice  of  the 
timber,  and  a  statutory  declaration  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  same.  Upon  failure  or  refusal, 
after  reasonable  notice,  to  furnish  any  of  the 
aforesaid  documents,  the  company  shall  have 
power  to  charge  either  the  consignor  or  con- 
signee, or  the  bye-trader  accoiding  to  the 
aroirdnpois  weight  of  the  timber,  to  be  ascer- 
tained in  the  same  manner  as  the  weight  of 
other  merchandise.*" 

Clause  ,  page  7,  line  4,  leave  out  "and 
timber." 

Lihe  5,  after  "measurement,"  insert  "and 
except  as  hereinafter  provided  as  to  timber." 

Line  16,  leave  out  "when  timber  is  chu^ed 
by  measurement  weight." 

Line  17,  leave  out  "  elm,  birch." 

Line  18,  after  "  fir,"  insert  **  elm,  birch,  lance- 
wood,  and  walnut." 

Line  20,  after  "  boards,"  leave  out  "  may,"  and 
insert  *'  shall." 

Line  20,  after  "  quantities,"  leave  out  "  may," 
and  insert  "shall." 

Lines  21  and  22,  leave  out  ''consigned  by 
measurement  weight,"  and  insert  "other  than 
round  timber." 

Line  22,  leave  out  "  most  accurate." 

Line  23,  after  "  being,"  insert  **  the  cubic 
contents  of  round  timber  shall  be  ascertained 
by  quarter  girth,  and  the  divisor  of  one  hundred 
and  forty-four,  measurement  being  taken  by 
tape  over  bark." 

Page  10,  Table  A,  part  2,  line  33,  after  "  C," 
insert  «*  (except  timber)." 

Between  Class  C,  and  Class  1,  insert — 
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tem  of  carrying  by  weight  and  by 
measure  would  still  go  on  ;  that  timber 
would  not  be  carried  only  by  measure- 
ment, as  his  hon.  Friend  said ;  and  if  that 
was  the  case,  they  should  have  the  law 
in  the  two  cases  different,  which  seemed 
to  him  an  objection.  But,  after  all,  they 
were  technical  objections;  and  if  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  satisfied  and  reversed 
its  policy,  he  did  not  know  that  he  need, 
on  behalf  of  the  Joint  Committee,  object 
to  it.  But  there  was  this  objection  to 
all  Amendments  of  this  kind  :  and  it  was, 
that  before  the  Committee  they  were 
able  to  hear,  evidence  on  which  they  could 
judge  whether  there  was  that  agreement 
between  the  Canal  Companies  and  the 
traders  that  his  hon.  Friend  spoke  of,  and 
unless  they  were  quite  sure  of  that  agree- 
ment they  ought  to  hesitate  before  they 
accepted  the  Amendments. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  1  have  the  original 
and  minuted  agreements. 

Mr.  H anbury  said,  it  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that,  but  it  was  difficult  to 
say  who  represented  the  trade.  They 
were  constantly  having  before  the  Com- 
mittee merchants  who  said  they  repre- 
sented the  trade  when  they  might  only 
represent  particular  portions  of  it,  and 
the  interests  of  the  different  classes  were 
different.  Before  agreeing  to  these 
Amendments  —  although  he  could  not 
but  recognise  the  persistent  way  in  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  carried  out  his  pro- 
gramme in  this  matter  and  that  of  some 
of  his  constituents — he  thought  they 
ought  to  have  a  precise  pledge  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  his  hon.  Friend,  when 
he  said  he  had  the  agreement  of  the 
traders,  was  really  able  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  traders 
connected  with  the  timber  trade.  If  the 
Board  of  Trade  supported  the  hon. 
Member  in  that  view,  there  was  nothing 
to  be  gained  by  opposing  the  Amendments. 
There  was  this  difficulty,  however  :  that 
there  would  be  a  distinction  in  law  ;  and 
inasmuch  as  a  good  many  of  the  canals 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  it  struck  him  that  was  an  in- 
convenient arrangement,  but  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  be  convinced. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said,  there  was  no  doubt  this 
was  not  merely  desired  by  a  few  or  by  those 
represented  by  the  hon.Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  A.  Rollit),  but  it  was  desired  by  all 
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For 
Timber." 


Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  that 
as  a  Member  of  the  Joint  Committee,  he 
ought  to  have  noticed  that  the  Amend- 
ments were  down,  but  having  been  away 
he  did  not  do  so.  What  struck  him 
about  the  Amendments  was  that  they 
involved  a  complete  reversal  of  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  When 
these  came  before  them  in  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee undoubtedly  the  Board  of  Trade 
inserted  in  the  Schedules  exactly  the 
same  provisions  -with  regard  to  canals 
liiat  they  had  inserted  with  regard  to 
railways.  What  his  hon.  Friend  below 
the  Gangi^ay  (Sir  A.  Rollit)  said  might 
be  true,  that  they  were  only  doing  for 
the  canals  what  was  the  practice  on  the 
railways  ;  but  they  would  be  in  this  ex- 
traordinary position  :  that  they  would  have 
the  law  regulating  the  canals  in  one  state 
and  the  law  regulating  the  railways  in 
another.  Whatever  might  be  the  effect 
on  the  English  railways,  his  impression 
was  that  on  the  Scotch  railways  the  sys- 
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the  timber  trade  throughout  the  country. 
Deputatioos  representing  the  timber  trade, 
both  in  the  North  of  £ngland  and  else- 
where, were  in  favour  of  making  the  law 
in  accordance  with  the  general  practice. 
The  traders  and  the  Canal  Companies 
had  come  to  an  agreement  to  support 
the  Amendments  and  the  clause,  so  that 
the  rates  might  be  put  on  the  same  foot^ 
ing  and  the  law  brought  into  .harmony 
with  the  practice  that  had  prevailed  for 
the  last  20  years.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  system  of  measurement  weight 
was  the  one  most  convenient  to  the 
traders  and  the  companies,  and  he  thought 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Amendments 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  H anbury  asked  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  even  on  the  railways  the 
carriage  of  timber  by  measurement  was 
the  universal  practice  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  and  on 
canals  it  is  the  legal  practice. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill    to   be  read  the  third   time  To- 


morrow. 


QUESTIONS. 


THE  IRISH  POLICE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
difficulty  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  dismissed  under  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  will  have  in  finding  future  police 
employment  in  Great  Britain,  should 
they  have  passed  the  maximum  age  for 
enrolment,  usually  from  25  to  30  years, 
he  will  consent  to  introduce  on  Report, 
or  in  the  Upper  House,  such  Amendment 
as  may  enable  members  of  those  Forces 
likely  to  be  affected  to  retire  on  the 
terms  prescribed  after  due  and  sufficient 
notice  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  not  clear  that 
I  understood  the  object  of  the  question 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Crentleman,  but  I 
think  the  point  will  be  better  raised  in 
the  discussion  on  Report. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
The  point  is  whether  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  will  allow   members  of  the 

Mr,  Mundella 


Royal  Irish  Constabulary  to  leave  the 
Service,  if  the  Home  Rule  Bill  passes, 
upon  proper  notice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  question 
of  organisation,  which  I  cannot  deal  with 
in  answer  to  a  question. 

PUBLIC    W0EK8    DEPARTMENT    OF 

INDIA. 
Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  received  Memorials  from 
engineers  in  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment of  India,  complaining  that  the 
advantages  held  out  to  them  as  induce- 
ments to  enter  the  Service  have  not  been 
realised,  and  praying  for  redress ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  hope  of  such  redress 
being  granted  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Russell, 
North  Beds.):  (1.)  Yes,  Sir.  As  I  informed 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  12th  May,  these 
Memorials  have  been  received.  (2.)  The 
views  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  on  the  proposals  submitted  by 
the  Government  of  India  for  the  removal 
of  the  block  of  promotion  from  which  tbe 
Indian  Public  Works  Department  is 
suffering  were  conveyed  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  a  Despatch  of  tbe  27th 
of  last  month.  Both  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Government  of  India  are 
anxious  to  effect  a  settlement  of  the 
question  as  soon  as  possible. 

POLICE  MEDICAL  ATTENDANCE  IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  la 
aware  that  Dr.  0*Driscoll,  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  to  tbe  Goleen  Dispeo* 
sary  District,  has  applied  for  the  position 
of  medical  attendant  to  the  Goleen, 
Crookhaven,  and  Dunmanus  Police  Bar* 
racks,  which  are  situate  within  his 
dispensary  district ;  and  whether  bis 
applications  have  been  favourably 
received  by  the  Police  Authorities ; 
and,  if  not,  why  not? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  lospector 
General  of  Constabulary  informs  me  that 
Dr.  O^Driscoll  did  make  the  appltcatioD 
referred  to.  The  attendance  on  the  police 
at  Crookhaven  and  Dunmanus  stations 
was  given  to  the  medical  gentlemen 
residing  nearest  to  these  stations.    The 
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Inspector  General  felt  himself  unable  * 
to  aicoede  to  the  apphcation  of  the 
^ntleman  named  in  the  question,  and  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  precedent 
to  call  upon  him  to  state  his  reasons  for 
taking,  a  course  which  is  entirely  within 
his  own  discretion. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  Is  it  not  usual 
for  the  dispensary  doctor  to  have  also  to 
Attend  the  Constabulary  barracks  within 
his  dispensary  district  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  cannot  say 
whether  it  is  usual  or  not.  But  1  do  not 
think  that  usage  would  deprive  the 
Inspector  General  of  his  right  to  use  his 
own  discretion  in  particular  cases. 


LICENSING  BUSINESS  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  facts  that  at  the ; 
Fendoryn  Petty  Sessions,  on  26th  July,  \ 
one  of  the  two  Magistrates  present  (Mr. 
D.  £.  Williams)  refused  to  sign  a  transfer 
of  the  licence  of  the  "  Brecon  Arms  Inn  " 
from  William  Thomas  to  Gwenllian 
JTenkins,  there  being  nothing  whatever 
against  the  latter,  and  that  Mr.  D.  £. 
Williams  declined  to  state  any  reason  for 
his  refusal  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  states  publicly  that 
^luring  his  Magisterial  career  he  has  never 
signed  a  licence ;  and  whether,  in  such 
refusal,  the  Magistrate  is  acting  accord- 
ing to  law  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case.  The  Magistrate 
is  within  his  right  in  not  assigning  a 
Msaose.  In  fact,  it  is  not  usual  to  do  so, 
except  in  certain  cases  where  the  law 
makes  it  compulsory.  This  was  a  case 
of  a  transfer,  not  of  a  new  licence.  I  am 
not  aware  whether  the  Magistrate  has 
atated  publicly  he  has  never  signed  a  new 
licence ;  he  informs  me  that  he  has  signed 
hundreds  of  "  renewals,"  "  transfers,"  and 
**  indorsements,"  but  has  never  signed  a 
Dew  licenoe.  He  appears  to  have  acted 
according  to  law. 


TRUNK  TELEPHONE  LINES. 

Captain  BAGOT  (Westmoreland, 
Kendal)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Cveiieral  whether,  in  case  the  Post  Office 
piut)hase  from  the  National  Telephone 
Company  their  trunk  lines  as  contem- 


plated, he  will  provide  that  all  telephonic 
exchanges  having  the  use  of  such  trunk 
lines  in  connection  with  their  own  ex- 
changes shall  give  facilities  to  other 
exchanges,  irrespective  of  their  owner- 
ship, for  communication  with  their  sub- 
scribers through  such  trunk  lines  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  subject  has  been  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  the  agreement  now  in  course 
of  negotiation  does  provide  for  the 
facilities  contemplated  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE  AND  THE 
UNEMPLOYED. 

Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea,  Town)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  making  any  pro- 
spective arrangements  to  mitigate  as  far 
as  practicable  the  effects  of  a  probable 
increased  scarcity  of  employment  during 
the  coming  winter  ;  and  if  be  will  suggest 
and  use  his  influence  to  encourage  the 
formation  of  labour  bureaux  in  provincial 
towns  on  similar  lines  to  those  in  Chelsea 
and  other  parts  of  London,  such  bureaux 
to  be  in  communication  with  one  another 
with  a  view  to  assist  in  Ending  employ- 
ment for  those  seeking  it  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  duty  of  providing 
relief  work,  where  necessary,  devolves 
upon  Local  Authorities,  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  I 
may  say  that  the  Labour  Department  has 
now  a  Report  in  an  advanced  state  of 
preparation,  which  deals  with  the  whole 
subject  of  unemployed  labour  and  the 
various  agencies  in  operation  for  finding 
work  or  other  relief,  municipal  or  other- 
wise. I  trust  that  the  information  con- 
tained in  this  Report  may  help  to  guide 
Public  Bodies  to  a  knowledge  of  the  best 
forms  of  relief  agencies,  and  thus  favour 
their  establishment  more  widely  upon 
lines  shown  by  experience  to  be  safest. 

DECORATIONS    FOR    THE    VOLUNTEER 
RANK  AND  FILE. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  far 
War  if  any  decision  has  been  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  recognition  of  25  years 
or  so  gratuitous  service  in  the  Volunteer 
Force  of  non-commissioned  officers  and 
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privates,  iu  some  such  manner  as  Her 
Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  to 
recognise  that  of  the  officers  ;  and  in 
such  case,  if,  having  regard  to  the  de- 
traction such  distinctions  suffer  if  awarded 
simply  by  mere  years  in  some  sinecure 
capacity,  Commanding  Officers  will  be 
held  more  strictly  responsible  than  in  the 
past,  that  their  recommendations  are 
based  only  upon  especially  zealous  and 
active  service,  particulars  of  which  must 
be  submitted  to  superior  authority  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Staling,  &c.)  :  I  stated  some  time  ago 
that  this  question  was  under  consideration; 
I  shall  be  able  to  announce  my  decision 
upon  it  when  the  Volunteer  Vote  is 
reached  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
When  will  that  be  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  cannot  say.  It  does  not  depend  on 
me. 

SOUNDINGS  OFF  THE  SHBTLANDS. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  why  the  soundings  that  were 
being  taken  off  the  South-west  of  the 
Shetlands  to  complete  the  Chart  23,976, 
Sheet  2,  were  suspended  ;  and  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
further  prosecute  the  work,  and  to  com- 
plete the  chart  of  Lerwick  Harbour  on 
the  large  scale  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clltheroe)  :  The  soundings 
were  not  suspended,  but  were  completed 
to  the  limit  ordered.  There  is  no  in- 
tention to  sound  the  deep  sea  in  the 
vicmity  at  present.  It  has  not  been 
found  practicable,  in  view  of  other  require- 
ments, to  undertake  the  re-survey  of 
Lerwick  up  to  the  present,  although  this 
is  among  the  list  for  re-survey. 

SLAVE  TRADE  IN  TRIPOLI. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware 
that  the  Slave  Trade  is  carried  on  to  a 
large  extent  from  the  Gulf  of  Sydra  and 
adjacent  ports  of  the  State  of  Tripoli,  on 
the  north  coast  of  Africa  ;  and  whether 
they  have  any  recent  information  on  this 
subject  ? 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  We  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Slave  Trade  is  carried  on  to  a 
large  extent  from  the  ports  mentioned. 
Iu  May  last  the  Consul  at-Benghaei  re> 
ported  on  four  cases.  The  first  one 
referred  to  one  slave  embarked  under 
suspicious  circumstances  ;  in  each  of  the 
next  two  cases  a  slave  dealer  was  found 
guilty,  and  condemned  to  one  yearns  im- 
prisonment ;  in  the  fourth  case  the  Consul 
has  pressed  for  a  thorough  investiga- 
tion. Only  1 7  slaves  were  concerned  Ib 
all  four  cases. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Can  the 
hon.  Baronet  inform  me  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  no  fewer  than  219  slaves  have 
applied  for  manumission  papers  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  say,  but  I 
shall  be  glad  to  receive  any  infonnatioa 
which  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  give. 

MUIE  OF  ORD  WATER  SUPPLY. 

Mr.  BURNIE  :  In  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ross  and  Cronuuty 
(Mr.  Weir)  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whedier,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  a  large  number  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Muir  of  Ord,  Ross-shire,  have  petitioned 
the  Board  of  Supervision,  as  well  as  the 
District  Authorities,  with  regard  to  the. 
impurity  of  the  water  supply  of  the  town, 
the  Board  of  Supervision  will  make  im- 
mediate inquiry  into  the  matter,  or  cause 
the  Local  Authorities  to  do  so  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sh  G.  Trevelyan,  GUsgow^ 
Bridgeton)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member, 
I  may  point  out  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Local  Authority — in  the  present  case  the 
Mid  Ross  District  Cotnmittee — to  dea! 
with  any  complaint  as  to  the  impurity  of 
the  water  supply.  If  the  Local  Authority 
decline  to  entertain  the  complaint  it  wiU 
then  become  the  duty  of  the  Board  of 
Supervision  to  make  such  inquiry  as  may 
be  necessary. 

SALMON  FISHING  IN  THE  BALOUY. 
Mr.  BURNIE  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ross  and  Cromarty  (Mr. 
Weir),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  has  made  further  inquiry  re- 
garding the  inaccurate  informatioB 
furnished  to  him  as  to  the  distance  which 
Finiay  Mackeneie,  Duncan  Maodooald, 
and  Angus  Maclenuan,  charged  recently 
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with  Balmon  fishing  in  the  River  Balgny, 
had  to  travel  by  rond  in  order  to  reach 
the  nearest  railway  station  when  on  their 
way  to  Dingwall  to  answer  the  summons 
issued  at  the  instance  of  Earl  Lovelace ; 
if  so,  will  he  state  the  result  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &cJ)  :  I  have 
not  directed  any  farther  inquiry  to  be 
made  on  the  subject,  as  I  should  not  feel 
warranted  in  causing  a  further  expendi- 
ture of  public  time  and  money  upon  it. 

PAUPBR  COLONY  IN  DINGWALL. 

Mr.  BURNIE  :  I  beg,  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ross  and  Cromarty 
(Mr.  Weir),  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  condition  of  the  small 
pauper  colony  located  in  a  wood,  and 
hidden  from  the  public  road,  between 
Strathpeffer  and  Dingwall,  about  a  mile 
from  the  former  place  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have,  on  inquiry, 
received  the  following  Report  through 
the  Board  of  Supervision  from  the 
Inspector  of  Poor  of  Fodderty  : — 

"  Seven  paapers,  two  males,  one  female  blind. 
In  addition  to  parochial  relief  they  receive  coals 
and  firewood  from  Cromartie  Estate,  also  allow- 
ance from  Ecclesiastical  Fand.  Their  condi- 
tion is  as  comfortable  as  any  paupen  in 
Rofls-shire.'' 

POXES  IN  THE  HIGHLANDS. 

Mr.  BURNIE:  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ross  and  Cromarty 
(Mr.  Weir),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  agreement  between  the  Master  of 
Blantyre  and  others  for  the  destruction 
And  keeping  down  of  foxes  has  proved  in- 
effectual, and  that  at  a  meeting  held  at 
Eilanreach  on  the  19th  July,  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Master  of  Blan- 
tyre, it  was  shown  that  the  farmers 
and  crofters  are  suffering  extensively 
from  foxes  destroying  their  sheep 
stock  owing  to  the  increase  of  foxes 
lately,  arising  from  the  extension  of  deer 
forests,  and  the  carelessness  in  keeping 
them  down ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  steps  to  protect  farmers 
and  crofters  from  loss  through  these 
pests  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN :  I  have  not 
had  my  attention  specially  called  to  the 
meeting  referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member*s 
question   by  the   Chairman,  or  by   any 


other  person  ;  nor  have  any  representa- 
tions in  regard  to  the  devastation  by 
foxes  been  made  to  my  Office.  I  am  still 
inclined  to  think  that  the  question  of  the 
suppression  of  foxes,  before  the  Govern- 
ment is  (Called  upon  to  interfere,  should 
be  brought  before  the  Highland  County 
Councils,  and  pronounced  on  by  them. 

Dr.MACGREGOR  (Invierness-shire): 
May  I  humbly  ask  whether  the  time 
has  not  come  when  not  only  foxes  but 
other  wild  animals  should  be  evicteii  and 
way  made  for  the  restoration  of  human 
beings  to  their  former  holdings  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  think  we 
are  taking  preliminary  steps  in  that 
direction. 

THB  ANGORA   PRISONERS. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
is  able  to  communicate  any  further  in- 
formation to  the  House  relative  to  the 
orders  of  the  Sultan  with  regard  to  the 
prisoners  sentenced  to  death  at  Angora, 
all  stated  to  be  the  victims  of  a  cruel 
conspiracy ;  the  prisoners  sentenced  to 
various  terms  of  imprisonment ;  the  Arch- 
bishops of  Marash  and  Zeitoun,  the 
Bishop  of  Moush,  and  the  Bishop  Suf- 
fragan of  Foumouz  ;  and  the  political 
prisoners  in  Aleppo  Gaol ;  and  whether 
efforts  are  still  being  made  to  secure  the 
release  of  these  prisoners,  as  well  as  a 
re-consideration  of  the  sentences  on  the 
Armenian  Christians,  against  whom  sedi- 
tion is  alleged,  who  are  now  undergoing 
imprisonment  at  Van,  Rhodes,  Tripoli  in 
Barbary,  St.  Jean  d'Acre,  and  Konieh  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  regret  that  I  have 
no  further  information  to  give,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interfere  in  cases  in  which 
they  are  not  in  possession  of  positive 
evidence  of  the  prisoners'  evidence. 

THB  ARMENIANS  IN  ASIA  MINOR. 
Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  administration 
which  prevails  in  Asia  Minor,  the  Foreign 
Office  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
increasing  the  staff  of  British  Vice 
Consuls  in  the  Provinces  inhabited  by 
Armenians  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  As  I  stated  to  the 
hon.  Member  yesterday,  it  is  necessary 
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first  to  consider  deficiencies  in  the  Con- 
sular staff  where  purely  British  interests 
are  affected.  I  may  add,  however,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  does  propose  to 
establish  a  Consul  at  Angora  and  to 
revive  the  appointment  of  a  Vice  Consul 
at  Mosul. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberhind, 
Penrith)  :  Will  the  Secretary  of  State 
also  take  into  consideration  the  advisa- 
bility of  re-establishing  the  school  of 
student  interpreters,  which  I  think  only 
two  or  three  years  ago  was  temporarily 
suspended,  and  which  supplied  gentlemen 
who  are  subsequently  appointed  to  Vice 
Consulships  and  other  positions  in  the 
Consular  Service  in  the  East  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  believe  it  is  not 
intended  to  re-establish  the  school,  but  to 
make  an  alternative  arrangement.  I  can- 
not say  more  without  notice. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in 
view  of  the  widespread  interest  which 
has  been  shown  in  the  case  of  the  per- 
secuted Armenians  in  Asiatic  Turkey, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  direct 
Papers  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  giving  full  details  of  the  steps 
which  have  been  taken  during  the  last 
three  years  by  the  British  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  officers  to  alleviate  the 
sufferings  of  the  oppressed  Christians  in 
Asia  Minor ;  and,  if  so,  when  the  Papers 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  of  opinion  that  the  publica- 
tion of  further  Papers  would  not  benefit 
the  Armenian  and  other  Christian  races 
in  Asiatic  Turkey,  whose  welfare  ought 
to  be  the  first  consideration  in  any  step 
of  this  kind. 


POOR  RELIEF  IN  BAST  KENT. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  he  is  aware  that 
there  is  no  provision  made  at  Folkestone 
for  the  relief  of  the  casual  poor;  that 
the  nearest  casual  ward  is  placed  at 
Elham,  six  miles  from  Folkestone  on  a 
cross  counlay  road,  and  two  miles  from 
the  nearest  railway  station ;  that  the 
casual  ward  accommodatioa  at  Elham  is 
utterly  inadequate  to  meet  the  require- 
ments  of  the  casuals  sent  from  Folkestone, 
Sandgate,  Hytbe,  &c.,  who  are  occasion- 
^y  huddled,  men  and  women  alike,  into 
Sir  E.  Grey 


the  stable  to  sleep ;  and  if, 
that  Folkestone  contributes  two^irds  ol 
the  rate  and  only  returns  12  out  of  35 
Guardians,  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  dis- 
sociating Folkestone  from  the  rural  dia- 
tricts  and  granting  the  borough  a  Union 
of  its  own  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.):  Inquiries 
are  being  made  as  to  the  facts,  and  I 
have  to  ask  that  the  question  may  be 
deferred. 

SKIBBEREEN  AND  BALTIMORE 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
line  of  railway  from  Skibbereen  to 
Baltimore  was  constructed  at  a  cost  of 
£57,000;  whether  the  chief  object  in 
constructing  the  said  line  was  to  develop 
the  fishing  industry  ;  whether  this  line 
of  railway  is  practically  useless  for  that 
purpose  unless  a  pier  is  built  to  conneot 
it  with  the  deep  water  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Baltimore  and 
Skibbereen  Harbour  Board  have  guaran* 
teed  if  the  pier  be  built  to  maintain  it, 
he  will  advise  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  to  give  a  grant  &r  its  construc- 
tion ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Conf^ested 
Districts  Board  have  had  under  considera- 
tion a  proposal  for  the  construction  of  a 
pier  at  Baltimore,  but  have  not  yet 
arrived  at  a  decision  in  the  matter. 

AN  ENGLISH  JUDOB  ON  BOYCOTTINO. 
Mr.  BODKIN  rRoscommon,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Ch%f  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  language 
used  by  Mr.  Justice  Williams  at  the 
Derbyshire  Assizes,  an4  reported  in 
The  fFestminster  Gazette  in  regard  to  m 
person  who  had  in  his  Lordship*s  judg- 
ment acted  in  a  mean  and  heartless  way, 
though  in  strict  conformity  with  his  legal 
rights,  to  the  following  effect  r^ — 

'*  I  do  not  know  where  be  lives,  but  whererer 
he  lives  and  with  whomsoever  be  mmy  anocbte 
you  can  have  no  doabt,  gentleinen,  that  if  thmm 
fple  are  men,  if  these  people  hare  any  know* 
B  of  the  fiicts  which  are  brongfat  bdfore  70a 
ij,  to  whateyer  station  in  life  they  belong, 
whether  they  are  people  in  his  own  rank  or  the 
▼erj  beggars  in  the  street,  they  wQl  know  hMr 
to  shun  the  side  of  the  street  where  he  walka»^ 
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And  whether,  nnder  similar  cironmstaiioes, 
the  course  suggested  by  the  learned  Judge 
would  be  lef^  in  IreUod  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have  not 
happened  to  see  the  report  of  the  language 
allied  to  have  been  used  by  the  learned 
Judge.  I  am  ignorant  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  language  was 
spoken,  and,  of  course,  every  case  would 
have  to  be  considered  on  its  merits.  As 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question, 
I  may  remark  that  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
observed  in  a  well-known  case  that  came 
before  him  in  January,  1889,  the  question 
whether  action  of  this  kind  be  legal  or 
ill^al  must  depend  upon  a  vast  variety 
of  considerations. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND   FISHERIES. 

Sir  A.  BOLLIT  (Islington,  8.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any,  and 
what,  progress  has  been  made  with  a 
view  to  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of 
the  owners  of  the  ship  Mary^  of  St. 
John's,  Newfoundland,  against  the  French 
Grovemment ;  and  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  matter  and  the  prospect 
of  an  arrangement  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  regret  to  say  that 
in  the  existing  state  of  the  negotiation  on 
questions  connected  with  the  Newfound* 
land  Fisheries,  and  in  view  of  the 
attitude  of  the  Colonial  Government  with 
reference  to  certain  analogous  claims  of 
French  citizens,  it  is  not  possible  to  make 
progress  with  the  claim  of  the  owners 
of  the  Mary  at  present. 

TRADE  WITH  RUSSIA. 

Sir  a.  BOLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the  interest 
to  the  mercantile  community  of  this 
country  of  the  recent  alterations  in  the 
Russian  Customs  Duties,  he  will  cause 
the  British  Commercial  Attach^  at  St. 
Petersburg  to  be  instructed  to  report 
fully  on  them,  and  also  to  prepare  a 
general  Report  on  the  subject  of  trade 
between  Great  Britain  and  Russia,  in 
continuation  of  the  Memorandum  by  the 
Attach^  at  St.  Petersburg,  dated  4th 
December,  1866  ;  and  whether  the  two 
BepcMts  now  asked  for  both  from  the  Com- 
laercial  Attache  at  St.  Petersburg  could 
^  distributed  to  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce ? 


*SiR  £.  GREY  :  I  regret  to  say  that 
Mr.  Law  is  now  Itbsent  from  his  post  on 
sick  leave ;  but  as  soon  as  he  is  able  to 
return,  he  will  be  instructed  to  prepare 
two  Rieports  such  as  those  asked  for. 

THE  STATE  OF  THE  NILE. 
Mr.  PIERPOINT  :  I  b^  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of   State  for   Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his   attention  has  been 

1 

drawn  to  an  article  on  the  pollution  of 

the  Nile  in  the  British  Medicaljoumal 
of  22nd  July,  wherein  it  is  stated  thai 
by  dams  having  been  constructed  in  the 
Delta  the  current  is  in  some  places  en* 
tirely  stopped,  and  that,  in  consequence^ 
poisonous  filth  accumulates  and  putrifies 
in  the  reaches  ;  whether  the  water  in 
these  reaches  is  in  nearly  all  cases  the 
only  drinking  water;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  has  been  shown  by  Dr.  Gi^ene 
Pasha  that  during  recent  years  the  mor- 
tality during  the  summer  months  has  in 
consequence  largely  increased ;  and  whe* 
ther  he  will  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  the  state  of  the 
Nile  in  the  Delta,  and  the  desirability  of 
undertaking  some  scheme  for  doing  away 
with  the  pollution  of  the  water  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  not  read  Dr. 
Greene's  Report.  I  am  informed  that 
drinking  water  in  the  Delta  comes  from 
the  Nile  or  from  canals  fed  by  the  river ; 
but  the  point  raised  in  the  question  is  one 
which  primarily  concerns  the  Egyptian 
Government,  who  have  in  their  service 
competent  advisers  for  the  consideration 
of  such  matters. 

MAIL  CART  DRIVERS. 
•Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Walworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  facts 
given  in  an  article  in  The  Weehly  Times 
and  Echo,  of  29th  July,  headed  ''  The 
Sweated  Mail  Cart  Drivers,''  which 
shows  that  men  capable  of  carrying  out 
47  pages  of  rules  and  directions  are  paid 
4d.  per  hour,  or  when  promoted  Ss.  6d. 
per  day  with  no  definite  limit  of  hours, 
and  that  when  men  are  required  to  be  in 
attendance  from  2  a.m.  to  8  a.m.,  and 
again  from  5  p.m.  to  7  p.m.,  they  are 
paid  Is.  only  for  both  attendances  ;  and 
will  he  infiHTO  the  House  if  steps  are 
being  taken  to  improve  the  condition 
under  which  mail  cart  drivers  are  now 
working  ? 
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Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  attention 
has  been  called  by  the  question  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  to  the  article  in  question.  I 
am  unable  to  admit  the  accuracy  of  all 
the  statements  contained  in  the  article  ; 
but  as  I  informed  a  deputation,  which 
submitted  certain  statements  on  July  13, 
I  am  inquiring  into  the  subject.  I  must, 
however,  point  out  that  the  scale  of 
wages  and  the  hours  of  employment  are 
under  the  control  of  the  contractors,  and 
not  of  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.) :  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  insert  in  future  con- 
tracts a  clause  providing  that  the  men 
shall  receive  Trade  Union  wages  and 
work  Trade  Union  hours  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  some 
such  clause  or  condition  will  be  inserted 
in  all  new  contracts. 

Mr.  J.  BURNS  (Battersea)  :  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  the 
suggestion  I  submitted  to  him  some 
months  ago  as  to  the  advisability  of  the 
Department  employing  the  men  direct, 
and  without  the  intervention  of  a  con- 
tractor ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  considered 
it,  but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  see  my  way 
to  making  a  proposal  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  J.  BURNS  :  Who  are  opposed 
to  it  ?  The  permanent  officials  or  your- 
self ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion 1  cannot  answer.  J  am  responsible 
for  any  decision  come  to  by  the  Depart- 
ment. 

THE  LOSS  OF  H.M.8.  "VICTORIA." 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whose 
duty  was  it,  when  there  appeared  immi- 
nent danger  of  the  Victoria  sinking,  to 
call  up  the  engineers  and  stokers  from 
the  engine  room  and  stokehold  ;  and  why 
was  this  duty  not  performed  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  men  were  all  at  their  stations  hoping 
to  save  the  ship,  and,  according  to  the 
reports  which  have  been  published,  the 
final  lurch  and  foundering  appear  to 
have  been  so  sudden  as  to  leave  no  time 
for  giving  orders  to  abandon  the  ship. 
It  cannot  but  be  a  matter  of  surprise  and 
regret  that  such  questions  should  be 
asked  conveying  imputations  which 
should  not  have  to  be  answered,  especially 
>M5fore  the  proceedings  of  the  Court  Mar- 


tial have  been  received  and  considered  bj 
the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  must 
press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  an 
answer  to  this  question.  These  stokers 
and  engineers  have  had  their  lives  sacri- 
ficed. I  m)U8t  ask  whose  duty  it  was  to 
call  them  up,  and  why  that  duty  was  not 
performed  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man distinctly  refuses  to  answer  I  shall 
know  what  to  do. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  suggestion  that  it  was  any  one*8 
duty  is  an  imputation  of  neglect.  I  can- 
not answer  the  question. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  shaU 
raise  it  on  the  Estimates  ? 

SWAZILAND. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Swaziland  Convention  of  1890 
expires  on  the  8th  of  August,  he  will 
now  state  whether  a  new  Convention  has 
been  entered  into  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  President  of  the 
Transvaal  Republic,  give  the  terms  of 
such  Convention,  and  present  Papers  on 
the  subject  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I 
am  sorry  that  I  am  still  unprepared  to 
make  a  statement  on  this  subject.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  expecting 
daily  a  further  communication  from  the 
Government  of  the  South  African 
Republic.  Meantime,  the  Convention  of 
1890  has  been  extended  for  three  months 
pending  a  settlement. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  1  will 
repeat  the  question  at  the  Autumn 
Sitting. 

SMALL-POX  IN  DURHAM. 

Mb.  J.  WILSON  (Durham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that  at  Bear  Park  Colliery,  Durham^ 
where  part  of  the  family  of  a  Inrorkman 
were  suffering  from  an  attack  of  email- 
pox,  the  father  and  sons  were  prevented 
from  attending  their  employment ;  and 
whether,  under  such  circumstances,  seeing 
the  prevention  was  for  the  public  good, 
the  family  have  a  claim  for  compensa- 
tion ? 
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Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  FabUc 
Hedth  Acts  do  not  aathorise  the  pay- 
ment bj  Sanitaiy  Authorities  of  com- 
pensation in  a  case  where,  in  consequence 
of  an  outbreak  of  small-pox  in  the  house- 
hold, a  person  cannot  follow  his  ordinary 
occupation  without  danger  of  communi- 
cating the  disease  to  others. 

COLUBRY  RBFUGB  HOLES. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  workman  named  Samuel  Ward 
was  killed  at  Usnorth  Colliery  (Durham) 
on  14th  June,  and  that  it  was  stated  in 
eyidence  that  his  death  arose  from  the 
^  refuge  hole  "  being  too  small  to  afford 
security  to  the  deceased  and  three  of  his 
fellow- workmen  ;*  and  whether  he  can 
state  what  size  these  refuge  holes  should 
be,  and  what  distance  Uiey  should  be 
from  the  rails  upon  which  the  tubs  or 
waggons  travel  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  Inspector 
reports  to  me  that  the  death  of  Samuel 
Ward  was  not  due  to  the  refuge  hole 
being  too  small.  The  actual  distance 
from  the  side  of  the  tubs  on  the  rails 
to  the  back  of  the  hole  was  five  feet,  and 
the  depth  of  the  hole  from  the  side  of  the 
road  was  three  feet  six  inches,  and  the 
width  five  feet  four  inches.  The  Act  of 
Parliament  (50  &  51  Vict.,  c.  58,  ss.  49, 
14)  does  not  prescribe  the  size  of  the 
refuge  holes,  or  their  distance  from  the 
rails,  beyond  requiring  thei^  to  be  suf- 
ficient. The  deceased  would  have  been 
safe  had  he  not,  as  I  am  informed,  leant 
oat  of  the  hole,  when  he  was  caught  by 
one  of  the  tubs,  several  of  which  had  got 
off  the  rails. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION     AT 
ENFIELD. 

Mb.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  there  is  a  serious 
deficiency  of  elementary  school  accommo- 
dation in  the  Parish  of  Enfield,  Mid- 
dlesex ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the 
Enfield  Petty  Sessions  on  the  17th  July, 
several  parents  who  had  been  summoned 
for  neglecting  to  send  their  children  to 
school  pleaded  that  admission  could  not 
be  obtained  for  them  in  existing  schools, 
and  for  that  reason  the  fines  inflicted 
were,  in  some  cases,  paid  by  one  of  the 


Magistrates ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  such  deficiency,  and  to  the  continuous 
growth  of  the  population,  already  amount- 
ing to  35,000,  the  Education  Depart- 
ment will  take  the  requisite  steps  for  the 
early  formation  of  a  School  Bofutl  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  have  no  official  informa- 
tion as  to  the  case  of  the  parents  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member.  But  a  very 
careful  inquiry  has  been  in  progress  for 
several  months  as  to  the  deficiency  at 
Enfield,  and  notices  have  now  been  issued 
requiring  additional  accommodation  to  be 
provided  for  519  children  independently 
of  the  enlargement  of  St.  Luke's  National 
School,  which  is  now  in  progress.  The 
continuous  growth  of  the  population  has 
been  borne  in  mind  in  estimating  the 
number  of  places  required.  If  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Department  with 
regard  to  this  additional  provision  should 
not  be  met  with  due  despatch  by  volun- 
tary effort,  it  would  become  their  duty 
under  the  Act  to  order  the  formation  of  a 
School  Board  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
the  deficiency. 

ALLOTMENTS  IN  BU8HEY  PARK. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex, Uxbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
he  has  received  and  refused  a  request 
from  the  Hampton  Local  Board,  made  in 
accordance  with  Section  2  of  *'  The 
Allotments  Act,  1887/*  asking  for  a 
grant  of  a  small  portion  of  the  enclosed 
land  in  Bushey  Park  for  allotments  for 
working  men  ;  whether  a  similar  request 
was  granted  by  the  late  Government  out 
of  the  Home  Park  at  Hampton  at  the 
request  of  the  Hampton  Wick  Local 
Board,  and  at  the  same  price  per  acre  as 
now  offered  by  the  Hampton  Local 
Board  ;  and  what  reason  exists  why  the 
Hampton  working  men,  of  whom  40 
sigDed  the  Petition  to  their  Board,  should 
be  treated  differently  to  those  of  Hampton 
Wick? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Shaw  Lbfevbe,  Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
late  Government  consented  to  let  a  field 
adjoining  Hampton  Court  Park  to  the 
authorities  of  Hampton  Wick  for  allot- 
ments; but  they  also  on  two  occasions 
refused  a  similar  application  on  behalf  of 
the  inhabitants  of   Teddington  for  the 
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liire  of  ^land  attadhed  to  Buah^  Park; 
on  the  ground  tbatfiA  was  wanted  hx  the 
BorYioe  of  the  Pork.  AlHce.applioatioa 
waa  made  some  time  .  ago  bj  the 
aatiborities  of  Hampton,  and,  as  the  same 
objecttoD  applied,  it-^as  ref nsedt  At  the 
same  time,  if  the  Hampton  Antborities 
are  nnable  to  find  land  elsewhere  for  the 
purpose,  I  will  endeavour  to  see  whether 
some  other  portion  of  the  land  attached 
to  Bushej  Park,  not  open  to  the  public, 
can  be  spared  for  this  object. 

THRBATBNING   NOTICES  ON   LORD 
LANSDOWNE'S  ESTATES. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 

attention  has  been  called  to  proceedings 

at  Limerick  Petty  Sessions  on  the  27th 

July,  when  a  man  named  Doyle  was 
prosecuted  for  posting  on  the  walls  of 
the  city  notices  threatening  one  William 
Bateman  as  a  landgrabber,  for  taking  a 
farm  on  Lord  Lauisdowne's  estate  for« 
merly  occupied  by  a  Mrs.  Morrison; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Doyle  was 
arrested  by  the  police  in  the  very  act  of 
posting  the  notices  in  question  and  fully 
identified ;  that  the  Crown  Solicitor  who 
prosecuted  said  he  did  so  by  direction  of 
the  Attorney  General,  the  case  being 
one  to  which  the  Government  attached 
importance;  and  that  the  Magistrates 
by  a  majority  refused  to  return  the  case 
for  trial ;  and  if  the  Grovernment  intend 
to  take  any  further  proceedings  in  this 
case  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  :  I  have  had  before 
me  all  the  facts  connected  with  this  case. 
Doyle  was  one  of  three  persons  who  were 
observed  standing  together ;  the  other 
two  ran  away,  and  escaped  from  the 
p<^ce.  After  Doyle  was  arrested  he 
threw  away  some  documents,  which 
turned  out  to  be  boycotting  notices. 
There  was  no  evidence  forthcommg  that 
he  had  actually  posted  the  notices, 
although  there  was  a  strong  case  of 
suspicion  made  out  against  him.  The 
Crown  Solicitor  prosecuted  by  direction 
of  the  Attorney  General.  The  Magis* 
trates,  by  a  majority  of  fLre  to  four,  re- 
fused  to  send  the  case  for  trial.  The 
Government  could  only  interfere  wHh 
the  exercise  of  the  Magisterial  discretioB 
if  it  were  established  that  Uie  Magistrates 
were  clearly  and  unmistakably  wrong  in 

Mr.  Shaw  Ltfevre 


their  decision,  :which  c&n  hadUy  be  alleged 
in^  the  present  instance.       ' 

Mr.  T.  W.  REJt^ELL:  I  hope  t» 
have  '  an  opportuiiiiy  ob  the  Vote  ob 
Aeeouht  .of    eaUiiig  utteniion  '  to    this 
^matteh  • 

RIOTS  AT  BODTKB. 

.  Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  attendon 
has  been  called  to  the  proceedings  at 
Tomgraney,  County  Clare,  Petty  Sessions 
on  the  27th  July,  when  a  number  of  men 
were  prosecuted  for  riot  on  the  occasion 
of  a  seizure  for  rent  at  Bodyke ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Resident  Magistrate 
desired  to  send  six  of  the  men  for  trials 
declaring  that  the  offence  was  an  indictable 
one ;  that  the  District  Inspector  of  Police 
intervened  and  said  that  this  course  had 
been  found  unsatisfactory  in  the  past; 
and  that  these  six  men,  against  whom 
the  Magistrates  held  there  was  a  primA 
fade  case  for  an  indictable  offence,  were 
disdiarged  after  being  bound  over  to 
keep  the  peace ;  whether  the  District  In*> 
specter,  in  referring  to  the  unsatisfactory 
method  of  procedure  in  the  past,  had  any 
reference  to  the  refusal  of  juries  to  con« 
viot  in  such  cases  at  the  Assises ;  and 
whether,  in  pursuing  the  comrse  he  did, 
the  Inspector  was  acting  under  instruo* 
tions  from  Dublin  Castle  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET:  The  facts  con- 
nected with  this  case  are  as  follows  :— 
On  the  13th  June  two  caretakers  on  the 
Bodyke  Estate,  with  their  police  escort, 
went  out  for  the  purpose  of  mapping 
some  farms.  A  crowd  was  attracted, 
and  assembled  round ;  at  no  time  did  it 
exceed  30  persons.  Several  members  of 
the  crowd  hooted  and  groaned  the  care- 
takers, and  on  being  cautioned  by  the 
police  the  ffireater  number  of  those  as- 
sembled desisted  from  any  demonstration* 
When  the  caretakers  moved  away  the 
crowd  followed  them,  but  on  the  police 
advising  the  people  to  go  back  they  all 
did  so  with  the  exoeplion  of  five  or  six, 
who  persisted  in  following.  AH&t  pro- 
ceeding some  distance  this  party  was 
joined  by  a  number  of  chiklren,  and 
three  stones  were  thrown  in  the  direetioii 
of  the  police  and  caretakers  without, 
however,  striking  anyone.  The  whole 
matt^  was  reported  by  the  Constabolary 
Authorities,  who  recommeoded  the  oaae 
as  one  in  which  the  persons  identified  as 
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kAving  been  meml^^rB  of  the  discutleily 
crowd  should  be  proceeded  against,  witji 
Sr  Tiew  of  haFia^  th^^fn  bquod  ovepr*  The 
Dirisiooal  Commissioner,  appro v^  an4 
directed  that  proceediogs  be  taken,  aqj 
sammonses  were  issued  accordingly*  It 
appears,  however,  that  the  Petty  Sessions 
Clerk  omitted  to  enter  in  the  Order  Book 
laid  before  the  Magistrates  that  portion 
of  the  notice  to  ^e  defendants  which 
called  upon  them  to  give  sureties  of  the 
peace,  and  the  Magistrate  did  not  think, 
therefore,  he  had  power  to  comply  with 
the  application  of  the  District  Inspector  in 
thia  respect ;  but  on  being  shown  the 
summons  the  Magistrate  at  once  acceded 
to  the  District  Inspector's  application,  at 
the  some  time  remarking  to  the  de- 
fendants that  their  conduct  was  of  an 
agg^vated  character,  and  that  it  was 
fortunate  for  them  they  were  not  pro- 
ceeded against  on  the  more  serious 
charge.  The  District  Inspector  denies 
that  he  made  any  allusion  to  the  action 
of  Juries,  or  assigned,  as  a  reason  for  his 
application  to  the  Magistrates,  that  cases 
of  a  similar  character  had  been  sent 
for  trial  with  unsatisfactory  results.  No 
instructions  were  given  in  the  case  from 
Dublin  Castle. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Magistrate  who  presided  at 
this  trial  used  words  to  the  effect  that  on 
the  evidence  it  was  clearly  an  unlawful 
aaaembly  and  an  indictable  offence ;  and 
if  the  prosecution  had  been  brought  in 
any  other  part  of  Ireland  save  the  County 
Clare,  the  defendants  would  have  been 
ioond  guilty  and  sentenced  to  long  terms 
of  imprisonment  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  that 
that  language  was  used  by  Mr.  Hodder, 
the  Magistrate ;  but  I  am  warned  that  the 
newspaper  reports  of  these  proceedings 
are  gravely  inaccurate.  I  have  given 
my  hon.  Friend  what  information  has 
been  supplied  to  me. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  hope  to 
deal  with  this  case  also  to-night. 

OUTRAGE  IN  COUNTY  OALWAT. 
Mb.  DANE  (Fermaiiagh),  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irciaod  whether  he  is 
aware  that  oo  12th  July  a  horse 
belonging  to  Martin  O^Hara,  who  lives 
near  Pertumna,  County  Gralway,  was 
malicioiisly  injured  by  having  its  tongue 
ent  ont,  the  only  reason  for  this  outrage 


being, that  the  animal  was  grazing  on  an 
evicted  farm  ;  whether  he  is  .a;Bf are  thatf 
on  tl^e  same  date  and  bf^  the  same  localhy^ 
a  horse  belonging  to  a  tenant  nam€4 
Johnson,  who  occupies  an  evicted  fami, 
was  also  maliciously  injured  by  being 
stabbed  in  the  belly  ;  and  what  action 
has  been  taken  by  the  police  to  trace  the 
perpetrators  of  these  outrages  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  question. 
Both  cases  have  been  closely  investigated 
by  the  Constabulary,  and  every  effort  is 
being  made  to  trace  the  perpetrators. 

DISTURBANCES  AT  LISAGOON. 

Mr.  DANE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land  whether  he  is  aware  that  recently 
at  Lisagoon,  County  Cavan,  a  large  mob, 
accompanied  by  six  Nationalist  bands, 
assembled  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
men  in  the  employment  of  Captain  Smith 
from  working  on  an  evicted  farm  in  the 
locality  ;  that  the  police  authorities,  an- 
ticipating disturbance,  had  a  force  of  40 
men  present  to  protect  the  workmen ;  that, 
in  spite  of  the  presence  of  the  police,  hoot- 
ing, groaning,  and  stone  throwing  were 
kept  up  by  the  crowd  to  frighten  the 
workmen  ;  and  that,  notwithstanding  that 
some  of  the  police  were  struck  with 
stones,  they  made  no  attempt  to  preserve 
order  or  disperse  the  mob;  and  what 
steps  have  been  taken  to  prosecute  the 
ringleaders  for  unlawful  assembly  and 
intimidation  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
on  July  17  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  assembled  in  a  field  adjoining 
the  evicted  farm  with  the  object  men- 
tioned in  the  question ;  that  they  were 
accompanied  by  some  bands  of  music, 
the  precise  number  of  which  is  not 
known ;  that  the  crowd  hooted  and 
groaned ;  and  that  a  force  of  28  polioe 
was  present.  About  10  stones  were 
thrown,  but  upon  the  District  Inspector 
remonstrating  with  the  crowd  the  stone- 
throwing  oeased.  One  constable  wa^ 
struck  by  a  stone  on  the  hand,  and  one  of 
the  workmen,  it  appears,  was  also  struck. 
The  workmen  have  since  {Ht>ceeded  to 
the  farm  under  police  esc<Ml,  and  there 
has  been  no  renewal  of  disturbance.  The 
names  of  the  ringleaders  in  the  disturb- 
ances on  July  l/  have,  been  taken,  and 
the  question  of  a  prosecution  is  now 
under  consideration* 
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THE  SMALL  HOLDINGS  ACT. 

Mr.  CHANNING  Northampton,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Crovemment  Board  whether  any  applica- 
tion has  been  made  by  a  County  Council 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  for  sanc- 
tion to  borrow  money  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  land  under  ^'  The  Small  Hold- 
ings Act,  1892  ; "  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
number  of  such  instances,  and  the  acre- 
age of  land  so  to  be  acquired  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  Board 
have  not  received  any  applications  for 
sanction  to  loans  for  the  purchase  of 
lands  under  the  Small  Holdings  Act, 
1892 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  a 
considerable  number  of  County  Councils 
have  taken  up  the  question  of  the  Small 
Holdings  Act  with  a  view  to  putting  it 
into  operation,  and  have  referred  it  to 
Committees,  from  which  they  are  now 
awaiting  Reports  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  that  point,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  quite  cor- 
rect in  the  statement.  I  can  only  say 
that  no  applications  for  sanction  to  loans 
have  been  received. 

* 

CARBURY  POLLING   DISTRICT,   NORTH 

KILDARE. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (KUdare,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  L^land  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  lists  of  voters  for  the  Carbury 
polling  district  of  the  North  Kildare 
Division  of  the  County  of  Kildare  have 
not  been  published  on  the  date  and  in  the 
places  prescribed  by  statute  ;  if  so,  who 
is  to  blame  for  this  breach  of  the  Fran- 
chise Law  ;  and  what  steps  will  the 
Irish  Government  take  to  prevent  a 
repetition  of  such  neglect  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  making 
inquiries  into  this  matter,  and  shall  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  will  defer  the 
question. 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  ACTS. 
Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether,  since  the  date  of  the 
Return,  dated  17th  June,  1892,  of  h&nd 
acquired  by  Local  Authorities  under  the 
Allotments  Acts,  there   have  been  any 


instances  in  which  either  Sanitary 
Anthorities  or  County  Councils  have 
acquired  land  for  allotments  by  oom- 
pulsory  powers  or  have  petitioned  the 
Local  Grovemment  Boani  for  such 
powers ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  number 
of  such  instances  respectively  and  the 
acreage  of  land  so  acquired,  or  in  respect 
of  which  such  Petitions  have  been 
lodged  ;  and  whether  there  have  been 
any  instances  in  which  either  a  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  or  County  Council 
have  applied  for  sanction  for  loans  for 
the  acquisition  of  land  for  the  purpose  of 
allotments ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
number  of  such  applications  and  the 
acreage  of  the  land  so  to  be  acquired  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Since  the 
date  mentioned  there  has  been  one 
instance  in  which  a  County  Council  has 
obtained  powers  for  compulsory  purchase 
of  land  for  the  purpose  of  allotments* 
The  acreage  of  land  to  be  acquired  in 
that  case  was  not  stated.  There  have 
also  been,  since  that  date,  six  cases  in 
which  authorities  have  applied  for 
sanction  to  loans  for  the  purchase  of  land 
for  this  purpose.  The  total  acreage  of 
the  land  in  four  of  these  cases  was  about 
53  acres.  In  the  remaining  two  cases,  I 
am  not  at  present  informed  as  to  the 
acreage. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
enormous  numbers  of  allotments  have  not 
been  provided  by  voluntary  arrangement; 
and,  if  so,  how'  many  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  cannot  say 
if  the  Department  have  that  information. 
I  will  ask  for  notice. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  nearly 
150,000  persons  have  by  volantary 
arrangement  been  supplied  with  allot- 
ments ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  no 
figures  before  me. 

NELSON  LEVEL  CROSSINQ. 

^Mr.  CHANNING :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway 
Company  have  stated  in  their  reply  to 
the  Bofloxi  how  soon  they  propose  to 
acquire  land  for  footbridges  at  theNelsmi 
level  crossings  under  ^eir  Aet  of  this 
year  4  whether  he  proposes  to  make  any 
local  inquiry,  by  an  Inspector  or  other- 
wise, as  to  the  advisability  of  having  two 
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bridges  or  one  ;  whether  he  will  urge  od 
the  company  the  necessity  of  removing 
this  source  of  danger  to  the  public  at  the 
earliest  moment ;  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  made  repeated  representa- 
tions to  the  company  as  to  several  other 
level  crossings  on  their  lines  at  which 
accidents  have  occurred  ;  and  whether 
the  several  dangerous  level  crossings  as 
to  which  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  company  have  now  been  provided 
with  bridges  in  pursuance  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  Railway  Com- 
pany in  which  they  state  that  they  can- 
not say  how  soon  they  will  acquire  the 
necessary  land ;  but  they  will  re-open 
negotiations  with  the  Nelson  Corpora- 
tion at  the  earliest  opportunity  to  deter- 
mine whether  one  footbridge  in  lieu  of 
two  will  be  sufficient,  and  the  proportion 
of  the  cost  which  should  be  contributed 
by  the  Corporation.  The  Board  of  Trade 
will  be  prepared  to  use  their  good  offices 
to  bring  about  a  settlement  of  these 
questions.  The  Board  have  from  time 
to  time  made  representations  to  the  Rail- 
way Company  as  to  several  level  cross- 
ings on  their  lines,  and  I  understand  that 
during  the  last  11  years  the  company 
have  substituted  no  less  than  28  bridges 
in  lieu  of  public  road  crossings,  and  28 
footbridges  in  lieu  of  footpath  crossings. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
paragraph  of  my  question,  as  to  whether 
a  local  inquiry  is  to  be  held  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  was  understood 
to  say  inquiries  had  been  made  locally  by 
the  Inspector. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  three  fatal  acci- 
dents have  occurred  at  this  crossing 
within  the  last  18  months  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cannot  say. 

RULE  OF  THE  ROAD  AT  SEA. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea 
applies  to  Fleets  engaged  in  manoeuvres  ; 
if  not,  is  the  Rule  to  be  disregarded  by 
Fleets  during  manoeuvres  when  meeting 
stranger  ships,  vessels,  or  boats  not  form- 
ing part  of  the  Manoeuvring  Fleet ; 
whether  there  is  any  Rule  at  all,  and,  if 
so,  what  Rule,  for  preventing  collision 
between   such   stranger    ships   and   the 
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ships  of  the  Fleet;  and  is  there  any 
means  of  infonning  such  stranger  ships 
that  the  Rule  of  the  Road  will  not  be 
observed  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  post- 
pone the  question. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  what 
the  Rule  is  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

ATTACKS  ON  OOSPBL  MISSION  SER- 
VICES IN  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  now  in  possession 
of  the  particulars  relating  to  the  organ- 
ised attacks  made  by  mobs  from  the 
County  Leitrim,  upon  Sunday  the  23rd 
July,  upon  persons  attending  Grospel 
Mission  Services,  and  also  the  service  at 
the  parish  church  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  at  Bundoran,  in  the  County 
Donegal  ;  have  any  persons  been  made 
amenable  ;  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  prevent  a  renewal  of  such 
attacks  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  received 
a  special  Report  of  all  the  facts  con- 
nected with  the  disturbance  referred  to. 
Three  persons  have  been  summoned  for 
assaults  committed,  and  the  cases  will 
be  heard  at  Ballyshannon  Petty  Sessions 
on  the  lOth  instant.  The  police  have  taken 
all  necessary  steps  to  prevent  a  renewal 
of  the  disturbance ;  and  I  am  happy  to 
say  that,  although  the  services  have  been 
held  daily  since  July  23,  there  has  been 
no  attempt  at  renewal  of  these  disturb- 
ances, and  that  everything  has  passed 
off  quietly. 

COAL  STRIKE  DISTURBANCES  IN 
LANCASHIRE. 

Mr.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  Ince)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  large  bodies  of  police  have  been 
drafted  into  the  following  places  in 
Lancashire — ^namely,  Famworth,  Walk- 
den,  Leigh,  Wigan,  and  Haydock ;  if 
they  have  been  sent  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Home  Office,  the  Local  Authorities, 
or  the  coal  owners  ;  whether  there  has 
been  any  disorderly  or  riotous  conduct, 
or  any  semblance  of  such  conduct;  on  the 
part  of  the  miners  in  any  of  the  places 
mentioned  ;    and,   if  so,   where,  and  in 
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what  mauner ;  if  lie  \%  aware  that  these 
proceedings  are  viewed  with  strong  feel- 
ings of  resentment  bj  the  miners  of  the 
county,  who  are  behaving  themselves  in 
the  most  peaceful  manner  under  their 
present  difficulties  ;  and  by  whom  the 
police  will  be  paid  for  discharging  their 
present  duties  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  Before 
the  question  is  answered,  I  wish  to  put 
a  further  question — namely,  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  on  Tuesday  morning  last 
some  persons  who  were  filling  up  waggons 
from  a  heap  of  coal  at  a  colliery  near 
Wigan  were  assailed  by  a  band  of  men, 
who  threw  stones  at  them  ;  whether  the 
assailants  made  off  on  the  county  police 
being  summoned  from  Wigan  ;  whether 
it  was  afterwards  found  that  the  sliding 
doors  of  two  waggons  had  been  opened, 
letting  the  coal  out,  and  that  the  coal 
heap  was  fired  ;  and  whether  an  attempt 
has  been  made  to  set  on  fire  some  wag- 
gons of  coal  near  Haydock  ?  [Crtc#  of 
"  Notice,  notice  I  *'1 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Has  the  hon. 
Gentleman  given  notice  of  that  ques- 
tion ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON :  No. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Then  a  Minister 
could  not  be  expected  to  answer  such  a 
question  without  notice. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chief  Constable  of  Lancashire  that 
extra  police  have  been  drafted  into  all 
but  one  of  the  places  named.  The 
police  were  sent  by  the  orders  of  the 
Chief  Constable.  The  Home  Office  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  As  to 
the  3rd  paragraph,  the  Chief  Constable 
states  that  an  instance  of  disorderly  con- 
duct occurred  near  Wigan  in  the  early 
morning  of  the  Ist  instant,  when  some  30 
or  40  colliers  attacked  those  working  at 
Worsley  Mesnes  Colliery,  and  at  Wind- 
mill Pit,  in  the  same  police  district,  some 
machinery  was  injured  on  the  night  of 
July  31.  He  is  not  aware  that  sending 
extra  police  into  the  colliery  district  is 
viewed  with  strong  feelings  of  resentment 
by  the  miners,  who  are  generally  behaving 
peacefully,  and  certainly  have  not  shown 
resentment  towards  the  police.  The 
duty  will  be  paid  for  by  the  police  district 
rate.  I  think  this  a  convenient  oppor- 
tunity for  saying  again  that  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  maintenance  of  order  lies 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  Central  Authority  is  always  ready 
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to  assist  them  with  advice ;  and  in  the 
rare  cases  where  the  means  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Local  Authorities  are  found  in- 
adequate for  the 'purpose,  tand  the  circum- 
stances justify  it,  it  may  become  necessary 
for  the  Central  Authority  to  supplement 
their  resources  and  to  lend  exceptional 
help.  But  it  cannot  be  too  clearly  under- 
stood that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  authorities 
alike,  in  disputes  of  this  kind,  to  observe 
an  attitude  of  strict  and  undeviating  im- 
partiality, and  not  to  interfere  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other,  except  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  offences  against  the  law 
and  preserving  the  public  peace.  I  need 
hardly  add  that  any  irritating  or  provoca- 
tive display  of  force  is  greatly  to  be 
deprecated  as  being  calculated  to  give 
rise  to  misunderstanding,  and  to  increase 
the  dangers  which  it  should  be  the  object 
of  those  responsible  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  to  avert.  The  Chief 
Constable  of  Lancashire  is  fully  alive  to 
the  importance  of  observing  these  rules, 
and  informs  me  that  he  issued  orders  that 
all  needless  display  of  strange  constables 
was  to  be  avoided. 

Mr.  woods  :  Arising  out  of  that 
answer,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  is  competent  to  state 
that  the  riotous  proceedings  referred  to 
in  his  answer  were  committed  by  colliers, 
or  by  loafers  in  the  district,  or  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  is  distinctly  stated  in 
the  Lancashire  papers  that  it  was  by 
loafers  and  not  by  colliers  at  all  that 
these  attacks  were  made  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  given  the 
statement  that  was  sent  to  me  by  the 
Chief  Constable  of  Lancashire. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  peaceful 
colliers,  that  a  sufficient  force  should  be 
sent  to  the  colliery  districts  to  prevent 
outrages  by  roughs  or  other  persons 
desirous  of  taking  advantage  of  the  pre- 
vailing excitement  for  the  purposes  of 
riot  and  intimidation  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  akeady  said 
that  the  Local  Authorities  are  responsible 
for  the  maintenance  of  order* 

DEVONPORT  TORPEDO  SHOP. 
•  Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the  torpedo 
shop  at  Devonport  especially,  overtime  ts 
being  systematically    worked  by  fitten 
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and  others,  and  that  such  has  existed  for 
the  past  18  months  and  must  continne 
unless  an  extension  in  the  workshop  is 
made  and  more  men  employed  ;  and 
iprhether  the  Admiralty  will  consider  the 
immediate  necessity  of  terminating  over- 
time and  fit  up  the  space  in  the  torpedo 
shop  at  present  occupied  hy  stores,  so 
that  the  surplusage  of  work  in  hand  may 
be  not  only  distributed  amongst  a  greater 
hamber  of  men,  but  executed  within  the 
recognised  limits  of  the  ordinary  working 
day  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIBALTY  (Mr.  K  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  (1.)  It  has  been  necessary  to  work 
a  certain  amount  of  overtime  in  the 
torpedo  shop  at  Keyham  in  order  to  pre- 
vent delay  in  the  completion  of  ships 
building  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act, 
and  of  torpedo  boats  and  destroyers  build- 
ing by  contract.  (2.)  Additional  men 
have  recently  been  entered  at  Devonport, 
and  it  is  hoped  the  necessity  for  working 
overtime  will  shortly  cease.  (3.)  The 
question  of  removing  the  stores  and 
fitting  up  the  remaining  space  in  the 
torpedo  shop  will  be  considered  later  in 
the  year  with  the  general  works  proposals 
from  Devonport. 

THE  TRBATMBNr  OP   INEBRIATES. 

Mb.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  introduce, 
at  an  early  date,  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the 
Report  from  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee on  the  treatment  of  inebriates  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  As  I  stated  to  the 
hon.  Member  on  June  19, 1  cannot  hope 
to  deal  with  the  subject  this  Session  ;  but 
I  am  giving  instructions  to  have  a  Bill 
drawn  which  will  embody  the  main  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee,  and  I 
tmst  that  legislation  in  that  direction 
will  be  found  possible  next  year. 

Mb.  KNOWLES :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduce  the  Bill  this 
Session  in  order  that  Members  may  see 
its  provision  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  undertake 
to  do  that. 

THE  LAND  TAX  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whose 
basiness  it  is  to  notify  to  the  additional 
Land  Tax  Commissioners,  appointed 
under    the    Land    Tax   Commissioners* 


Names  Aot,  the  fact  of  their  appoint- 
ment ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
numerous  Land  Tax  Commissioners,  who 
have  been  appointed  in  years  gone  by^ 
have  never  been  apprised  of  the  fact,  and 
have  never  been  summoned  to  perform 
any  duties  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbebt,  Oldham) : 
The  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
do  at  present  and  will  continue  to  for- 
ward copies  of  The  Gazette  containing 
additional  names  to  the  respective  clerks 
to  Commissioners  of  Land  Tax.  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  clerks  have  not  been 
in  the  habit  of  apprising  the  Com- 
missioners of  Land  Tax  of  tiieir  appoint- 
ment ;  but  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
will  now  and  in  future,  on  each  occasion 
of  fresh  appointments,  definitely  request 
them  to  do  so. 

THE  LAND  LOANS  SBBVICES  AOT. 

Mb.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  new 
Rule  has  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  Dublin  to  decline  to 
grant  loans  under  the  Land  Loans 
Services  Act,  10  Vict.  c.  32,  to  tenant 
farmers  in  respect  of  the  portion  of  the 
proposed  improvements  on  their  holdings 
which  can  be  executed  by  themselves 
and  their  families  ;  whether  he  will  state 
the  date  of  this  new  Rule  ;  and  whether, 
seeing  the  hardship  of  the  operation  of 
this  new  Rule  in  the  case  of  farmers 
possessed  of  small  holdings  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  the  Board  of  Works  will  be 
directed  to  revert  to  the  course  pursued 
in  these  cases  under  previous  Govern- 
ments ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No  new  Rule 
has  been  made,  but  in  the  last  few  years 
greater  care  has  been  taken  in  the  pre- 
liminary inquiries  into  the  character  of 
works  proposed  to  separate  those  that 
could  fairly  be  expected  to  be  done  by 
the  labour  of  the  tenant  or  his  family. 
It  is  clearly  undesirable,  in  the  interests 
of  the  tenants  themselves,  to  encourage 
them  to  encumber  their  tenancies  with 
rent-charges  in  respect  of  works  on  which 
no  actual  outlay  is  necessary;  but  care  is 
taken  to  distinguish  cases  where  the 
execution  of  works  by  a  tenant  or  his 
family  involves  the  loss  by  them  of  other 
remunerative  employment. 
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HOIBTIKO  THE  UNION  JACK  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  On  behalf 
of  the  boD.  Member  for  North  Armagh 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seeretarj  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  Union  Jack  was  hoisted  on 
a  public-house  at  Portadown  belonging 
to  Matt  Flemiqg  on  the  12th  July  last, 
and  that  the  police  ordered  the  flag  to  be 
removed  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) : 
At  the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  on  the 
12th  July  last  the  police  ordered  a  Union 
Jack  exhibited  on  a  public-house  in 
Fortadown  to  be  taken  down  ;  and  by 
whose  authority  this  order  was  given  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  what  occurred  on  the  occasion  was 
this.  The  attention  of  a  constable  was 
drawn  to  the  flag  by  Mr.  0*Hanlon,  a 
local  Magistrate,  who  suggested  that  as 
the  licence  of  the  publican  had  not  yet 
been  confirmed  at  Quarter  Sessions  it 
might  be  well  to  draw  his  attention  to  the 
flag,  as  the  flying  it  might  militate  against 
his  obtaining  the  licence.  The  constable 
merely  conveyed  this  suggestion  to  the 
publican,  but  did  not  order  him  to  remove 
the  flag.  He  acted  hastily,  no  doubt, 
but  not  with  any  malicious  motive. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  do  not 
attach  much  importance  to  these  flag 
incidents  ;  but  may  I  ask  whether  during 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  visit  to  Sligo  flags 
were  not  floating  from  licensed  premises, 
and  especially  from  the  licensed  premises 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  that  no 
one  interfered  ?  How,  then,  does  it  come 
about  that  in  Derry  and  Fortadown  the 
police  are  so  oflRcious  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  constable 
may  have  acted  imprudently,  but  he  has 
not  acted  officiously.  He  acted  on  a  hint 
given  to  him  by  a.  local  Magistrate. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Is  Mr. 
O^Hanlon  a  recent  appointment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  I  cannot 
sav. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  He  is. 

THE  "PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES." 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  contract  for  printing  Farlia- 
mentary  Debates  requires  that  they  shall 


be  issued  on  the  seventh  day  after  de- 
livery ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  no 
report  has  been  issued  since  20th  July  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  secure 
that  the  provisions  of  the  contract  are 
complied  with  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  My  hon. 
Friend  is  correct  in  stating  that  the  con- 
tract requires  the  issue  of  the  parts  on 
the  seventh  day  ;  and  I  believe  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  issue  is  in  arrear  as  stated. 
I  am,  however,  informed  by  the  contrac- 
tors that  the  delay  is  due  to  pressure  put 
upon  them  to  allow  extra  time  for  correc- 
tion, but  that  the  issue  for  the  26th  July 
will  be  published  this  evening,  and  that 
the  publication  will  thus  be  brought  up 
to  date.  I  have  also  taken  it  upon  myself 
to  see  that  in  future  the  provisions  of  the 
contract  shall  be  carried  out. 

THE  INDIAN  CURRENCY  QUESTION. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  .  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecdesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
since  the  decision  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Indian  currency  was 
made  public,  there  has  been  a  deprecia- 
tion in  the  value  of  securities  held  in  this 
country  amounting  to  over  £130,000,000; 
whether  the  supply  of  gold  is  insufficient 
for  the  monetary  requirements  of  trade  ; 
and  what  steps  Her  Majesty^s  Grovern- 
ment  propose  to  take  to  avert  a  still  more 
serious  financial  crisis  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) :  I  am  not  aware  of 
a  decline  of  over  £130,000,000  in  the 
value  of  securities  held  in  this  countir, 
nor  do  I  know  how  I  could  in  the  ordi> 
nary  course  become  aware  of  such  a  fact, 
which  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  to  be 
a  fact.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  insuffi- 
ciency  of  the  supply  of  gold  to  meet  the 
demands  of  trade  ;  and  therefore  I  may 
say,  I  think,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
myself,  that  we  do  not  believe  in  that 
insufficiency.  Under  these  cireumstancee, 
it  is  not  in  our  power  to  announce  anj 
steps  in  regard  to  meeting  it. 

THE  KILDARE  MAGI8TRACT. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid  Lieutenaot 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
Magistrates  for  the  North  Kildare  Dlri^ 
sion  of  the  County  of  Kildare  appointed 
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bj  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land since  his  acceptance  of  Office,  with 
or  witboat  the  recommendation  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county ;  whether 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  received  the 
names  of  seven  gentlemen  qualified  to 
fill  the  Conunission  of  the  Peace  in  the 
district ;  if  the  refusal  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  countj  to  recommend 
those  gentlemen  is  the  only  objection  to 
their  appointment ;  whether  his  Grace 
the  Duke  of  Leinster,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county,  has  any  personal 
knowledge  of  them,  and  on  whose  re- 
commendations does  he  act ;  and  whether 
any  steps  will  be  taken  by  the  L-ish 
Groveniment  to  apply  to  North  Kildare 
the  Resolution  of  this  House  with  regard 
to  the  Magistracy  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
eeUor  states  that  two  Magistrates  have 
been  appointed  for  the  division  referred 
to,  both  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Lieutenant  of  the  county.  The  names 
of  seven  gentlemen  were  submitted  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  submitted  four 
to  the  Lieutenant  for  recommendation, 
and  the  latter  recommended  one.  The 
remaining  three  are  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  It  is 
not  possible  to  answer  the  inquiry  as  to 
the  personal  knowledge  or  sources  of 
information  of  the  Lieutenant  of  the 
t»unty.  The  Lord  Chancellor  will  apply 
to  North  Kildare,  in  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates,  the  same  rules  as  he  has 
applied,  and  intends  to  apply,  to  other 
counties. 


BRITISH  WAR  VESSELS  AT  SUM. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported in  a  telegram  in  The  Daily  NewSy 
that  the  British  cruiser  Pallas  and  the 
gunboats  Swift  and  Pigmy  have  gone  out- 
aide  the  so-called  blockade  limits  ;  and,  if 
so,  what  British  war  vessel  remains  at 
Bangkok  to  protect  British  interests  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  I  cannot  give  any 
details  as  to  the  movements  of  these 
vessels.  I  have  heard  that  the  Swift 
was  about  to  proceed  on  a  cruise  for  the 
Mke  of  the  health  of  her  crew,  but  I 
cannot  say  whether  she  has  actually 
gone.  All  I  can  say  is  that  no  change 
has  been  made  in  the  instructions  origi- 
nally sent,  that  sufficient  gunboats  were 
^  be  either  on  the  spot  or  close  to  it  to 
prevent  any  danger  to  British  property 
•tBangkok.  y^    V-  y^ 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS,  1893-4. 

(third  vote  on  account). 

Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 

^  That  a  farther  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,111,500,  be  g;ranted  to  Her  Majestj,  on 
account,  of  the  Charges  for  the  Civil  Services 
and  Revenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1894/*  ~  [See 
page  1102]. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberhind, 
Penrith)  :  I  have  two  questions  to  ask 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  The  first  is,  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  statements  that 
have  appeared  in  the  public  prints  as  to 
the  retrocession  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar 
of  that  portion  of  the  territory  situated 
on  the  mainland  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Vitu  ?  No  Papers  have  hitherto  been 
published  upon  the  question  or  relating 
to  that  incident,  and  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  Grovemment  contem- 
plate the  publication  of  Papers  on  that 
special  part  of  the  question  which  is  at 
present  being  discussed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  British 
East  Africa  Company  ?  The  second 
question  is,  whether  the  Government 
have  any  further  information  with  regard 
to  the  alleged  advance  of  Colonel  Tanoff 
with  a  Russian  force  upon  the  Pamirs  ? 
The  last  time  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
this  matter,  he  said  that  the  Russian 
Government  had  stated  that  they  had  no 
intention  of  sending  any  force  upon  the 
Pamirs  beyond  the  ordinary  reliefs  for 
the  troops  stationed  upon  the  Murghab. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  since  that 
time  the  Government  have  received  any 
further  assurances  from  the  Russian 
Government  upon  the  subject,  or  whether 
from  any  other  source  they  have  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  arrangement  that  was 
come  to  is  still  in  operation,  and  that  the 
Russian  Government  do  not  intend  to 
advance  their  troops  into  the  disputed 
territory  on  the  Pamirs  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  With  regard  to  the  last  question 


Iill2 

Ugandft  and  a  decision  come  to  upon 
it  hy  the  Governmeut. 

COMHAKDER  BETHELL  (York,E.B, 
HolderneBs)  said,  be  desired  to  poiDt  <mt 
tbat  the  British  East  Africa  Company- 
had  Qiidcrtaken  the  government  of  Vita 
at  the  request  of  the  British  Government^ 
and  that  that  fact  d liferent ia ted  the  case 
of  Vitu  from  the  other  territory  ad- 
niinistcred  by  the  Company.  The  hon. 
Member  would,  therefore,  see  that  any 
information  with  reference  to  Vita  might 
very  well  be  given  at  ouce,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  decision  of  the  general  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  withdrawal  of  the 
British  East  Africa  Company  from 
Uganda. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  already  ad- 
mitted diat  Vitn  differs  from  the  other 
territories  administered  by  the  Company  ; 
but  as  there  is  a  desire  tbat  it  should  be 
dealt  with  sepuatoly,  the  matter  will  be 
fully  considered,  and,  if  tbe  hon.  Member 
will  ask  the  question  later  on,  I  will 
state  definitely  whether  Papers  will  be 
laid  or  not. 
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raised  by  tbe  hon.  Member,  I  may  say 
tbat  there  has  been  no  change  in  the 
agreement  as  to  the  Pamirs,  which  is 
still  in  force.  That  agreement  was  that 
no  new  force  should  be  sent  except  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  the  troops  wbi 
had  wintered  on  the  Murghab,  With 
reference  to  the  particular  rumours  which 
appeared  in  the  papers  as  to  the  new 
expedition  under  Colonel  Yanoff,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  brought  those 
rumours  to  the  notice  of  the  Russian 
Government,  and  they  have  been  assured 
that  there  is  no  truth  in  them,  and  that 
tbe  reliefs  sent  to  tbe  troops  were 
not  under  Colonel  Ysnofi*,  but  under  an 
officer  holding  a  much  lower  position  iu 
the  Service,  Her  Majesty's  Goveruraent 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Russian  Government  have  in  any  way 
altered  their  intentions  on  this  point,  for 
they  have  repeatedly  stated  that  they 
still  adhere  in  their  entirety  and  in  good 
faith  to  the  promises  they  have  given. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEK  :  Has  the 
Government  received  any  information 
from  the  Russian  Government  as  to  the 
number  of   the   troops   that   have  been 

sent  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY:  No,  Su-.  Assurances 
have  been  given  tbat  the  troops  on  tbe 
Murghab  shall  not  be  allowed  to  go  into 
the  disputed  territory  more  than  two  or 
three  together  at  a  time,  so  that  it  will 
practically  be  a  stationary  force,  and  no 
active  operations  will  take  place.  With 
regard  to  the  other  question,  Vitu  stands 
in  a  different  position  to  the  rest  of  the 
territory  administered,  or  lately  admini- 
stered, by  the  British  East  Africa 
Company,  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  British 
Protectorate,  while  tbe  rest  of  the 
territory  is  a  sphere  of  inllneoce.  The 
British  East  Africa  Company  have 
announced  that   they  do   not  intend  to 

electorate   of    Vitu,   and 

eeu  instrocted  to  go  tbere 

igements  for  the  admini- 

Protectorate.     That  has 

it,  but   the  Government 

leard  what   the  arrange- 

^apers  with  reference  to 

question  of  Vitu  can  be 

but  I  think  it  would  be 

to  wait  until  the  much 
have  been  decided  upon, 

le  official  Report  of  Sir 

has   been  received  from 


•Sib  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  had  intended  on  tbe  Colonial 
Vote  to  ask  certain  questions  about 
Swaziland;  but  he  thought  that,  after  tbe 
answer  given  tbat  afternooo,  there 
was  no  need  for  him  to  follow  np  the 
subject.  It  were  superfluous  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  territory,  lying^ 
between  the  sea  at  Delagoa  Bay  and  the 
mountain  that  formed  the  Eastern  flank, 
of  the  Transvaal  uplands,  has  great 
capabilities,  and  occupies  politically  an 
important,  almost  a  strategic,  position. 
He  recognised  the  interest  that  tbe  Boer 
Republic  would  take  in  this  tract,  as  it 
was  their  outlet  to  the  sea.  But  Eng- 
land also  had  equal,  or  mora  than 
equal,  rights  and  interests  therein. 
As  the  Convention  had  been  renewed 
or  extended  for  a  fnrtber  period,  it 
might  be  sufficient  for  him  to  expresa 
the  earnest  hope  of  those  who  sat  on  tbe 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  that  when- 
ever fresh  arrangements  were  made 
with  regard  to  Swasiland,  iu  which  Great 
Britain  as  well  as  the  Transvaal  had 
considerable  interests,  the  Government 
wonld  take carethat British  iutereeta  w«re 
duly  safeguarded,  and  tbat  some  share  at 
least  should  be  secured  to  England  b 
tbe  control  of  that  important  temtwy 
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•Sir  C,  W.  DILKE  ^Gloucester, 
T'orest  of  Dean)  asked  for  information 
respecting  Papers  on  the  subject  of  New- 
foundland. In  the  Debate  that  took 
phice  in  another  place  on  a  Motion  of 
Liord  Dunraven  the  Government  promised 
that  thej  would  at  once  lay  the  New- 
foundland Papers  before  Parliament. 
Negotiations  were  pending  with  France 
respecting  the  taking  of  lobster  tins 
into  Newfoundland  without  payment  of 
duty,  and  a  correspondence  had  been  going 
on  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Newfoundland  Government  with 
regard  to  the  legislation  regulating  the 
state  of  affairs  on  the  French  shore.  Re- 
peated Debates  had  taken  place  in  the 
Newfoundland  Legislature,  and  De- 
spatches had  been  quoted  which  had  not 
jet  been  laid  before  Parliament.  He 
'Wished  to  know  whether  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  Papers  could  not  at  once 
be  presented  without  waiting  for  the 
conclusion  of  the  discussion  now  going  on 
-with  France? 

Sir  F.  EVANS  (Southampton)  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Convention 
entered  into  between  the  Newfoundland 
and  the  United  States  Grovernments  re- 
specting the  free  entry  of  bait  would  not 
1»  hung  up  much  longer.  Canada  had 
tried  to  take  advantage  of  the  Convention 
to  obtain  advantages  for  herself  without 
giving  anything  in  return.  He  did  not 
think  she  would  succeed;  but,  at  all 
events,  she  had  prevented  Newfoundland 
getting  the  benefit  of  the  Convention. 
Xnasmuch  as  the  Convention  would  do 
more  to  alleviate  distress  in  Newfound- 
land than  anything  else  that  had  been 
done,  he  hoped  the  Newfoundland  Go- 
vernment would  be  allowed  to  act  with- 
out reference  to  Canada. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  (Liverpool 
East  Toxteth)  :  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  us  any 
further  information  relative  to  the 
Ifatabele  raid  in  Mashonaland,  and 
whether  any  further  instructions  have  been 
given  as  the  course  to  be  followed  in  the 
event  of  Lo  Bengula  sending  another  impi  ? 
I  should  also  be  glad  to  know  whether 
the  Government  contemplate  releasing 
DinizulUy  and,  if  so,  whether,  before  they 
take  that  step,  an  opportunity  will  be 
given  to  the  House  to  discuss  the  whole 
question  and  to  point  out  to  them  the 
danger  that  is  likely  to  accrue  to  Zulu- 
Imd  should  hebereleased  ? 


Commander  BETHELL  asked  for 
any  information  that  could  be  given 
respecting  the  decision  that  had 
been  arrived  at  with  reference 
to  responsible  Government  in  Natal. 
Whilst  the  House  was  making  Constitu- 
tions, it  might  as  well  have  all  the 
information  it  could  get  with  regard  to 
this  question.  Would  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  when  Papers  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  and  also  what  decision  had 
been  arrived  at  as  to  the  powers  of  the 
Natal  Government  over  the  natives  ? 

Sir  F.  EVANS  asked  whether  any 
information  could  be  given  as  to  a  state- 
ment said  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  Madrid, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Spanish 
Government  to  exact  the  payment  of 
duties  in  gold  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  have  no  information  at  present  as  to 
the  last  question,  and  I  would  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  to  put  it  to  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
I  had  better  take  the  other  questions  in 
order.  With  regard  to  the  Natal  Con- 
stitution, the  late  Government,  after 
negotiation  with  the  Natal  Council, 
settled  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
then  to  be  placed  before  the  electors. 
The  result  of  the  elections  has  been  that 
the  Bill  has  been  accented  by  a  majority, 
and,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  has  been 
made  part  of  the  Constitution  of  Natal 
unamended.  As  to  the  natives,  I  am 
quite  sure  the  people  of  Natal  themselves 
wish  that  they  should  receive  justice  on 
every  hand,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they 
are  placed  under  proper  conditions  of 
control.  As  to  Zulu  land,  I  have  ex- 
plained more  than  once  in  reply  to 
questions  that  at  present  we  do  not  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  or  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  the  return  of  Dinizulu.  The  late 
Resident  Commissioner  having  just  re- 
tired, and  Sir  Marshall  Clarke,  whose 
appointment  I  believe  met  with  universal 
approbation,  having  been  appointed  to 
succeed  him,  we  shall  await  the  latter^s 
special  Report  before  doing  anything  on 
the  subject.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can 
absolutely  pledge  the  Government  to 
allow  a  discussion  to  take  place  before 
Dinizulu  goes  back,  if  he  does  go  back, 
because  it  is  a  hypothetical  question.  As 
to  the  recent  raid  in  Mashonaland,  we  be- 


1219     Supply— CifAl  Services      {COMMONS}  and  Revenue,  ^.  1220 


was  happy  to  be  able  to  state  that  thej 
hoped  within  a  few  days*  more  sittings  to 
be  in  a  position  to  commence  the  considera- 
tion of  their  Report,which  he  trusted  would 
be  valuable  because  founded  on  evidence. 
It  was  not  impossible,  indeed,  that  the 
Report  might  be  made  even  during  the 
present  Session,  and  an  opportunity 
given  to  the  House  of  arriving  at  a  judg- 
ment on  this  important  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  not  prejudge 
the  case,  but  the  hon.  Member  himself 
had  been  the  first  to  break  the  rule  he 
said  he  desired  to  see  observed.  He  (Sir 
A.  Rolllt)  was  in  a  position  to  say  that 
the  Committee  had  been  doing  its  best 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion.  They 
were  anxious  that  all  the  facts  should  Ije 
dealt  with  in  the  evidence,  and  that  ulti- 
mately a  Report  should  be  made  which 
would  be  serviceable  to  the  House.  He 
only  dealt  with  the  other  part  of  the  subject, 
which  would  be  referred  to  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  because  he 
wished  to  vindicate  the  author  of  the 
Report  from  the  strictures  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  whole  of  the  Report,  but  he  thought 
the  prejudgment  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
hardly  been  deserved,  and  he  hoped  the 
time  was  not  far  distant  when  he  would 
have  material  for  forming  a  better  and 
more  correct  judgment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
had  understood  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league to  criticise  the  Committee  for  not 
having  more  rapidly  come  to  a  con- 
clusion on  the  main  point  as  to  whether 
it  was  possible  to  find  some  cheap 
tribunal  which  would  be  able  in 
future  to  fix  rates.  Well,  with  that 
criticism  he  confessed  he  did  not  entirely 
agree,  because  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  had  wasted  time  by  going 
into  minute  questions  concerning  rates 
and  other  matters  largely  dealt  with  by 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
on  railway  rates.  They  had  been 
allowed  to  waste  valuable  time  by  going 
too  much  into  details,  which  did  not 
altogether,  to  his  mind,  affect  the  main 
issue.  When  his  hon.  Friend  blamed 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  not  suggesting 
some  tribunal  to  fix  rates,  he  entirely 
differed  with  bun,  because  he  thought 
that  the  more  a  Government  Department 
held  itself  aloof  from  matters  of  this 
kind   the   better.      The    hon.    Member 

Sir  A.  Rollit 


seemed  to  find  fault  with  the  Board,  not 
in  respect  of  their  action  as  a  Board  of 
Conciliation,     but     for     not    definitely 
settling  the  question  of  rates  very  much 
as    a   Court  of    Law    would  settle    it. 
He  (Mr.  Hanbury")  was  bound  to  say  it 
seemed  to  him  it  would  be  a  most  serious 
matter  indeed  if  a  Government  tribunal 
representing     a    Department     of      the 
Government,  every  one  of  whose  judg- 
ments would  be  liable  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House,   were  to  take  on  itself  the 
functions  of  a  Court  of  law,   and  give 
final  decisions  in  these  matters.     Their 
decisions  would  be  constantly  subjected 
to  review  in  the  House.     But  there  was 
another  vital  objection.  While  the  Board 
acted  simply  as  a  Board  of  Conciliation 
procedure  was  cheap  ;  but  directly  the 
Board   was  constituted  a  tribunal  with 
an  ultimate  decision  the  procedure  would 
be  made  very  expensive  indeed.  Counsel 
would  have  to  be  employed,  and  there 
would   be  no  difference    practically   as 
compared  with  the  present  arrangement, 
so  far  as  cost  was  concerned.     As  he 
understood    it,    what    the     Committee 
would  have  to  do  would  be — if  it  were 
possible — to  find  a  tribunal  which,  in  the 
first    place,    would    fix     rates    entirely 
without  connection  with  a  Department 
of  the  State,  and    which,  in   the  next 
place,  would  be  cheap. 

«Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  a  minute  or  two, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
had  been  answered  by  his  colleague. 
The  hon.  Member  had  taken  the  unusual 
course  of  criticising  on  the  Estimates 
the  action  of  the  House  in  appointing  a 
Committee  to  consider  a  mode  of  settling 
disputes  between  the  Railway  Companies 
and  the  traders,  and  had  suggested  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  have  taken 
upon  itself  the  duty  of  providing  a  tri- 
bunal for  settling  these  disputes.  The 
Board  of  Trade  could  not  come  to  the 
House  and  ask  for  judicial  powers  U> 
enable  them  to  fix  rates,  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  expect.  He  hoped 
no  Minister  or  head  of  a  Public  Depart- 
ment would  ever  have  such  a  duty  de- 
volving on  him,  for  if  he  had  he  was 
sure  he  would  have  a  very  bad  time  of 
it.  He  would  be  torn  in  different  direc- 
tions whenever  a  rate  was  considered  too 
high  by  the  traders  or  too  low  by  the 
Railway  Companies.     A  very  different 
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less,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  complaints 
were  settled  much  "less  "  than  "  more  " 
to  their  satisfaction.  But  the  Committee 
did  not  take  evidenoe  on  those  points, 
and  when  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
came  before  them  they  would  hare  no 
light  thrown  on  these  cases.  The  Report 
of  Sir  Courtenay  Boyle,  on  page  5, 
said — 

^  Mjr  opinion  as  to  the  valae  of  the  clause  has 
been  strengthened  by  experience  gained  since 
tbe  ls8t  Report.  It  affords  a  usef nl  method  of 
adjusting'  the  less  important  differences,  or,  in 
othff  w(»ds,  the  differences  not  far^eaching  in 
their  inflaenoe,  which,  from  time  to  time,  arise 
between  the  Bailway  Companies  and  Canal  Com- 
puiies  and  traders.  In  certain  casesit  has  been 
ifflfXMsiUe  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  dis{>ute  without  an  examination 
into  a  laige  series  of  circumstances  collateral 
to  the  particular  facts  of  the  complaint,  or  to 
make  a  saggestion  which  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  extending  far  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
paiti<mlar  issue.** 

He  (Mr.  Tomlinsbn)  did  not  take  excep- 
tion to  that,  but  he  said  that  it  showed 
that  the  operation  of  this  law  was  very 

limited,  and  that  it  might  often  happen 
that  cases  arose,  and  where  particular 
traders  were  interested  which  involved 
considerations  which  were  much  wider 
than  could  be  taken  cognisance  of  by  the 
existing  law.  In  paragraph  4,  page  6, 
Sir  Courtenay  Boyle  reported— 

^  As  I  have  already  stated  to  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  strength  of  the 
clause  seems  to  me  to  lie  in  its  weakmssB. 
Ap(>roached  as  it  is  at  present,  in  a  conciliatory 
n>irit,  by  both  companies  and  traders ;  but  if  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  power  to  order  the  adoption 
of  their  sura^estions,  the  procedure  would  have 
been  madeuir  more  complicated,  the  willingness 
ol  either  party  to  rely  upon  it  would  be  seriously 
impaired,  and  the  decisions  of  the  Department 
ifould  not  only  be  so  liable  to  external  influence 
as  to  weaken  its  efficiency,  but  would  also  be  so 
liable  to  review  by  the  properly  constituted 
wants  of  the  country  as  to  make  the  clause  of 
▼ery  little  service  to  either  party." 

It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  that 

it  was   going  beyond   the  duty   of  the 

Board  of  Trade,  whilst  this  inquiry  was 

pending,  to  pronounce  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  Board  ought  to  deal  with 
cases  coming  under  the  clause.  He  held 
that  in  appointing  the  Committee  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  handed  over  to  Par- 
liament a  duty  they  ought  themselves  to 
have  performed. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed not  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 


in  pursuance  of  a    Resolution    passed 
unanimously  by  the  House. 

•Mr.  tomlinson  said,  that  in  one 
respect  the  House  was  unanimous — ^with 
the  unanimity  of  despair.  The  traders, 
no  doubt,  had  a  grievance.  Upon  that 
the  House  was  unanimous,  but  he  denied 
altogether  that  there  was  unanimity  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  subject  should 
be  approached.  Passing  from  that,  he 
assumed  that  they  would  get  some 
Report  from  the  Committee  which  would 
indicate  how  the  clause  might  be  made 
more  efficient.  It  would  not  be  by 
leaving  the  clause  weak,  but  by 
strengthening  it  that  they  would  be  able 
to  deal  effectually  with  the  cases  that 
arose.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
rifirht  hon.  Grentleman  had  any  figures  to 
show  the  amount  of  work  done  by  the 
Railway  Commission  this  year.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  the  Commission 
had  done  very  little  work,  for  the  reason 
that  traders  were  of  opinion  that  it  was 
a  cumbrous  and  costly  tribunal,  and  that 
it  was  not  worth  anybody's  while  to  bring 
his  case  before  it  in  the  hope  that 
speedy  justice  would  be  done. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  not  responsible 
for  the  Railway  Commission. 

•Mr.  tomlinson  said,  he  would 
move  to  reduce  the  amount  for  the  Board 
of  Trade  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Item  of  £11,000  for  the  Board 
of  Trade,  be  reduced  by  £100."— (3fr. 
Tomlinson.) 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  had  a  difficulty  in  discovering  the 
point  of  the  hon.  Member's  criticism.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  followed  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee  he  would 
have  seen  that  they  had  taken  the  only 
coiu^e  open  to  them.  The  Committee 
had  heard  a  considerable  number  of  wit- 
nesses presented  on  behalf  of  the  traders 
complaining,  with  great  reason  apparently, 
of  the  rates  inflicted  on  them,  and  it  was 
only  just  after  that  to  hear  the  defence  of 
the  Railway  Companies.  The  companies 
had  serious  charges  to  explain  and  to  rebut 
if  they  could,  and  the  Committee  had  been 
engaged  for  only  two  or  three  days  in 
hearing  their  case.  The  Committee 
desired  that  the  question  should  be 
exhaustively  dealt  with,  and  in  conse- 
quence some  delay  had  occurred  ;  but  he 
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was  happy  to  be  able  to  state  that  they, 
hoped  within  a  few  days*  more  sittings  to 
be  in  a  position  to  commence  the  considera- 
tion of  tneir  Report,which  he  trusted  would 
be  valuable  because  founded  ou  evidence. 
It  was  not  impossible,  indeed,  that  the 
Report  might  be  made  even  during  the 
present  Session,  and  an  opportunity 
given  to  the  House  of  arriving  at  a  judg- 
ment on  this  important  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  not  prejudge 
the  case,  but  the  hon.  Member  himself 
had  been  the  first  to  break  the  rule  he 
said  he  desired  to  see  observed.  He  (Sir 
A.  Rollit)  was  in  a  position  to  say  that 
the  Committee  had  been  doing  its  best 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion.  They 
were  anxious  that  all  the  facts  should  Ije 
dealt  with  in  the  evidence,  and  that  ulti- 
mately a  Report  should  be  made  which 
would  be  serviceable  to  the  House.  He 
only  dealt  with  the  other  part  of  the  subject, 
which  would  be  referred  to  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  because  he 
wished  to  vindicate  the  author  of  the 
Report  from  the  strictures  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  whole  of  the  Report,  but  he  thought 
the  prejudgment  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
hardly  been  deserved,  and  he  hoped  the 
time  was  not  far  distant  when  he  would 
have  material  for  forming  a  better  and 
more  correct  judgment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
had  understood  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league to  criticise  the  Committee  for  not 
having  more  rapidly  come  to  a  con- 
clusion on  the  main  point  as  to  whether 
it  was  possible  to  find  some  cheap 
tribunal  which  would  be  able  in 
future  to  fix  rates.  Well,  with  that 
criticism  he  confessed  he  did  not  entirely 
agree,  because  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  had  wasted  time  by  going 
into  minute  questions  concerning  rates 
and  other  matters  largely  dealt  with  by 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
on  railway  rates.  They  had  been 
allowed  to  waste  valuable  time  by  going 
too  much  into  details,  which  did  not 
altogether,  to  his  mind,  affect  the  main 
issue.  When  his  hon.  Friend  blamed 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  not  suggesting 
some  tribunal  to  fix  rates,  he  entirely 
differed  with  him,  because  he  thought 
that  the  more  a  Government  Department 
held  itself  aloof  from  matters  of  this 
kind   the   better.       The    hon.    Member 
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seemed  to  find  fault  with  the  Board,  not 
in  respect  of  their  action  as  a  Board  of 
Conciliation,     but     for     not    definitelj 
settling  the  question  of  rates  very  much 
as    a   Court  of    Law    would  settle    it. 
He  (Mr.  Hanbury'i  was  bound  to  aay  it 
seemed  to  him  it  would  be  a  most  seriooB 
matter  indeed  if  a  Government  tribunal 
representing     a    Department     of       the 
G<)vernment,  every  one  of  whose  judg- 
ments would  be  liable  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House,   were  to  take  on  itself  the 
functions  of  a  Court  of  law,   and   g^ive 
final  decisions  in  these  matters.     Their 
decisions  would  be  constantly  subjected 
to  review  in  the  House.     But  there  was 
another  vital  objection.  While  the  Board 
acted  simply  as  a  Board  of  Conciliatioii 
procedure  was  cheap  ;  but  directly  the 
Board   was  constituted  a  tribunal   with 
an  ultimate  decision  the  procedure  would 
be  made  very  expensive  indeed.  Couns^ 
would  have  to  be  employed,  and  theie 
would   be   no   difiference    practically    as 
compared  with  the  present  arrangement, 
so  far  as  cost  was  concerned.     As  he 
understood    it,    what    the     Committee 
would  have  to  do  would  be — ^if  it  wwe 
possible — to  find  a  tribunal  which,  in  the 
first    place,    would    fix     rates    entirelj 
without  connection  with  a  Department 
of  the  State,  and   which,  in  the  next 
place,  would  be  cheap. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  a  minute  or  two, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
had  been  answered  by  his  colleague. 
The  hon.  Member  had  taken  the  unusual 
course  of  criticising  on  the  Estimates 
the  action  of  the  House  in  appointing  a 
Committee  to  consider  a  mode  of  settling 
disputes  between  the  Railway  Companies 
and  the  traders,  and  had  suggested  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  have  taken 
upon  itself  the  duty  of  providing  a  tri- 
bunal for  settling  these  disputes.  The 
Board  of  Trade  could  not  come  to  the 
House  and  ask  for  judicial  powers  to 
enable  them  to  fix  rates,  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  expect.  He  hoped 
no  Minister  or  head  of  a  Public  Depart- 
ment would  ever  have  such  a  duty  de- 
volving on  him,  for  if  he  had  he  was 
sure  he  would  have  a  very  bad  time  dt 
it.  He  would  be  torn  in  different  direc- 
tions whenever  a  rate  was  considered  too 
high  by  the  traders  or  too  low  by  the 
Railway   Companies.     A  very  different 
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method  of  settiiag  disputes  must  be 
adopted.  Clause  31  of  the  Railwaj  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act  of  1888,  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  criticised,  was  the  only 
clause  which  provided  a  cheap  and  easy 
method  of  settling  the  difficulties  which 
might  arise  between  the  trader  and  the 
Railwaj  Companies.  It  happened  to  be 
his  (Mr.  Mundella^s)  own  clause,  and  he 
had  good  reason  to  believe  it  had  worked 
satisfactorily.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
mean  that  everybody  was  satisfied, 
because  traders  as  well  as  Railway  Com- 
panies were  sometimes  unreasonable  in 
their  demands ;  and  if  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  to  be  useful  in  this  matter,  it 
must  be  impartial  and  judicial.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  however,  that  on 
the  whole  the  working  of  the  Con- 
ciliation Clause  had  been  good,  and 
the  House  could  hardly  form  an  idea  of 
the  number  of  different  cases  in  which  it 
affected  the  trading  community.  A  single 
tase  was  a  typical  case,  and  when  it  was 
settled  that  such  and  such  should  be  the 
rate  of  a  certain  article,  that  decision 
extended  to  all  those  who  were  concerned 
in  that  particular  article,  and  to  all  parts 
of  that  particular  line,  and  often  to  other 
lines  also.  He  did  not  believe  the  Report 
of  Sir  Courtenay  Boyle  had  prejudged 
•the  case  before  the  Select  Committee, 
because  it  only  dealt  with  cases  arising 
before  the  1st  of  January,  and  did  not 
affect  those  which  the  Committee  had  to 
consider.  He  looked  forward  with  a  good 
deal  of  hope  and  satisfaction  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  as  supplying  a 
mnch-desired  method  of  arriving  at  a 
decision.  When  a  complaint  was  lodged 
with  the  Board  of  Trade  the  Railway 
Companies  were  invited  to  meet  the  traders 
at  the  Board  of  Trade  Offices,  and  the 
whole  matter  was  discussed  around  the 
table,  and  generally  a  satisfactory 
Arrangement  or  a  compromise  was  arrived 
at.  He  had  seen  numbers  of  letters  since 
he  had  been  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
thanking  the  Board,  and  expressing 
satisfaction  at  the  awards  made  and  the 
good  understandings  brought  about.  He 
noped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  feel 
it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote.  The  Board  of 
Trade  were  doing  everything  they 
possibly  could  in  the  interests  of  the 
traders,  consistently  with  the  prosperity 
of  the  Railway  Companies.  From  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  which  he  hoped 


would  be  presented  within  a  short  time» 
the  Board  of  Trade  anticipated  some 
guidance  for  the  settlement  of  these 
vexed  questions. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  criticising  the  action  of  the 
Committee,  which  he  did  not  think 
would  be  fair  at  the  present  time.  The 
inquiry,  however,  contrary  to  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
instead  of  being  a  light  and  easy  matter, 
required  a  large  amount  of  time,  and  had 
necessitated  the  postponement  of  legis- 
lation, which  had,  to  his  mind,  thrown  a 
doubt  on  the  recommendations  under 
which  the  Committee  was  appointed.  He 
would  like  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expected  the  Report  to  guide 
the  Board  of  Trade  or  the  House  in 
making  the  Railway  and  Canal  Commis* 
sion  more  effectual  than  it  was  at 
present  ?  He  would  also  like  to  know 
whether  the  Report  would  be  issued  in 
time  to  enable  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
deal  exhaustively  with  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  did  not  think  he 
ought  to  anticipate  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  The  Committee  had  in- 
quired into  the  working  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  he  assumed  they  would 
report  upon  the  evidence  they  had  taken. 
He  must  accept  thankfully  whatever 
suggestions  the  Committee  made,  and 
must  exei^cise  his  own  judgment  as  to  the 
steps  he  would  propose  to  take  in  conse- 
quence of  these  suggestions. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  he  wished  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  a  very  important  matter. 
It  had  reference  to  the  regulations  issued 
by  the  Board  with  regard  to  the  testing 
and  stamping  of  weights  and  measures 
under  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1 889. 
It  was  a  question  which  affected  London, 
Birmingham,  and  other  places  where 
weights  and  measures  were  manufactured. 
Under  the  Act  of  1884  it  was  provided 
that  the  weights  and  measures  should  be 
tested  and  stamped  in  the  district  where 
they  were  used.  Although  weights  and 
measures  might  have  been  tested  and 
stamped  by  authorised  Inspectors  in  the 
districts  where  made,  they  were  rejected 
by  the  Inspectors  of  the  districts  into 
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which  thej  might  be  removed.  The 
result  was  that  the  whole  trade  suffered 
through  the  rejection  of  tested  weights 
and  measures  already  approved  bj  quali- 
fied Inspectors.  It  was  a  source  of  great 
amiojance  and  expense,  and  thousands — 
he  might  say,  tens  of  thousands — suffered 
from  the  loss  thus  entailed.  Especially 
was  the  inconvenience  felt  in  the  case  of 
persons  who  resided  on  the  boundary  of 
two  or  three  localities,  where  the  weights 
and  scales  and  measures  were  made  and 
already  stamped,  and  then  removed  only 
a  short  distance  from  one  district  to 
another.  Although  already  tested  where 
made,  they  were  rejected  by  the  Inspector. 
A  shopkeeper  who  kept  a  certain  number 
of  weighing  machines  in  his  stock  could 
not  sell  those  which  had  been  stamped 
by  one  Inspector  into  a  district  in  which 
another  Inspector  resided.  The  whole 
thing  showed  the  absurdity  of  the  regu- 
lation. This  grievance  had  been  very 
ihuch  aggravated,  especially  by  the  old 
Inspectors  appointed  before  the  Act  of 
1889,  who  declined  to  receive  scales 
tested  and  stamped  in  another  district 
into  their  district,  although  they  were 
perfectly  correct.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  desired  to  direct  atten- 
tion. In  the  Act  of  1889  there  was  a 
definition  of  a  weighing  instrument  or 
weighing  machine,  which  was  intended 
to  apply  to  weighing  machines  fixed  in 
the  ground.  But  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  by  their  definition  of  the 
Act,  had  made  that  provision  apply  to 
every  portable  machine  used  in  a  grocer^s 
shop  or  private  family.  It  should  be 
provided  that  the  weighing  machines 
which  were  required  to  be  stamped  in  the 
locality  should  be  the  weighing  machines 
which  were  fixed  ;  but  when  once  these 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
smaller  machines,  which  were  self-con- 
tained, light,  and  portable,  were  stamped 
and  their  accuracy  vouched  for  by  an 
authorised  Inspector,  then  the  shop- 
keeper should  have  the  right  to  sell 
them,  no  matter  in  what  local  authority 
the  purchaser  might  be.  Very  often  an 
Inspector  refused  to  test  and  stamp  these 
machines,  although  he  had  no  right  to  do 
so.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  did  not 
expect  an  answer  about  this  matter  at 
once  ;  but  he  would  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  take  the  matter 
into  his  consideration  and  see  if  there 
could  not   be  devised  some  means  for 

Mr.  Jesse  Collings 


alleviating  or  remedying  this  matter. 
In  the  matter  of  weights,  apart  from 
scales,  the  difficulty  had  been  met,  and 
they  asked  that  it  should  also  be  possible, 
in  the  case  of  scales,  that  when  they  had 
been  stamped  as  correct  by  an  authorised 
officer  in  one  district  this  test  of  their 
accuracy  should  be  accepted  in  another 
district  instead  of  their  being  required  to 
be  stamped  again.  This  matter  caused 
great  inconvenience,  and  if  some  system 
could  be  adopted  which  would  obviate  it, 
it  would  be  a  relief  not  only  to  merchants 
and  manufacturers  in  Birmingham,  but  to 
thousands  of  dealers  throughout  the 
country. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
remarked  that  the  London  County  Council 
had  insisted  under  bye-la¥rB  d  the  re- 
stamping  of  weighing  machines  made  in 
Birmingham.  This  was  a  great  incon- 
venience, and  he  ventured  to  submit  for 
the  consideration  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  that  bye-law 
was  not,  in  fact,  ultra  vires^  harinff 
regard  to  Section  46  of  the  Weights  and 
Measures  Act,  1878?  That  section 
said — 

'*A  weight  or  measure  duly  stamped  by  an 
Inspector  anderthis  Act  shall  be  a  legal  wcdglit 
or  measure  throughout  the  United  KiiigdoiB« 
unless  found  to  be  false  or  unjust,  and  not  bs 
liable  to  be  re-stamped,  because  used  in  any 
place  other  than  that  in  which  originally 
stamped." 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  is  a  suIh 
sequent  Act,  that  of  1889. 

Mb.  B0USFI£LD  would  invite  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point  oat  in  any 

subsequent  Act  a  provision  over-riding 

the  section   he   had    quoted.     He   must 

confess  that  on  the  face  of  it  the  bye*law 
as  to  re-stamping  seemed  to  be  ultra  vires. 
Apart  from  that  he  ventured  to  submit  to 
the  Board  of  Trad^  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
gravest  inconvenience  to  large  manu* 
facturers  in  Birmingham,  wbo  mann- 
factured  weights  and  scales,  and  got  them 
properly  stamped,  that  they  should  be 
unable  to  sell  their  instruments  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  unless  they  were  re* 
stamped  in  these  other  places.  Surely 
this  was  an  Imperial  matter,  and  should 
not  be  entrusted  to  the  Local  Authorities. 
He  contended  that  the  provision  in  the 
Act  of  1878  was  good  in  principle,  and 
ought  to  be  acted  upon  by  the  Board  of 
Trade. 


\ 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  if  he  had 
received  anj  notice  of  this  qnestion  he 
would  have  provided  himself  with  the 
hje-law  and  the  justification  for  acting 
npon  it.  As  it  was,  he  would  promise 
his  right  hon.  Friend  he  would  look  care- 
foUj  into  the  matter.  He  knew  that  in 
r^ard  to  the  question  of  weights  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  done  what  had  been 
asked  of  them,  so  that  a  weight  which 
had  been  once  stamped  bj  the  proper 
authority  should  be  legal  everywhere. 
At  the  same  time,  there  was  something 
to  be  said  as  to  scales  and  weighing 
machine<i  being  required  to  be  re-stamped. 
A  weighing  machine  might  be  perfectly 
accurate  when  it  was  first  put  up;  but 
there  might  be  something  which  entitled 
the  Local  Authorities  to  see  that  it  was  a 
proper  machine,  and  having  done  so  and 
ascertained  it  was  coxcect  they  put  their 
stamp  upon  it.  He  could  not  go  further 
than  give  the  assurance  that  he  would 
make  inquiry  into  the  matter  at  once. 
The  Boaixl  of  Trade,  so  far  from  desiriog 
to  hamper  the  traders  of  Birmingham  or 
any  other  place,  were  desirous  of  doing 
ail  they  could  to  facilitate  trade  and 
traders  in  every  possible  way ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  consumer  had  to  be 
protected,  and  the  accuracy  of  the  weigh- 
ing machines  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLIN6S  said,  it  was 
not  from  want  of  courtesy  that  he  did  not 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  notice  ;  but 
he  did  not  want  him  to  give  an  off-hand 
answer  at  the  present  moment,  but  to 
give  the  matter  full  consideration.  When 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  spoke  of 
weighing  machines,  he  must  understand 
that  there  were  thousands  of  articles 
technically  known  as  weighing  machines 
which  were  little  things  to  weigh  4  lbs., 
7  lbs.,  and  1 4  lbs.,  and  other  balances  for 
precisely  the  same  purpose,  that  were 
called  scales  and  not  machines.  Through 
their  being  described  as  weighing 
tnachines  they  were  confounded  with 
those  large  machines  used  at  railway 
stations  and  other  places.  The  two 
should  be  kept  distinct,  and  if  these 
small  portable  articles  had  been  once 
properly  stamped  they  should  not  require 
i^*stamping  when  sent  to  another  dis- 
trict, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  intimated  that  he 
should  be  glad  to  discuss  the  whole 
n^atter  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 


the  Board  of  Trade,  and  no  doubt  they 
would  be  able  to  arrive  at  some  satis- 
factory conclusion. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
the  very  unsatisfactory  way  in  which 
the  cost  of  inspecting  weights  and  scales 
was  treated.  In  Wiltshire,  a  few  years 
ago,  the  inspection  of  weights  and 
measures  cost  £150  a  year,  of  which 
£50  was  returned  in  fees.  Since  the 
passing  of  the  County  Councils  Act, 
emanating,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  from  his 
side  of  the  House,  the  cost  had  in- 
creased to  £1,200  a  year,  although  there 
was  no  more  inspection,  and  the  work 
was  no  better  done  than  before.  He  did 
not  know  whether  this  matter  came 
within  the  purview  of  the  right  hon. 
.  Grentleman ;  but  if  it  did,  and  he  would 
take  action,  he  might  earn  eternal  glory 
by  reducing  from  £1,200  to  £100  the 
cost  of  the  inspection  of  weights  and 
measures  in  the  County  of  Wiltshire. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  present  depression  of  trade 
and  the  increasing  want  of  employment 
in  almost  every  industry  throughout  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  right  Hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  inform  the  Committee 
what  measures  he  had  taken  or  intended 
to  take  to  mitigate  the  enormous  suffer- 
ing which  was  entailed  upon  industrial 
workers  in  almost  every  district  of 
the  country  by  the  present  state  of 
affairs.  He  was  aware  that  it  was 
not  easy  to  find  remedies,  but  he  thought 
the  country  would  be  glad  to  hear  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  lips  that  the 
matter  was  engaging  his  most  earnest 
attention,  and  possibly  it  would  be  able 
to  derive  from  his  reply  to  his  (Colonel 
Vincent's)  observations  some  idea  of  the 
line  which  he  proposed  to  take  in  this 
matter.  He  proposed  very  briefly  to  call 
attention  to  what  was  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs,  and  he  could  do  so  in  a 
very  simple  manner  indeed  by  a  paper 
which  he  held  in  his  hands — namely,  a 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  delivered  the 
other  day.  The  President  of  the 
Chamber  took  the  opinion  of  60  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  were,  in  his 
judgment,  best  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion. 
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The  chairman,  interrupting, 
asked  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  how 
he  thought  this  was  a  matter  within  the 
cognisance  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Cqlonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said,  the  whole  trade  of  the  country,  as 
he  understood,  was  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  was  the  Board 
of  Trade  who  issued  Trade  and  Navi- 
gation Reports,  and  who  issued  The 
Labour  Gazette. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  would 
not  be  in  Order ;  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  bring  the  matter  home  to  some 
administrative  act  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man ;  but  if  he  was  only  to  ask  what 
measures  he  (Mr.  Mundella)  woul4  take 
to  mitigate  the  sufferings  of  the  people, 
he  would  say  that  was  entirely  a  matter 
for  the  Local  Government  Board.  It 
was  true  thai  Reports  as  to  trade  were 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  but  that 
Board  had  no  control  over  trade. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said,  to  put  himself  in  Order  he  would 
move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £50,  so 
that  he  could  call  attention  to  the  action, 
or  rather  the  inaction,  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  not  introducing  some  measure 
into  the  House  which  would  enable— 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  would  be 
out  of  Order ;  you  cannot  make  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  liable 
for  his  action  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  subject  must  distinctly  refer 
to  his  administrative  action,  and  must 
be  brought  home  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  reference  to  some 
action  he  had  done. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said,  that  on  the  subject  of  imposing  a 
mark  of  origin  on  foreign  goods  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
received  a  deputation  from  all  parts  of 
the  country  ;  and  if  he  did  so  it  was  to  be 
assumed  that  that  was  a  matter  which 
was  within  the  cognisance  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

""Mr.  mundella  said,  he  received 
the  deputation  because  they  wished  to 
ask  his  support  to  a  certain  Bill ;  he  did 
not  see,  however,  that  that  came  under 
the  Vote  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
said  this  was  a  Vote  for  the  Board  of 


Trade,  and  if  the  President  of  that 
Board  received  a  deputation  upon  this 
subject  he  should  have  thought  it  was  a 
matter  within  the  cognisance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  otherwise  he  would 
have  declined  to  receive  the  deputatioD. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  raised  ob- 
jection to  this  matter,  he  would  confine 
himself  to  asking  him  what  steps,  if  any, 
he  intended  to  take  as  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  mitigate  the  suffering 
that  now  existed  in  almost  every  indastrj 
in  the  country  by  the  want  of  employ- 
ment  at  the  present  time  and  the 
enormous  decline  in  exports  during  the 
past  six  or  eight  months.  He  would  caQ 
attention  to  the  Report  of  the  Labonr 
Correspondent  at  Sheffield,  which  said^ 

**  Large  nombers  of  workmen  have  not  more 
than  two  to  four  days*  work  per  week  in  many 
cases  at  reduced  prices." 

That  was  the  Report  sent  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  by  the  Labour  Corre- 
spondent in  his  own  constituency,  and  it 
showed  the  condition  of  labour  within 
his  own  constituency.  He  (Colonel  H. 
Vincent)  contented  himself  by  asking 
what  steps,  if  any,  he  intended  to  take 
to  mitigate  this  state  of  affairs. 

•Mr.  mundella  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  him  what  steps  he  intended 
to  take  to  mitigate  the  present  state  of 
affairs  ?  He  wished  it  was  in  his  power 
to  do  something  in  the  direction  either  of 
mitigating  the  distress  that  existed,  or 
facilitating  exports  ;  but  he  could  not  see 
how  the  Board  of  Trade  could  do  any- 
thing. He  was  only  sorry  that  such  a 
state  of  matters  should  exist.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  seemed  to  blame  the 
Government,  because  the  exports  had 
been  lower  during  the  last  six  months 
than  previously.  Was  the  hon.  Member 
aware  how  largely  these  exports  had 
diminished  since  1890  ?  There  was  a 
great  fall  in  exports  in  1891,  and  in  the 
first  eight  months  of  the  year  1892  there 
was  a  further  decline.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  hold  this  and  the  late  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  that  fall  in  the 
exports  ?  If  so,  whenever  there  was  a 
rise  in  the  exports,  it  would  be  due  to 
the  Government,  and  whenever  there 
was  a  fall  it  would  be  due  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  so  that  this  very  varying  bulk  of 
exports  from  month  to  month  would 
depend  in  some  way  or  other  upon  the 
action  of  the  Government. 
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Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
Hear,  hear ! 

♦Mr.  MUNDELLA  was  really  as- 
tonished at  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man. He  could  not  have  believed  that 
he  conld  have  cheered  the  statement  that 
the  rise  and  fall  of  exports  depended 
npon  the  act  of  the  Government,  or  some 
Department  of  the  Government.  It 
woold  not  be  fair  to  hold  Lord  Salisbury's 
Government  responsible  for  the  decline 
in  1891. 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
There  was  great  prosperity  in  1890. 
•Mr.   MUNDELLA:    Well,  then,   if 
they  could  create  prosperity  in  1890,  and 
prevent  a  great  decline  in  1891,  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  was  still  more 
reprehensible.      If  they   had   power  to 
create  prosperity,  they  must  be  blamed 
when  they  ceased  to  create  that  prosperity 
and  aUowed  it  to  decline.     He  did  not 
think  his  hon.  Friend  could  intend  to  deal 
with  this   matter  seriously.      He   must 
know  the  reason  why  there  had  been  a 
fall  in  the  exports.     For  the  last  month 
the  exports   were  better,  he   confessed, 
than  evcQ  he  expected.     The  reason  for 
the  fall    in   the   exports   was   that   oiu: 
customers   had   been   in   great  financial 
difficulties  all  over  the  world.     They  had 
not  had  the  money,  and  therefore  could 
not  buy.     Let  him  point  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  what  had  happened  in  the  last 
two  or  three  years.     He  knew  the  state 
of  things   that   had    existed   in    South 
Anoerica — ^great  financial  difficulties,  sus- 
pension of  payments,  and  almost  national 
bankruptcy.     Only  in  the  papers  of  this 
morning  they  read  of  banks  failing,  mills 
closing,  and  numbers  of  workmen  being 
thrown  out  of  employment  in  the  United 
States.     He  supposed  the  Government 
was  not  responsible  for  that.     There  was 
great  distress   everywhere,  and  he  was 
sorry  for  it,  and  he  was  afraid  it  would 
be  some  time  before  we  entirely  recovered. 
He  would  go  further  ;  look  at  some  of 
our  richest   Colonies.      What   was    the 
state  of  Australasia  at  the  present  time  ? 
Banks  had  been  embarrassed,  and  there 
had  been  distress  all  round.     He  did  not 
know  whether  his  hon.  Friend  regretted 
the  fall  of  imports,    because   he   (Mr. 
Mundella)      knew      that      when      the 
imports  were  higher  than  now,  his  hon. 
Friend's  complaint  was  with  reference  to 
the  vast  amount  of  imports.      His  com- 
ibiat  now  was  that  in  recent  years  there 


had  been  a  falling-off  in  imports  and 
exports.  Of  course,  if  there  was  a 
falling-off  in  exports  and  imports,  the 
cost  of  imports  paid  for  the  exports 

*Th£  chairman  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  this  only  concerned  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

•Mr.  mundella  said,  he  was  very 
much  obliged  to  the  Chairman ;  but  he 
did  not  think  this  question  was  altogether 
in  Order.  His  only  desire  was  not  to 
treat  his  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  with 
discourtesy.  That  was  the  reason  he  gave 
him  an  answer  about  the  fall  in  exports, 
though  he  really  thought  it  did  not  fall 
under  the  Vote  on  Account. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
wished  to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  in  communication  with  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
upon  the  subject  of  decreasing  the  num- 
ber of  unemployed  as  recorded  in  the  Re* 
ports  of  his  own  Labour  Department. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  not ; 
but  he  was  quite  sure  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  do 
his  duty  in  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Mun- 
della) stated  in  answer  to  a  question  this 
afternoon  that  the  Labour  Department 
had  now  a  Report  in  an  advanced  state 
of  preparation,  which  dealt  with  the 
whole  subject  of  unemployed  labour,  and 
the  various  agencies  in  operation  for 
finding  work  or  other  relief,  municipal  or 
otherivise 

•Mr.  J.'  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  a 
few  matters  in  connection  with  the  Board 
of  Trade  Department ;  but,  as  they  could 
not  probably  be  so  conveniently  raised  on 
the  Vote  on  Account,  as  they  were  Depart- 
mental details,  he  would  postpone  them 
until  the  Votes  were  taken  in  their  pro- 
per order.  When  that  time  came  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
not  be  able  to  say  that  he  had  got  no 
notice  of  the  questions.  He,  therefore, 
l^gg^  to  gi^c  notice  that  when  the  Vote 
was  taken  in  the  ordinary  course  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  appointment 
of  Labour  Correspondents,  and  the 
almost  entirely  one-sided  political  com- 
plexion worn  by  these  persons^  and  he 
would  further  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  experiment  in  journalism 
embarked  in  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  and  also  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  overhaul  the 
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Report  of  the  CommissioD  on  Saving 
Life  at  Sea  by  meane  of  electrical  com- 
munication with  light  vessels.  He  made 
those  few  remarks  now,  in  order  that  it 
might  not  be  said  when  the  subjects  came 
on  regularlv  that  he  had  not  given  notice. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
whether  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  tell  the  Committee  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Grovernment  with  reference 
to  the  importation  of  pauper  aliens.  These 
unsavoury  foreignerswere  shipped  from  the 
Continent  and  landed  at  Tilbury  amongst 
his  constituents,  and  coming  to  London 
they  depressed  wages  and  swam[>ed  the 
market.  If  they  were  landed  at  Castle 
Gardens,  at  the  othersideof  the  Atlantic, 
they  would  not  be  allowed  to  proceed 
further  ;  and  he,  therefore,  failed  to  see 
why  they  sheold  be  allowed  to  land  at 
Tilbury,  and  thence  wander  where  they 
pleased  over  the  country. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  do  not  think 
that  matter  arises  on  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  was 
another  of  the  subjects  to  which  he  would 
draw  attention  when  the  regular  Vote 
came  on. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  question  on  a  matter  to  which 
he  had  on  several  occasions  endeavoured 
to  draw  his  attention.  That  was  the 
rules  of  the  road  at  sea.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  no  doubt  aware  that 
while  the  loss  at  sea  from  shipwrecks  had 
decreased  the  loss  from  collisions  at  sea 
had  increased  ;  and  his  apprehension  was 
that  the  adoption  of  the  new  rules  of  the 
road  at  sea,  which  were  framed  at  the 
Washington  Conference,  would  still 
further  increase  the  danger  of  collisions. 
He  had  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  and  again  for  an 
opportunity  for  considering  these  rules; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
seem  to  think  the  matter  of  any  import- 
ance, for  whenever  the  question  was  re- 
ferred to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — if 
he  might  use  a  nautical  expression  on  a 
nautical  subject — ''tops  his  boom  and  pays 
us  with  his  main-sheet.**  He  most  solemnly 
and  seriously  warned  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  consequences  would 
be  most  serious  if  he  imposed  these  new 
rules  of  the  road  on  British  seamen  with- 
out allowing  one  word  of  discussion  on 
them  in  the  House,  or  paying  attention 
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to  the    protests    of   seamen  pilots  and 
shipowners.     The    matter  had  becoioe 
of  extremely  pressing  importance  with- 
in the  last  few  days,  because  they  hsMl 
been     told     by    an    Admiral    speaking 
judicially  as  President  of  a  Court  thwLt 
when     the     Fleet     was     engaged     io 
manoeuvres  the  rules  of  the  road  did  not 
apply.      He   put  it  to  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  what  was  going  to  happen — 
what  were  sailors  to^do  when  they  met 
the  Fleet  ?     Supposing  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  himself  was  at  sea  in  heavy 
weather,    close   hauled  and  clawing  to 
windward,  and  saw  a  Fleet  bearing  down 
at  14  knots  on  his  weather  bow.     What 
would  he  do  ?     Would  he  put  his  helm 
up  ?     Would  he  put  his  helm  down  ? 
Or  would  he  half -horse  his  foresail,  let 
her  come  to  the  wind  and  sing  a  little 
hymn  while  the  Fleet  sunk  him  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  suppose  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wanted  was  the  oppor- 
tunity to  let  off  his  humorous  speech,  and 
he  has  got  it.  I  may  tell  hun  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Fleet,  and  as  for 
the  rules  of  the  road,  the  matter  has  been 
referred  to  a  Committee,  consisting  of  the 
best  and  ablest  navigators,  as  well  as  Ad- 
miralty lawyers  in  the  country,  who  will 
hear  every  objection  to  the  rules,  consider 
these  objections  with  the  greatest  care, 
and  report  the  result  to  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  did 
not  know  there  was  such  a  Committee 
sitting.  If  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
had  told  him  some  time  ago  that  there 
was  such  a  Committee  it  would  have 
greatly  relieved  his  anxiety.  He  trusted 
they  would  have  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  time  to  save  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  salary. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R^ 
Holdemess)  said,  the  rules  of  the  road 
had  been  adopted  by  International  agree- 
ment at  a  Conference  held  at  Washing- 
ton. Supposing  the  Committee— -of 
which  he,  like  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn,  had  not  heard 
before— reported  adversely  to  the  con- 
clusions arrived  at  at  Washington,  what 
would  happen  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  general 
principles  were  arrived  at  by  the  Con- 
ference at  Washington.  Upon  thoce 
principles  the  rules  were  drawn.  The 
rules  were  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  then  referred  to  this  Com- 
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mittee,  who  will  hear  opinione  from  all 
quarters,  collect  the  suggestions  laid 
before  them,  and  report  to  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Commander  BETHELL  asked  whe- 
ther the  other  Powers  which  had  taken 
part  in  the  Conference  were  agreeahle  to 
this  reconsideration  of  the  rules  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  will  be 
no  reconsideration  of  the  rules.  There 
will  be  a  reconsideration  of  the  regula- 
tions for  carrying  out  the  rules.  I  shall 
be  happj  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
exact  Order  of  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  said, 
he  understood  that  the  rules  of  the  road 
at  sea  were  settled  by  an  International 
Conference  at  Washington.  Now  there 
was  a  Committee  appointed  to  revise  these 
rales  and  alter  them  if  necessary.  If  the 
Committee  did  think  it  necessary  to  alter 
the  rules,  would  the  other  members  of 
the  International  Conference  accept  the 
decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and,  if 
not,  would  another  International  Con- 
ference have  to  be  held  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  not  so. 
Certain  broad  principles  were  laid  down 
at  the  Maritime  Conference,  and  on  these 
the  rules  were  framed.  The  Committee 
is  to  consider  suggestions  made  in  refer- 
ence to  these  rules.  So  far  we  have 
been  acting  in  consort  with  all  the 
Powers. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  the  Maritime  Conference 
agreed  only  to  the  principles.  They 
worked  out  the  rules  themselves ;  dis- 
cussed every  word  of  the  rules,  and  laid 
down  the  rules  themselves  with  the 
utmost  nicety.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  entirely  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion. He  held  that  it  was  absolutely  un- 
necessary to  have  this  Conference.  The 
usual  result  had  followed.  The  Confer- 
ence had  made  a  muddle  of  maritime 
affairs  which  they  did  not  understand. 
The  right  hon^  Gentleman  had  said  that 
objections  were  to  be  entertained  by  the 
Committee.  If  that  were  so,  and  if 
proper  weight  were  given  to  the  repre- 
sentations laid  before  the  Committee,  he 
would  be  delighted.  The  Committee 
would  then  be  in  a  position  of  throwing 
over  the  Maritime  Conference  at  Wash- 
ington, and  probably  there  would  then 
be  another  Maritime  Conference  to  throw 
them  over. 

VOL.  XV.    [fourth  series.] 


Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  may  say  that 
the  Committee  was  appointed  by  my 
predecessor. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will 
not  be  surprised  that  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  before  the  House  the 
continued  prohibition  of  the  importation 
of  live  cattle  from  Canada.  He  knows 
that  there  is  widespread  dissatisfaction, 
and  active  agitation  in  Scotland  against . 
that  prohibition.  When  in  November 
last  he  issued  what  is  known  as  the 
Slaughtering  Order,  it  was  regarded  as  a 
very  strong  step  made  on  very  weak 
grounds.  At  that  time  Scottish  agricul- 
turists and  Scottish  veterinaries  unani- 
mously disputed  the  existence  of  in- 
fectious pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  Mouk- 
seaton  and  Hurona  cases.  That  there 
were  some  cases  of  pleuro  was  admitted, 
but  it  was  not  admitted  that  it  was  pleuro 
of  an  infectious  type.  The  operation  of 
the  Slaughtering  Order  was  postponed  to 
admit  of  the  cattle  then  shipped  or 
about  to  be  shipped  from  CanacUi  being 
landed.  Fourteen  thousand  Canadian 
cattle  were  so  landed  before  the  end  of 
the  year,  and  not  a  single  case  of  pleuro 
was  found  in  them,  showing  that  at  the 
end  of  the  season  Canada  was  perfectly 
free  from  pleuro  ;  and  those  14,000  were 
dispersed  all  over  the  country  without 
spreading  infection.  Early  this  year, 
soon  after  Parliament  met,  a  very  large 
deputation  of  Scottish  agriculturists  and 
others  interested  from  different  counties 
and  districts  in  Scotland  waited  on  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
and  strongly  urged  ^  the  revocation 
of  the  November  Order  on  the 
grounds  that  both  Canada  and  Scot- 
land were  free  from  pleuro,  and  that 
it  would  be  a  serious  injury  to  both 
countries  if  the  Order  were  maintained. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  de- 
clined to  withdraw  the  Order.  He  stated 
his  intention  to  establish  for  a  proba- 
tionary period  a  system  of  examining  the 
lungs  of  the  cattle  slaughtered  at  the 
port  of  debarkation,  and  expressed  a  hope 
that  this  would  justify  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Order.  There  was  some  dubiety  as 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  expres- 
sions. The  probationary  period  was  very 
protracted.  Then  there  was  a  rumour 
that  some  suspicious  lungs  had  been  de- 
tected ;  and,  finally,  it  was  declared  that 
one  lung  had  all  the  symptoms  of  con- 
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tagious  pleiiro  ;  that  the  special  exami- 
nations would  be  discontinued  ;  and  that 
the  Slaughtering^  Order  in  the  meantime 
must  be  upheld.    Aa  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  aware,  this  has  caused  great 
agitation   in    Scotland.      Another    large 
deptitation   has   waited   upon   him,   and 
large  meetings  of  farmers,  cattle-dealers, 
and  others  have  been  held  in  Arbroath, 
Brechin,  Montrose,  Laurencekirk,  Aber- 
deen, and  Dundee,  and  others  are  to  be 
held  within  the  next  few  days  within  the 
Counties  of  Perth  and  Fife.     The  reason 
for  holding  these  meetings  is  that  unless 
the  Order   for  the   slaughtering    of   all 
Canadian  cattle  at  the  ports  of  debarka- 
tion is  promptly  revoked,  it  will  be  fatal 
to  the  most  important  branch  of  the  im- 
portations— that  of  young  cattle  for  feed- 
ing purposes — 'for  the  remainder  of  the 
present  year,  as  the  season  for  shipments 
from  Montreal  closes  early  in  November. 
In  the  early  part  of  the  season  the  cattle 
brought    are  almost  entirely  fat  cattle, 
and  the  principal  harm  done  so  far  has  been 
in  depressing  the  markets,  more  particu- 
larly in  Glasgow,  by  killing  meat  in  large 
quantities  when  not  required.    From  this 
time  forward,  however,  when  the  young 
cattle  from  Canada  are  desired,  and  would 
be  welcomed  by  our  Scottish  farmers  as 
the  healthiest  and  most  profitable  cattle 
they  can  put  into  their  fields  and  byres, 
they  are  to  be  prevented  obtaining  them. 
And  what  is  the  pretext  ? — the  fear  of 
importing    infectious    pleuro-pneumonia. 
If  I  thought  that  fear  was  well-grounded, 
I  should  not  utter  a  word  of  complaint. 
Do  not  let  it  be  supposed  that  anyone, 
and,  least  of  all,  the  intelligent  farmers 
of  Scotland,  desire  anything  that  would 
facilitate  the  introduction  of  such  a  scourge 
to  their  fields  and  steadings.  Such  a  pesti- 
lence as   infectious   pleuro   is   too   well 
known  to  them.     Of  all  men,  they  have 
the    greatest  interest   in   keeping   their 
herds  and  their  byres  healthy.     They  are 
the  last  to  wish  the  business  on  which 
they  80  much  depend  for  their  livelihood 
to  be  hnperiUed  or  destroyed  ;  but  they 
do  not  believe  that  any  real  case  of  in- 
fectious pleuro  has  been  imported  from 
Canada.    There  were  two  supposed  cases 
last   autumn,  and    there   has   been   this 
year  this  single  supposed  case  from  the 
La  Me  Winnipeg,     But  Scottish  farmers, 
supported  by  several  of  the  most  eminent 
veterinary    experts    in    Scotland — than 
whont  none  stand  higher  in  veterinary 
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science  and  experience— do  not  believe 
that  these  were  infectious  cases  at  all. 
There  are  in  animals,  as  in  men,  diseases 
and  diseases.  There  are  diseases  which 
have  very  similar  symptoms,  but  which 
are  essentially  different  in  their  nature. 
There  are  endemic  and  epidemic,  doq- 
infectious  and  infectious  disorders,  and, 
judging  merely  from  post-mortem  ex- 
aminations, it  is  sometimes  difficult 
to  detect  the  one  from  the  other. 
Now,  the  prevailing — I  may  say 
the  universal — view  in  Scotland  is 
t.hat  not  one  of  the  cases  in  these 
Canadian  cattle  has  been  a  genuine  case 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  contagiosa,  and  I 
will  briefly  state  the  reasons  for  holding 
that  view.  From  the  beginning  distin- 
guished Scotch  veterinary  surgeons  have 
declared  that  microscopic  examinations 
of  the  lungs  have  shown  the  character- 
istics of  the  disease  to  be  those  not  of 
contagious  pleuro,  but  of  broncho-pleuro 
or  "  cornstalk  disease,"  which  is  neither 
infectious  nor  contagious,  and  they  quote 
the  authority  of  M.  Nocard,  the  cele- 
brated French  veterinary,  in  support  of 
their  positive  statements.  Second,  there 
is  no  infectious  pleuro  in  Canada  ;  the 
Dominion  is  singularly  free  from  it,  and 
on  the  principle  ex  nihilo  nihil  Jit  infec- 
tious pleiu-o  cannot  come  from  a  country 
where  there  is  no  infection. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  What  is  the  autho- 
rity for  that  statement  ? 

•Sir  J.  LENG  :  The  authority  for  that 
statement  is  the  High  Commissioner  for 
Canada.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  a 
statement  made  by  him  lately,  says — 

"  It  did  occur  in  the  quarantine  grounds  at 
Quebec  once  ;  but  Canada  attaches  so  much 
importance  to  the  necessity  of  being  free  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  that  they  slaughtered  the 
whole  of  the  large  and  valuable  herd  of  blood 
stock  there  at  the  time— a  herd  of  the  most 
costly  character,  numbering  over  100 — and  aJl 
the  animals  in  the  quarantine  station  were 
slaughtered,  and  all  tho  animals  for  five  miles 
aromid  it  were  slaughtered*'* 

That  is  an  illustration  of  their  determi- 
nation to  exterminate  pleuro-pneumonia 
if  it  appeared  in  the  colony.  But  that 
was  the  only  time  it  did  exist  in  Canada, 
and  it  never  got  beyond  the  quarantine 
station.  I  know  it  is  insinuated  that 
cases  of  infectious  pleuro  may  dribble 
into  Canada  from  the  United  States ;  but 
the  Canadians,  to  prevent  this^  have 
established  and  carefully  enforced  a 
quarantine  of    90  days    for  all    cattle 
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<»nuDg  frm  tike  St«fi^      It  »  a  iwaiar  ]  in  tke  m-rtrds  <^  x>^  r^t^^xkm.  ^i$ifmii  *t 


<^  the  greueet  »aif  mt  to  pn»liact  «ad 
preserve  diear  iKume^-larDd  eanle  frovn 
infection,  and  ther  have  soeoeedetd.  Sir 
Charles  Tapper  a»r« — 

**  We  omsdres  bad  Tctermarr  soi^poons — ^for 
nobodr  vas  more  iiitereisi«<d  la  a  wi^  and  jttst 
eolation  of  the  questioD  thaa  the  Govemment 
<rf  Canada— we  had  tboee  ex|>erts  sent  all  oxvr 
the  country.  The  oolonT  was  !«earched  from 
end  to  end,  the  districts  from  which  those  cattle 
cune  was  spedallr  inrestigateil.  and  not  a 
trace  of  plearo-pneamonia  was  found  in  the 
whole  colon  J,  simply  because  it  did  not  exist 
there." 

According  to  the  testimony  of  all  who 
have  purchased  joung  Canadian  stores, 
as  well  as  of  the  batchers  who  have  killed 
the  fat  cattle,  they  are  the  healthiest  that 
come  into  the  market,  the  most  free  from 
all  kinds  of  ailments.  It  would  he  very 
desirable  for  this  reasou  to  have  them  to 
improve  our  own  breeds.  The  history 
of  the  animal  brought  by  the  Lake 
Winnipeg y  whose  case  decided  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  to  contioue  the  Slaughter- 
ing Order,  is  well  known.  It  did  not 
«ome  from  the  United  States.  It  came 
from  Pilot  Mount,  Manitoba.  It  came  a 
distance  of  1,500  miles,  along  with  250 
others,  closely  packed  in  railway  trucks, 
to  Montreal.  Then  it  came  between 
2,000  and  3,000  miles  across  the  Atlantic 
in  a  steamer  to  this  country  in  close  con- 
tact again  with  otbem,  ander  conditions 
most  favomable  to  the  propagation  of 
infection  if  it  had  existed.  If  this 
animal  had  had  iafeefi#>i]s  plenro,  it  must 


"  Afjaiwrt  the  ^st-mt^niRiMft^v  <4  \h^  te«*rw*i!y)>w« 
<m  the  i»|>.vrt»t*vn  <i  <iatti^fro(m  <1aY»ih4*tv  beiYij? 
<^  offlnk«  that  iteithof  ^-a*  th^r  twnv«rti1tM\  »k%h- 
is  their  oMUinnjmoe  >«%w»niiM  hy  th^  vstv^wi- 
stanoes  id  x\»  <ww»cw'0«  iHw^th^y'vwi^l^n.^^^ 
«*  it  has  n»H  ^iwm  ^>^>xietl  tW  <^^tth^nt^^w^ 
pleui\v|>m'nmtMiiia  Iva*  ^^\^  <^xiM^l  \y\  \\whM, 
kV[  bwn  (xHii^  tn  this  <\Htttfty  m  \«kW^  \i^<!^ 
communicat^Hi  hy  t^inadW  AnfmaU  t  ^\v^^>^ 
thcix»fV>n.\  a  jjroat  tnjtt»tic«  ban  Iwett  A\SM  b> 
Canada  And  ti»o  iij7r(ou)(imM»  ami  ^t^^wil  \»m- 
munity  of  thi*<»untry  by  tbo  itvjnrtoww  attd  ww- 
cane<l-fi>r  int^iforcnw  ^ffh  An  imfiniHant  m\A 
growing  Industry^  vitally  a«^tln|j  the  mi»at 
supply  of  the  country ;  that  the  eflfect  of  thtpH«e 
restrictiouH,  if  umhitttineil,  will  be  b)  iUiM^f^w* 
insteail  of  dlniinlnh  tlit*  risk  of  the  dtnitemi- 
nation  of  dtwaw  throujrh  the  exelMniott  t»f 
Canadian  cattle,  which  nre  the  heaUhiefit  thnf 
can  bo  imiwrtotl ;  and  that  the  Interest  of 
Canada  and  of  thin  country  demand  that  the^e 
restrictions  nhnu Id  be  rtt  once  rottuire«l*  uttd  ft^e 
entry  and  <li«tribiition  alive  thnm^nottf  the 
oountry  again  allowo<l  to  oat  tie  from  Canada/* 

Coming  now  to  tiio  qtipstlon,  what  ought 
to  bo  dono  ?  I  rooognlso  thai  IIip  Hoatd 
of  Agricnltnro  Is  tho  oroattiro  of  HfattHe^ 
and  that  its  procodurn  Is  M^gnlatnd  by 
Statute.  The  Act  of  PftfHanimit  wlilcli 
governs  it  in  this  rnganl  Is  41  ft  43 
Vict.,  c.  74,  and  tho  Fifth  Hnhmlitlp  *rf 
that  Act  declares  that  "foreign  anlMmls" 
—defined  to  l;e  all  animals  cfTmlng  fttftn 
a  country  out  of  the  Unjf^l  li\tm\mt\ — 
are  to  be  lander]  fmlr  at  a  part  of  a  pori 
defined  by  Ord^  in  iUntutn\^  nm\  "«f« 
not  to  be  roorerl  alfve  tmi  of  thft  whntt,'^ 
The  rule  is,  thereforfi,  that  all  afrlmals 


have  infected  tiiose  with  which  it  was  in  I  imported  from  al>roa/I  nhall  fi^  sIsrr^hf^rM, 
contact  in  the  train  or  in  the  steamer.  It  ;  Cp  to  last  year  Canadian  rmHh  hnA  nrioU 
is  contrary  to  ail  experience  that  there  |  an  excellent  chanwt^  that  th^y  w^/^  ft- 
should  be  a  solitarr  eaue  like  that  said  to  <^epted  from  the  mie  ;  hot  in  }fo^fxmf*f^T 
have  come  ex  the  LnAe  fftmrnipeg.  An  last,  a:^  already  explained,  the  (*x^>pf km 
infectious  disease  w  known  by  its  spread-  •  was  revoked,  and  they  ^ame  nnd^  th^ 
ing  infeetioou  LOk  vMail-pox,  it  cannot  ^^oounoa  prohibttioA,  aad  are  not  ntlowM 
be  hidden.  I>>  what  yoa  may,  it  will  •*!»  he  m^wed  aliv<»  ont  of  th^  whwrf."* 
spread  and  ouike  Ici«elf  kxMVwUy  bat  it  has  Ic  :s  againsc  this  nhat  the  farm^r-t  and 
not  spread  in  Canada,  or  in  xh\»  coontry.  dealers  la  ^ientlaoil,  oh  .^tate^i  in  f  ho 
According  to  du»  Pr*»sidenc  of  the  Board  rhird  resolncion  of  fheir  nrieetinsf  at 
of  Agriculture*  die  w.-ixtM  ^in^liMn  liaa    I>radee,  pmci«rt — 

not  been  so  fo»  frnm  li-ea»e  for  many  -  b^q^  ^^  opinion,  !in*t,  ^hat  ^h^  ;mD^t^>o 
years  as  it  is  ao«r,  Atttmns^  14,()<)<)  .md  .?onnnnanre  rf  ^lie  PF!»tr>tirvn«  jr**T*»  in^ 
Canadian  eaoie   w**rf»    ii*nerwid  ail  over    'jnrirpir '«  '!"•-  mij*fak*m  a«n*i  \mnt»9\  tiaffiK^** 

'  Ubt  tt^arse   if  umrptlnre  of  "he,  TP^tnixsHry  ^U 

ngatiiins*  an*  ^^fuivicXjpni  in  ■^ff*TPt  *?wi  atr*"  ^\f^ 

3«ij;rrt  )f  .ijinciilture  j*  jinrfiraJU' .f>^  i*,>^vi#.»tr 
•7ir  'he  Tine  Tfsnit  ?hm1  »  ^^  'he.  <^^nfH^*n^ 
'3wfeai»es  .  AmmaUt  .U-t  t  .«  \yrf\r\t\M  'hM;  h*; 
3iianl  -Ouul  Ailnw  rtie  'japftrtation  •  >f  '^a»t-l**  frr^m 
;HiT  oonntrv  1  x  :m  i^i«ll«ct    hs*  'h«»  3»n  rx? 

3  ti  i 


the  country  jmc  jnriimn  after  rhe 
restrictions  w^ri*  .-Iri-f  ;»nnonnc^l,  and 
although  the  ino^  ■>/  i-;,*V)l>  f  ana»iian 
cattle  have  )w^n  n«TVHnfKl  rhis  year, 
those  of  only  o«ie  vmnml  ,iav*?  Vpu  ''oo- 
<lemned  formpprvNM  >*.»^!r.).  Tbi^  part 
of  the  eaae  laar    -   ViW*-  wmmetl'  jd 
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that  only  some  few  weeks  before  he  had  oon- 
demned  Knight  Templar  on  the  groond  of  being 
affected  with  hereditary  unsonndnem ;  and  it 
was  also  proved  up  to  the  hilt  within  a  we^ 
of  the  show  that  Cedric  the  Saxon  was  perfectly 
free  from  any  hereditary  unsoundness.  You  may 
also  remember  that  a  section  of  the  famoos 
«  Deptford  lung/  which  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture Inspectors  in  1891  condemned  as  being 
alBfected  with  pleuro,  was  secured  by  Prindpfll 
Williams,  of  the  New  Veterinary  College,  Edin- 
burgh, who  pronounced  it  a  case  of  non-con- 
tagious broncnial  pneumonia,  and  his  diagnoaia 
was  confirmed  by  M.  Nocaid,  who  is  leading 
Teterinarian  of  France.  The  case  of  Texas  ferer 
referred  to  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  his  recent 
speech  to  the  Scottish  deputation  famishes 
another  proof  of  the  notorious  fact  that  the 
Boaxd  of  Agriculture  Inspectors  are  fiar  from 
being  reliable." 


done  so  as  to  afford  reasonable  security  against 
the  importation  therefrom  of  diseased  animals, 
while  it  does  not  prescribe  any  particular  means 
by  which  the  Board  is  satisfied,  the  decisions  in 
regard  to  suspected  cases  of  infectious  or  con- 
tagious diseases  should  not,  as  hitherto,  rest 
solely  with  the  Board's  present  veterinary 
advisers  withoat  the  right  of  appeal,  but  that 
the  President  should  avail  himself  of  the  best 
skill  and  advice  to  be  had  either  in  this  or  other 
countries." 

There  is  undoubtedly  a  strong  feeling 
that,  however  able  and  experienced  the 
Departmental  advisers  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  may  be,  he  has  placed  him- 
self too  much  under  their  control,  is  too 
subservient  to  their  opinions,  and  has  not 
sufficiently  exercised  his  own  independent 
judgment.  It  is  proverbial  that  doctors 
differ  as  much  as  others.  There  are 
two  sets  of  opinions  held  by  two  sets 
of  veterinaries  with  respect  to  these 
cases  of  pleuro  ;  but  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  has  shut  his  eyes 
and  closed  his  ears  to  all  but  one  set — 
those  held  by  his  own  subordinates.  In 
serious  cases  of  life  and  death  in  the 
human  subject  the  most  eminent  physi- 
cians and  surgeons  are  glad  to  meet 
others  in  consultation.  The  question 
before  us  involves  the  life  or  death  of 
the  trade  in  live  Canadian  cattle.  It 
seriously  affects  the  agriculturists  both  of 
Scotland  and  of  Canada.  The  almost 
universal  opinion  of  both  countries  is 
that  the  veterinaries  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  are  wrong,  and  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  give  the  slightest 
heed  to  any  but  them.  There  are  well- 
known  instances  in  which  the  advisers  of 
the  Board,  both  with  regard  to  cattle  and 
horses,  have  been  proved  to  have  made 
mistakes.  I  received  a  letter  this  morn- 
ing from  one  of  the  best  agricultural 
authorities  in  Scotland.     He  says — 

"In  regard  to  your  Motion  re  Canadian 
cattle  trade,  I  have  not  seen  any  speaker  give 
any  prominence  to  the  fact  that  the  Veterinary 
Inspectors  of  the  Board  have  in  the  past  made 
some  very  glaring  mistakes.  Thus  at  the  great 
Yorkshire  show  at  Bradford,  in  1891,  two  of  these 
Inspectors  condemned  Mr.  Graham's  famous 
Clydesdale  horse  MacCash  on  the  ground  that 
the  animal  was  affected  with  ringbone,  whereas 
it  was  proved  within  a  fortnight  thereafter  up 
to  the  hilt  that  the  animal  was  absolutely  clear 
of  any  such  disease,  and  the  exposure  of  these 
facts  caused  a  great  sensation  at  the  time.  In 
the  pluvious  year,  1890,  Mr.  Cope  also  ruled  a 
well-known  horse,  Codric  the  Saxon,  out  of  the 
prize  list  at  the  same  show  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  affected  with  hereditary  disease,  so  that 
the  second  prize-winner  was  raised  to  the 
premier  place  ;  but  apparently  he  did  not  know 

Sir  J.  Leng 


Yet  the  President  accepts  the  views  and 
declarations  of  his  advisers  as  infallible^ 
and,  under  the   enormous   powers  with 
which  he  is  invested,  virtually  issues  in 
the  Slaughtering  Order  a  death  warrant 
against  the  Canadian  cattle  trade.     No 
wonder   that   both   in    Scotland  and  in 
Canada  a  feeling,  not  only  of  irritation^ 
but  of  exasperation  prevails  !     Adverting 
for  a  moment  more  to  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  seems  to  me  perfectly  clear  that, 
having  regard  to  the  whole  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Board  is  entirely  free  to 
act  in  canceHing  the  Slaughtering  Order. 
Note  the  words  of  Clause  2,  Section  if 
of  the    Fifth    Schedule   in    relation   (o 
foreign  animals — 

*'  If  and  as  long  as  from  time  to  time  the 
Privy  Council  (in  whose  place  the  Board  now 
is)  are  satisfiecl  with  respect  to  any  foreign 
country." 

Here  observe  what  they  are  to' be  satisfied 
of— 

*<  That  the  laws  thereof  relating  (1)  to  tb» 
importation  and  exportation  of  animals,  and  (3) 
to  the  prevention  of  the  introduction  and  spread- 
ing of  disease,  and  (3)  the  general  sanitary  con- 
dition of  animals  therein  are  such  as  to  afford 
reasonable  security  against  the  importation 
therehx}m  of  diseased  animals." 

Then,  by  Order  in  Council,  the  animak 
may  be  landed  without  being  subject  to 
slaughter  or  quarantine.  There  is  nothing 
in  that  clause  justifying  the  stoppage  of 
the  trade,  because  in  25,000  lungs  ex* 
amined  one  supposed  case  of  pleuro  has 
been  found.  There  is  nothing  demanding 
that  every  animal  in  25,000  or  50,000 
landed  on  this  side  shall  be  demonstrated 
to  be  in  a  perfect  condition  of  health. 
Nowhere  on  the  face  of  the  earth  can 
you  get  thousands  of  animals  without 
some  of  them  being  in  a  more  or  lesft 
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Bicklj  state.  Of  course,  if  any  consider-  |  against  the  importation  therefrom  of  diseased 
able  number  of  these  Canadian  cattle  ai*""*!®"^ 
were  sickly,  prejudice  would  be  justified ; 
but  all  who  use  them  concur  in  testifying 
that  they  are  the  healthiest  cattle  that 
pass  through  their  hands.  Mr.  R. 
Anderson,  Balhrogie,  speaking  on  Tues- 
day, said — 

"  He  could  not  understand  how  Mr.  Gardner 
not  conyinced  before  this  of  the  Mlnre  of 


saying  that  pleuro-pneumonia  existed  among 
Oanadian  cattle.  He  had  had  Canadian  cattle 
erery  year  since  they  were  imported  into  Glas- 
gow, and  he  had  not  yet  had  a  Canadian  bullock 
but  what  went  away  on  his  own  feet,  and  that 
was  a  thing  which  could  not  be  said  of  English, 
Irish,  or  even  Scottish  cattle.  They  were  the 
haidiest  cattle  they  had  ever  got  to  feed,  and  it 
was  hard  to  them  in  Forfarshire  and  in  Perth- 
ahire  that  they  could  not  get  Free  Trade  in 
<attle." 

Mr.  Alexander,  Ballindarg,  a  recognised 
i^icultural  authority  in  Scotland,  well 
known  to  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir  J. 
^'?^y)»  speaking  with  respect  to  this 
point,  also  asked — 

"  Where  could  they  find  cattle  as  healthy  as 
Canadian  cattle?    Let  them  go  through  the 
whole  universe,  and  he  would  defy  I  them  to  find 
any  place  so  free  from  disease  of  any  kind  in 
cattle  as  in  Canada.    Ireland  of  late  years,  the 
only  |)lace  before  the  introduction  of  Canadians 
to  which  they  could  resort,  had  rather  decreased 
in  its  supply  of  store  cattle,  and  at  the  same 
^me  Ireland  was  a  country,  not  he  believed  the 
worst  under  the  sun,  but  certainly  one  of  the 
worst  in  regard  to  disease.    He  thought  it  sheer 
lolly  on  the  part  of  any  Government  or  any 
Department  of  a  Government,  to  schedule  a 
country  so  clean  as  Canada,  and  to  allow  cattle 
— ^he  supposed  they  could  not  prevent  it — to 
come  in  from  Ireland.    If  they  were  restricted 
to  Ireland  for  their  cattle  they  were  certain  to 
have  disease,  and  disease  of  an  infectious  kind 
called  pleuro.    Only  the  other  day  they  had  in 
Dundee  a  case  of  undoubted  pleuro.     Did  that 
case  come  from  Canada.'  No.  If  the  Harbour  of 
Dundee  had  been  open  at  this  time  for  Canadian 
cattle  it  was  veiy  possible  that  this  case  of  con- 
tagious pleuro  in  the  city  would  never  have 
happened,  as  it  was  more  than  likely  that  the 
dairyman  would  have  gone  to  the  depdt  and 
purchased  a  Canadian  cow.    But  he  was  obliged 
to  go  to  the  Dundee  Cattle  Market  and  buy  a 
cow  imported,  as  he  understood,  from  Dublin. 
fie  thought  that  fact  proved  up  to  the  hilt  the 
statement    in  the  resolution  that  instead  of 
tending  to  diminish  the  risk  of  disease  in  this 
country  the  policy  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
actually  had  a  tendency  the  other  way." 

The  Act  mainly  regards  the  state  of 
matters  in  the  country  from  which  the 
i^ttle  come.  Are  the  laws  and  regula- 
tions of  that  country  for  securing  the 
health,  and  is 

"The  general  sanitary  condition  of  animals 
therein  such  as  to  afford  reasonable  security 


Mark  the  phrase  ^  reasonable  security.*' 
Not  a  security  admitting  of  mathematical 
demonstration — ^not  a  perfect  and  absolute, 
but  a  reasonable  security.  As  I  observe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  in  his  place, 
I  think  it  would  be  well  if  he  would  ex- 
plain how  it  was,  when  he  received  a 
Report  of  a  certain  number  of  Canadian 
cattle  having  been  suspected  of  pleuro  at 
Deptford,  that  he  did  not  issue  such  a 
Slaughtering  Order  as  was  issued  last 
November  by  his  successor.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  lately  re- 
ceived great  credit  in  Scotland  for  what 
he  did  on  that  occasion  in  refusing  to  be 
misled,  as  the  Scotch  people  think,  by 
his  advisers.  They  were  speaking  very 
much  to  the  disparagement  of  his  suc- 
cessor because  he  had  not  followed  the 
example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  did  not  deserve 
the  credit. 

^SiB  J.  LENG  :  I  confess  to  being  at 
a  great  disadvantage  in  dealing  with 
this  question  in  consequence  of  the  delay 
in  presenting  the  Reports  and  Papers 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  promised 
some  weeks  ago  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  Those  Papers  may  throw 
unexpected  light  on  the  case.  If  so, 
why  have  they  been  held  back  ?  Why 
have  we  been  kept  in  the  dark  so  long  ? 
As  it  is,  the  agitation  in  Scotland  seems 
to  call  for  the  fullest  explanations  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  to  the 
House.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Item  of  £1,300,  for  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  be  reduced  by 
£\fiOOr— {Sir  J.  Leng.) 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD 

OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 

Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  think  it  may 

suit  the  convenience  of  the  Committee  if 
I  reply  at  once  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee.  I  agree 
with  him  in  regretting  that  the  discussion 
should  have  taken  place  without  the 
Papers  which  I  had  promised  a  deputa- 
tion I  would  lay  on  the  Table,  and  had 
my  hon.  Friend  been  able  to  delay  the 
discussion  until  the  time  f^r  the 
ordinary  Estimates  had  arrived  the 
House    would   have  been  in  possession 


L,. 
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be  in  ScotlaDd,  but  even  then  it  mnst  be* 
limited.  So  far  as  I  know  the  feeling 
elsewhere,  I  must  give  the  statement  the 
most  absolute  contradiction  in  mv  power. 
What  are  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
hon.  Member  asks  us  to  accept  this  pro- 
posal ?  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  season  for  importing  store  cattle 
was  coming  to  an  end.  So  it  is ; 
but  what  of  that  ?  There  is  any 
amount  of  store  cattle  to  be  had  from 
Ireland ;  and  if  his  proposal  were 
adopted  it  would  be  to  the  injury  of 
'the  farmers  in  Ireland.  He  says  that  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
depressed  the  price  of  meat  in  Dundee. 
I  had  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  was  a  Free  Trader,  and  repre- 
sented a  largely-populated  burgh  in  Scot- 
land, and  I  had  imagined  that  the  last 
thing  on  which  he  would  have  founded 
a  complaint  against  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture was  that  their  action  had  resulted 
in  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  meat 
for  the  people  he  represents  in 
Dundee.  The  hon.  Member  said,  on  the 
authority  of  the  High  Commissioner, 
that  Canada  was  absolutely  free  from 
disease.  Well,  after  my  experience  of 
similar  statements  made  to  me  when  in 
office  by  the  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  I  am  obliged  to  take  these  rather 
interested  assertions  cum  grano.  My 
experience  is  that  those  statements  are 
almost  without  exception  incorrect.  The 
hon.  Member  has  challenged  me  to  ex- 
plain some  actions  of  mine  two  or  three 
years  ago,  und  I  am  glad  of  this  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so,  because  it  gives 
me  the  opportunity  of  replying 
to  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
Commissioner  for  Canada  some  short 
time  ago,  and  which  has  only 
been  brought  to  my  notice  since  this 
Debate  commenced.  The  High  Commis- 
sioner is  reported  to  have  said  that  when 
Mr.  Chaplin  had  the  responsibility  for 
dealing  with  this  matter,  the  experts  of  the 
Board  reported,  in  October,  1890,  that 
four  cases  of  undoubted  pleuro-pneumonia 
among  Canadian  cattle  had  been  found. 
I  desire  now  to  give  the  most  emphatic 
contradiction  to  that  statement.  No 
such  statement  was  made  to  me.  The 
High  Commissioner  then  goes  on  to  say 
that  two  years  after  I  declared  at  the 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia had  never  existed  in  Canada, 
and  that  Canada  had  always  been  sup- 

Mr.  Chaplin 


posed  to  be  free  from  pleuro-pneumomA, 
and  that  under  previous  Administrations 
Canadian    cattle    had   been  allowed   to 
come   in.     That  was  my  opinion  then, 
and  it  is  my  opinion  now.     It  ia  the  datj 
of  the  officials   to  report  every  case  of 
the  disease,  and  if  there  were  four  on^ 
doubted    cases     introduced    into    Grest 
Britain  from  Canada  in  1890,  unquestioo^ 
ably  they  would  have  been  mentioned  in 
the   Veterinary   Report   for   that    year. 
There  were  no  such  cases  mentiouedf 
and,   therefore,   I   think   I   have    satifr- 
factorily  met  the  challenge  of  the  hon* 
Member    for   Dundee.      Three  or  four 
years  ago  I  was  able  to  induce  Parliar 
ment  to  sanction  measures  for  extingui8h*> 
ing  the  disease.     Enormous   sums  have 
been  spent  to  stamp  out  the  disease,  and 
we  are  now  within  measurable  dlstanoe 
of  the  complete  extirpation  of  it  from 
the  United  Kingdom.     But  last  October 
the  disease  was  re-introduced  into  Scot^ 
land   by   Canadian   animals,  with   such 
results   that   it  spread    to   some   70  or 
80     centres     in     Scotland,     and     was 
only  got  rid  of  by  an   expenditure  of 
£10,000    or    £12,000.      After    all    the 
money  that  has    been    spent,  and  the 
success  which  has  been  achieved,  are  we 
to  throw  away  the  results  by  re-admittii^ 
these  cattle  into  this  country  upon  the 
demand  of  the   hon.  Member  for  Dun* 
dee  ?       My    own     experience   on   this 
question  has  greatly  disappointed  me  in 
regard   to   the   attitude  of  the  Scottish 
farmer.     When  I  proposed  first  to  deal 
with  it  by  Act  of  Parliaments,  there  waa 
no   part  of  the   country  from  which  I 
received  more  effusive  promises  of  sup- 
port  than   from  the  Representatives  of 
Scottish   farmers.      But  when   the  Act 
came  to  be  put  into  operation,  and  I  had 
to    impose   severe    restrictions    on    the 
movement  of  cattle,  and  do  other  neceasaiy 
things  to  make  the  Act  effective,  there 
was  no  part  of  the  country  from  which  I 
received  so  much  opposition,  or  in  which 
so  many  difficulties  were  thrown  in  mj 
way.     Although  I  did  succeed  in  practi* 
cally  extirpating  the  disease,  there  are 
very  small  thanks  due  for  any  mssisUnce 
I  received  from  Scotland.     The  questioo 
seems  to  me  to  resolve  itself  into  this : 
Are  the  Member  for  Dundee  and  the 
Scottish  farmers  to  decide  what  is  or  is 
not  contagious  disease,  or  are  the  expertt 
of  the  Department   to  do  ao  ?     Theae 
farmers  are  interested ;  the  experts  are  not* 
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Sib  J.  LENG :  The  Scotch  Veteri- 
OMjj  Aathorities^ 

Mr. CHAPLIN:  The hon, Member  has 
named  two  Scotch  Veterinarj  Aathorities 
who  differ  from  the  experta  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  ;  but  between  these 
two  gentlemen  and  the  experts  of  the 
Board  there  has  always  been  something 
like  a  war  of  opinion  on  this  point. 
Bat^  as  has  been  pointed  out  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gardner), 
the  deolsion  of  the  experts  of  the  Depart- 
ment, is  supported  bj  the  great  weight  of 
uthoritj  received  from  the  Rojal 
Veterinary  College ;  and  I  believe  that, 
with  the  exception  of  these  veterinary 
nugeons  in  Scotland,  there  is  in  the  pro- 
fusion absolutely  no  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  subject.  There  is  also  no  doubt 
of  the  existence  of  the  disease  in  the 
United  States,  and  ,with  the  enormous 
frontier  which  Canada  has  to  the  States 
it  would  be  impossible  for  any  Grovern- 
ment  to  prevent  the  passing  of  animals 
from  the  one  country  into  the  other.  So 
long  as  that  is  the  case  there  must  always 
be  risk  of  the  disease  making  its  way 
into  Canada.  For  these  reasons,  I 
wcmld  venture  to  offer  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  a  word  of  warning  in  his  com- 
munications with  Canada.  The  first  and 
most  important  thing  is  the  interest  of 
agriculturists  in  this  country  ;  and  now 
that  we  have  advanced  so  far  towards 
extirpating  the  disease,  we  should  adopt 
every  guarantee  that  it  shall  not  be 
re-introduced.  I  do  not  believe  that  for 
along  time  to  come  it  will  be  safe  in 
any  circumstances  to  admit  animals  from 
the  Continent  of  America.  I  think  it  is 
not  altogether  fair  that  the  head  of  the 
Government  Department  should  have  the 
responsibility  of  having  this  duty  placed 
wpon  him.  The  responsibility  should  be 
taken  by  Parliament  itself;  and,  there- 
fore, the  best  and  wisest  course  of  all 
would  be  to  prohibit  for  the  time  being 
by  legislation — it  would  be  easy  to  repeal 
It  whenever  it  is  safe  to  do  so— the 
^portatiou  of  animals  into  this  country, 
except  for  the  purpose  of  skughter,  from 
any  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  said,  he  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  iu  order  that  the  Committee 
^ight  be  put  in  possession  of  what  was 
the  real  contention  of  the  agricultural 
community  of  Scotland  on  the  subject, 
^>ecau8e  an  attempt  had  been  made  by 


the  right  hon.  G^ntlenmn  (Mr.  Chaplin)* 
and  also  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  to  attribute  to  them  motives 
by  which  they  were  not  actuated.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  told 
them  that  the  Scottish  farmers  wanted  to 
be  persons  who  should  decide  what  was 
disease  and  what  was  not.     In  the  same 
way   the   President    of    the    Board    of 
Agriculture  said  that  the  Motion  was  an 
attack  on  the  scientific  advisers  of  his 
Board.      He  (Mr.  Buchanan)  disclaimed 
any  such,  ideas   on   the  subject.      The 
agricultural  community  of  Scotland  bad 
no  desire  to  attack  the  permanent  officials^ 
still     less     did     they     claim     that    the 
farming   community,    and    not    experts 
of   the    Board,   should    determine  what 
was     disease     and     what     was     not« 
Nor  were  those  who  were  urging  forward 
this  Motion  making  any  attack  on  the 
Contagious    Diseases   Acts    themselves* 
That  was  entirely  foreign  to  the  view  hold 
by  the  great   body  of  Scottish  farmers^ 
The  farming  community  in  the  £ast  and 
North-East  of  Scotland  shared  with  the 
Harbour  Authorities  and   other  Bodies 
interested  iu  cattle  shipping   the   desire 
that   the  restriction  should  be  removed. 
What  the  contention  had  been,  and  what 
had  been  the  subject-matter   of  the  re* 
solutions  moved  at  the  recent  meetings 
in  Scotland,  was  that  accepting,  as  they 
did,  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Agri« 
culture,    in     the     circumstances    which 
induced  them  to  pass  this  Order  as  justifi-* 
able  iu   every  way,  and  that  the  cases 
were  clear  cases  of   contagious  pleuro** 
pneumonia,  they  held  that  from  that  time 
till  now   the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  had   not  taken  such  oppor- 
tunities as  he  might  have  taken  to  keep 
the  country  fully  informed  of  the  progress 
of  information  on  the  matter,  and  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  still  continued  to 
enforce  this  restrictive  order  against  the 
importation  of  the  Canadian  cattle.  What 
they  had  been  desiring  to  ascertain  was 
what  action  had  been  taken  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    to    see   whether    pre- 
cautious, if  they  were  necessary,  could  be 
taken  in  Canada  to  prevent  the  migration 
of  disease  from  the  United  States,  and 
also  to  make  a  more  strict  inspection  of 
cattle  before  being  put  on  board  vessels 
in  Canada  itself.   The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  had  said  that  out  of  25,000  or  30,000 
beasts   inspected   pleuro-pneumonia   had 
only   been    discovered    iu    two    of    the 


1255     Supply— Civil  Services       {COMMONS}  and  Revenue,  SfC.  1256 


bnimals.  These  cases,  it  was  said, 
occurred  in  a  single  week,  at  the  end  of 
May.  What  they  (the  Scotch  Members) 
had  been  desiring  to  ascertain  was  what 
action  bad  been  taken  bj  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  see  whether  precautions,  if 
thej  were  necessary,  could  be  taken  in 
Canada  to  prevent  the  migration  of  dis- 
ease from  the  United  States,  and  also  to 
make  a  more  strict  inspection  of  cattle 
before  being  put  on  board  vessels  in 
Canada  itself.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  on  the  21st  July  the 
Department  had  addressed  a  Resolution 
on  the  subject  to  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. The  gravamen  of  the  charge  at 
the  meetings  held  at  Dundee,  Aberdeen, 
and  other  places  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  laid  before  the  country 
no  Information  at  all  as  to  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  sought  to  maintain  the  re- 
striction enforced  against  Canada,  nor 
had  he  informed  the  House  until  this 
evening  what  action  had  been  taken  in 
conjunction  with  Canada  to  secure  the 
free  importation  of  these  cattle.  What 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculure  di- 
rectly stated  was  that  he  thought  Canadian 
cattle  should  be  put  on  the  same  basis 
as  the  United  States  cattle,  and  they  were 
prohibited.  What  they  wanted  to  ascer- 
tain was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  endeavouring  to  carry  out  what  they 
believed  was  his  desire — that  a  speedy 
method  might  be  obtained  for  restoring 
the  importation  of  Canadian  cattle  into 
this  country,  so  long  as  it  did  not  en- 
danger the  health  of  the  cattle  in  this 
country.  One  other  question  he  should 
like  to  ask.  He  understood  that  some 
time  subsequently  to  this  Order  animals 
arriving  in  this  country  from  Canada  and 
slaughtered  here  were  subject  to  special 
inspection,  and  that  had  been  discon- 
tinued. In  answer  to  a  question  on  the 
subject  before,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  Canadian  cattle  were  put  in  the 
same  category  as  regards  inspection  as 
United  States  cattle.  That  was  just 
what  they  did  not  want.  They  wanted 
Canadian  cattle  to  be  kept  separate  from 
United  States  cattle.  They  looked  upon 
this  inspection  of  slaughtered  Canadian 
cattle  as  a  wise  precaution  by  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  with  the  view  of  testing 
the  reality  of  the  existence  of  disease 
amongst  Canadian  cattle,  and  as  showing 
durect  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's desire  to  withdraw  the  restriction 

Jtfir.  Buchatian 


as  soon  as  possible.     They  would  like  to 
know  why  that  special   inspection  had 
ceased,  because  there  were  no  acts  which 
he  could   point  to   which  led  them  to 
believe  that  even  by  next  season,  or  at  an 
early  date,  the  restriction  upon  the  im- 
portation of  Canadian  cattle  should  not 
be  removed.     He  thought  the  Scottish 
agricultural  community  in   this   matter, 
so  far  from  being  impatient,  had  been 
exceedingly  patient.   He  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
was  present  at  a  deputation  in  January 
or  February  last,  and  they  then  learned 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  do    his   utmost    to   see   whether 
means  could  not  be  found  for  permitting 
the  importation  of  Canadian  cattle.     But 
now   they  found,  in  answer  to  another 
deputation  a  few  weeks  ago,  that  very 
few  steps  had  been  taken,  and  that  the 
removal  of  the  restrictions  was  further  off 
than  ever.     It  would  not,  therefore,  be 
wondered  at  that  men  who  were  so  sorely 
afflicted   should   get  a   little  restive  at 
what  they  thought  was  an  inordinate  and 
an  unreasonable  delay.    This  opportunity 
having  been  obtained  of  discussing  tfa« 
matter  in  the  House  of  Commons,  they 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  them  credit  that  they  had  none  of 
the  nefarious  objects  in  view  attributed 
to  them  by  his  predecessor — ^namely,  that 
they  were  disposed  in  any  way  to  advo- 
cate the  Board  of  Agriculture  embarking 
in  any  course  that  would  involve  the  risk 
of  introducing  this  virulent  disease  into 
this  country,  but  they  did  not  want  that 
a  large  trade  should  be  grievously  injured 
and    that   a    large    agricultural   interest 
should  be  also  grievously  injured,  when 
with  safety  to  that  interest  the  importa- 
tion of  Canadian  cattle  might  be  con- 
tinued   to    the    benefit    of    the    whole 
community. 

Sir  J.  CARMICHAEL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject,  as  he  had  been  a  memb^ 
of  the  two  deputations  which  had  waited 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On  the 
second  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them — as  he  had  told  them  to- 
night— that  he  approached  the  subject 
with  an  earnest  desire  to  abolish  the  re- 
strictions, but  that  he  had  found  facts 
brought  to  his  notice  of  such  great  im- 
portance that  he  could  not  but  feel  jus* 
tified  in  continuing  the  restrictions  in- 
definitely. The  right  hon.  06iitle«aa 
had  gone  further,  and  had  BaidlbitlV 
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was  sure,  when  the  Papers  were  before 
the  House  and  Members  had  seen  them, 
thej  would  agree  that  he  had  acted 
rightlj  and  would  endorse  his  action. 
That  was  an  appeal  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Carmichael)  had  heard  with  confidence, 
and  he  had  thought  it  right  to  wait  until 
thej  had  the  information.  But  that  was 
DOW  several  weeks  ago,  and  he  had  hoped 
that  to-night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  been  able  to  tell  them  on 
what  date  thej  might  expect  to  see  the 
Papers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  some  delay  had  been 
occasioned  in  regard  to  Papers  from 
Canada,  and  that  the  fault  did  not  lie 
with  his  Department.  He  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
coold  not  give  them  Papers  from  his 
Department  as  an  instalment  ?  A  corre- 
spondence had  been  commenced  with 
Canada,  and  no  doubt  it  would  continue 
for  some  time ;  but  the  House  might  be 
made  acquainted  with  so  much  of  it  as 
wag  in  the  possession  of  the  Department, 
80  that  hon.  Members  might  form  an 
opinion  on  the  matter  before  the  Session 
closed.  He  agreed  very  much  with  what 
the  last  speaker  had  said.  A  good  deal  of 
the  irritation  existing  in  Scotland  was  due 
to  the  fact  that  they  had  no  information 
before  them.  He  bad  every  confidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  he 
thought  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  would  help  them  a  great 
deal  if  he  would  give  them  some  idea  as 
to  the  date  upon  which  he  would  put  the 
facts  before  them. 

•Mb.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  re- 
marked  that  the  question  of  the  importa- 
tion of  Canadian  cattle  was  a  very  serious 
one,  not  only  for  Scotland,  but  for  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Nobody 
wished  to  have  unhealthy  cattle  brought 
into  the  country,  and  the  whole  reason 
why  he  and  others  objected  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  Canadian  cattle  was  that  thev  were 

m 

convinced  that  they  were  the  healthiest 

cattle  that  could  be  obtained.     It  had 

been  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  those 

who  had  dealt   both  in  home-bred   and 

Canadian  cattle  that  the  latter  not  only 

paid  better,  but  were  more  healthy  than 

the  former.     With  regard  to  the  case  of 

the  Scotch  cow  which  was  supposed  to 

have  been  infected  by  a  Canadian  cow, 

the   hon.  Member   for   Dundee  (Sir  J. 

Leng)  had    suggested   that   it  was   the 

^tch  cow  that  had  given  the  disease 


to  the  Canadian   cow,  whilst    the   Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  had 
said  it  was  the  Canadian  cow  which  had 
infected  the  Scotch  cow.      In  his  (Mr. 
Whitelaw^s)   opinion    both   these   views 
were  wrong.      He  did  not  believe  that 
either    of    the   cows    ever   had   pleuro- 
pneumonia  at   all.      He   believed  they 
had  both  suffered  from  bronchial  pneu- 
monia.    He  quite  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  Gardner)  that 
this  was  not  the  place  in  which  to  make 
an  attack  on  the  Veterinary  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture ;  but  he  did 
wish  to  test  those  opinions  by  the  facts 
and  by  practice  as  opposed  to  science. 
Last   March    he    (Mr.   Whitelaw)   con- 
tended that   time  had   proved   that  the 
disease  was   not  pleuro-pneumonia,  and 
that  argument  held  good  more  than  ever 
now.      Had   it   been    pleuro-pneumonia 
the  disease  would   now  have  been  pre- 
valent in   Canada,  for   it  could  not  be 
supposed   that   every   animal    that   was 
suffering  from  it  had  been  imported  into 
Great  Britain.      However  eminent   the 
veterinary    experts    were,    they    might 
possibly   have   made   a  mistake.      The 
Committee  would    remember    the   very 
great  mistake  that  was  admittedly  made 
by  the  veterinary  advisers  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  two  or  three  years  ago  in 
a  case  of  supposed   Texan  fever.     The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    had     told    the 
deputations  he  had  received  that  he  would 
be    very  glad    to    receive    suggestions* 
At  the  request  of  a  very  competent  agri- 
cultural authority  he  (Mr.  Whitelaw)  bad 
made  a   suggestion    to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  day.     It  was  to  the 
effect  that  several  cargoes  of  Canadian 
cattle  should  be  landed  and  kept  alive  in 
quarantine   under  the  strict  supervision 
of  the   Board  of  Agriculture.     It   had 
been    said    that    such     an     experiment 
would     occupy     too     long      a     time. 
No       doubt       it       would       take       a 
long  time  to   prove  that  there  was   no 
pleuro-pneumonia;  but  if  pleuro  appeared, 
the  cattle  need  not  be  kept  a  very  long 
time.     If  a  considerable  number  of  the 
cattle  had  pleuro,  it  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, show   itself   in  a   short   space  of 
time.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
would  not  be  a  sufficient  test.     Could  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  what  would 
be  a  sufficient  test  ?     He  would  press  on 
the  right    hon.   Gentleman   the   urgent 
I  necessity  of  returning  to  the  system  of 


L. 
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Special  inspection.  The  people  of  Scot- 
land did  not  want  other  cattle  if  they 
could  get  Canadian — and  if  those  cattle 
were  really  healthy.  They  were  being 
made  to  suffer  very  largely  for  the  sake 
of  the  country  just  now,  and  he  thought 
that  whilst  that  was  the  case  any  expense 
to  which  they  were  put  through  this 
special  inspection  in  what  at  the  best 
was  only  a  very  doubtful  case  should  be 
borne  by  the  country.  There  was  i^ason 
to  believe  that  there  had  recently  been  a 
case  of  undoubted  pleiu-o-pneumonia  in 
Ireland.  If  that  were  so,  he  should  like 
to  know  if  any  steps  were  to  be  taken  to 
treat  Ireland  in  the  same  way  as  Canada 
had  been  treated  ?  He  knew  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  inclined  to  say  that 
Ireland  was  an  integral  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  should  be  treated 
in  the  same  way  as  England  and  Scotland. 
But  when  they  in  Scotland  were  told 
that  they  did  not  need  Canadian  cattle, 
and  could  go  and  buy  English  and  Irish, 
their  reply  was  that  their  experience  was 
that  a  large  percentage  of  English  cattle 
had  got  tuberculosis  and  that  there  was 
pleuro-pneumonia  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  That  is  abso- 
lutely wrong. 

•Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  said,  he  had 
a  letter  from  an  agriculturist  in  Scotland 
saying — 

*'  Now  that  Ireland  is  again  the  centre  of  a 
genuine  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  we  shall 
watch  with  interest  to  see  whether  Mr.  Gardner's 
advisers  will  show  sufficient  impartiality  to 
counsel  him  to  act  with  the  same  stringency 
towards  importations  from  Ireland  as  towards 
thcise  from  Canada." 

The  statement  was  not  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia was  in  Ireland,  but  in  a  cow 
which  had  come  from  Ireland,  which  was 
the  same  thing.  If  there  was  any  danger 
of  the  importation  of  the  disease  into 
Scotland  from  Ireland,  he  held  that 
Ireland  should  be  treated  in  the  same  way 
as  Canada.  It  was  said  even  if  there 
was  no  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Canada  it 
was  in  the  United  States,  and  could  be 
imported  thence  into  Canada,  and  they 
were  told  that  it  was  impossible  for 
Canada  to  prevent  United  States  cattle 
from  crossing  the  frontier.  If  there  was 
smuggling  from  the  States  into  Canada 
it  must  be  done  by  either  Canadian  or 
American  dealers.  But  he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  that  that  could  be  done 
across  the  frontier  by  th\  American 
dealers,  because,  in  order  to\[iake  the 

Mr.  W.  Whitelaw 


trade  pay,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
smuggling  would  have  to  be  carried  on 
on  a  scale  which  would  make  it  certain 
that  it  should  be  found  out.     He  was  of 
opinion  that  few  American  dealers  did 
any  smuggling.     But  his   reply  to    the 
allegation  that  anything  of  this  kind  iraa 
done  for  the  purpose  of  trade  was  that  it 
was  hardly  conceivable  that  any  dealers 
would  risk  the  complete  destruction  of 
the  trade  of  importation  to  this  country 
by  a  step  such  as  that  which  had  been 
suggested.    If  the  Canadian  dealer  did 
it  he  was  cutting  his  own  throat ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  that  was  a  policy  that 
any  dealer  was  likely  to  pursue  by  choice. 
He  had  heard  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  motives    for 
keeping  these  restrictions  in  force.     He 
did  not   think   there  was    anyone   who 
would  seriously  suppose  that  his  object 
was   to  increase  the  trade  of  the  Irish 
farmers.     That  idea,  he  con  Id  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  received  very  little 
support  from  the  Scotch  Members.     He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  he  was  taking  steps,  however,  in 
relation  to  the  matter,  and  he  was  sure 
he  would  be  only  too  'glad  to  act  in  any 
way  that  would  sustain  the  proposition 
he    had    laid    down.       He    hopsd   the 
negotiations  would  soon  come  to  a  con- 
clusion, and  that  they  would  have  some 
definite  information  as  to  these  steps,  and 
as    to    whether    there    was   reasonable 
security     for     the     restrictions    being 
removed  and  cattle  from  Canada  being 
brought   to  this   country.      Until  they 
had  a  full  Report  before  them  they  could 
not  judge,   but  he  trusted    the   Report 
would  soon  be  in  their  hands. 
•Mr.     EVERETT     (Suffolk,    Wood- 
bridge)  said,  he  would  only  detain  the 
Committee  for  a  very  few  minutes.     He 
was  anxious  to  express  the  feeling  of  the 
agriculturists  of  England  with  regard  to 
this  question,  and  more  especially  that  of 
those  in  the  Eastern  part  of  the  country. 
They  bought  most  of  their  cattle  in  the 
Eastern  Counties,  and  were  always  glad  to 
get  them,  not   caring  where  they  came 
from,  so  long  as  they  paid  their  money. 
They  got  many  of  the  Canadian   cattle, 
and  were   perfectly   well  satisfied   with 
them  ;  but  he  desired  to  say  that  they 
were  most  jealous   with  regard   to  the 
introduction    of  diseases.      They    were 
grateful    for    the    legislation   that    had 
taken    place    in    regard    to    oontagiooi 
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diBeases.  He  well  remembered  the  diffi* 
colties  they  used  to  suffer  from  the 
foot-aod-moutb  disease,  and  its  commu- 
nication to  their  flocks  and  herds  ;  and 
he  could  saj  that  those  for  whom  he 
spoke  favoured  anything  that  tended  to 
gnard  against  the  Introduction  of  such 
diseases.  The  result  of  the  legislation 
he  referred  to  had  been  that  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  supply  of  meat,  and  that 
prices  had  been  lowered.  He  hoped  that 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  would  stand 
finn  in  this  matter.  He  was  perfectly 
willing  that  he  should  open  the  ports 
again  so  soon  as  he  was  thoroughly 
satisfied  that  there  was  no  danger ;  but 
he  hoped  he  would  stand  his  ground 
firmly  and  not  open  the  ports  until  the 
means  at  his  disposal  assured  him  that  it 
was  safe  to  do  so.  Strong  pressure 
would,  no  doubt,  be  brought  to  bear 
OD  him,  not  only  by  gentlemen  interested 
in  importation,  but  also  by  those  who 
would  have  it  that  there  was  something 
in  the  action  of  the  Minister  which  was 
in  the  nature  of  Protection.  He  thought 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  resisting  the  proposal,  in  these  cir- 
cnmstances,  to  throw  open  the  ports,  was 
one  entitling  him  to  the  thanks  of  the 
agriculturists  of  the  country.  He  was 
glad  to  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  backbone,  and  would  not  admit  cattle 
until  he  was  assured  that  there  was  per- 
fect safety  in  admitting  them. 

Major  RASCH  said,  he  would  like 

just  to  say  a  few  words,  after  what  had 

been  said  by  the  present  Minister  and  the 

late  Min  ister  for  Ai^riculture,  and  also  after 

what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 

for  Dundee.       The  only  object  of  the 

Amendment  was  to  open  the  ports  for 

the   introduction    of    pleuro-pneumonia. 

{Cries  of  "  No,  no  !  "J     That  was  the 

Way  it  occurred  to  him.     Fourteen  years 

ago     they    'opened      their     ports      to 

foot  -  and  -  mouth     disease,     and    the 

result    was   a    cost    of    many    millions 

of  money  to  the  people  of  this  country. 

K  store   cattle  were  wanted   he   would 

like  to  say  that  they  down  in  Essex  had 

a  good  supply,  and  that  hon.   Members 

from  the  NorUi  should  come  down  and 

buy  them.     They  had  a  supply  and  could 

not  dispose  of  them.     Hon.  Gentlemen 

who  supported  this  proposal  seemed  to 

bim  to  strain  at  a  gnat  and  swallow  a 

<^mel.     For  his  part,  he  believed  that 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  adopting  his 


present  policy,  had*  earned  the  salary 
which  the  country  granted  him,  and,  if 
he  came  down  to  Essex,  though  they 
differed  from  him  on  other  points,  they 
would  show  him  that  they  were  grateful 
for  what  he  had  done. 

Mr.  FURNESS  (Hartlepool)  said, 
he  had  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made  by  the 
late  Minister  and  the  present  one.  He 
felt  greatly  interested  in  this  matter, 
because  he  was  the  first  who  introduced 
store  cattle  from  Canada  to  this  country. 
He  decided  many  years  ago  to  send  out 
a  well-known  expert  to  furnish  a  report 
upon  this  question.  He  had  instructions 
of  a  specific  nature,  and  the  result  of  his 
visit  to  Canada  was  that  cattle  were 
brought  to  this  country  from  Montreal. 
He  (Mr.  Furness)  distributed  these 
animals  amongst  the  farmers  of  the  North 
of  England,  and  the  result  was  to  justify 
the  continuance  of  the  trade.  Although 
he  was  not  in  the  trade  himself,  he  was 
glad  to  see  it  extend,  not  only  among 
the  farmers  of  the  North  of  England, 
but  also  among  those  of  Scotland.  The 
development  of  the  trade  was  so  great 
that  it  had  reached  gigantic  proportions, 
and  that  it  was  now  receiving  the  atten- 
tion of  this  Committee.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  had  heard  nothing 
in  the  statement  of  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  which  could  justify  him  in 
interfering  with  that  trade.  He  could 
quite  understand  that  a  Protectionist  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Minister  for  Agriculture  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
would  like  to  destroy  the  trade  ;  that 
was  practically  what  his  speech  to-night 
showed  he  was  anxious  to  do ;  he 
had  made  a  demand  of  that  kind. 
In  this  matter  the  interests  of  Canada, 
as  well  as  those  of  the  enterprising  North 
Country  f armers,had  been  ignored  entirely. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  was  not  prepared,  when  in 
Office,  to  prohibit  the  importation  of 
cattle  ;  and  why  ?  Because  he  knew  he 
would  not  be  supported  in  his  action.  It 
had  been  stated  to-night  that  there  was 
not  a  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Canada 
at  the  present  time.  The  hon.  Member 
said  his  authority  was  the  High  Com- 
missioner. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  prepared  to  accept  the  authority 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  contagious  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  in  Canada  at  the  present  time ; 
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but  they  had  the  evidence  of  gentremen 
interested  in  the  trade  that,  out  of  the 
large  number  of  cattle  imported  this 
year,  only  four  cases  had  been  found,  and 
that  went  to  show  that  there  was  no 
justification  for  depriving  the  North 
Country  and  Scotch  farmers  of  Canadian 
store  cattle,  and  carrying  out  a  reaction- 
ary and  Protectionist  policy.  The  late 
President  of  the  Board,  in  his  speech  in 
November  last,  said  that  Canada  was 
always  supposed  to  be  free  from  this 
disease.  He  did  not  know  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justified  himself  in  face 
of  this  statement.  He  fully  admitted 
that  the  Contagious  Diseases  Law  had 
done  much  for  the  country  ;  but  he  was 
no  believer  in  infallibility,  and  neither, 
he  thought,  was  the  farmer  ;  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  he  maintained  their  right 
to  be  heard.  They  were  told  that  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  were  to  be  the  judges,  but 
the  trade  of  this  country  would  never 
have  been  built  up  to  its  vast  dimensions 
if  it  had  been  at  the  mercy  of  the 
officials  of  any  Government  Department. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  should  be  allowed  to  satisfy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  by  encouraging  him  in  his 
views  ;  and  he  did  trust  that,  although 
the  Session  was  coming  to  a  close,  they 
would  yet  be  able  to  persuade  the  Go- 
vernment to  reverse  the  policy  that  had 
been  pursued  for  the  past  12  months. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  they  were  all,  of  course, 
greatly  interested  in  their  flocks  and 
herds,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
whole  community  for  having  so  well 
kept  out  disease  from  their  shores  ; 
whereas,  if  the  views  of  certain  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  carried  out, 
cattle  would  be  at  once  admitted  about 
which  there  was  great  suspicion.  Of 
this  the  veterinaiy  surgeons  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  had  no  doubt.  There 
was  no  hardship  in  slaughtering  at  the 
ports  'of  debarkation,  because  the  meat 
came  into  the  country  all  the  same,  and 
excellent  meat  it  was  ;  and,  moreover, 
it  was  a  •  mistake  to  suppose  that 
agriculturists  were  thereby  deprived  of 
store  cattle.  There  were  plenty  of  store 
cattle  in  England  and  in  Ireland  ;  and  if 
there  was  a  scarcity  in  Scotland,  which 
he  was  surprised  to  hear,  why  dii  not 

Mr,  Furnett 


Scottish  feeders  proceed  to  England  or 
Ireland  and  buy  store  cattle  where  thej 
were  a  perfect  drug  in  the  market  ?  It  "wms 
an  entire  mistake  to  say  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  in  the  interests  of  agriculture  ; 
the  whole  aim  of  agriculturists — ^English, 
Irish,  and  Scotch — at  present  was  to 
keep  their  flocks  add  herds  free  from 
disease,  and  the  only  way  to  do  that  -wma 
by  placing  power  in  a  Central  Authority. 
What  had  been  accomplished  in  this  way 
was  the  most  successful  thing  the  Board 
had  ever  done.  With  regard  to  what 
had  been  said  by  the  Member  for  Dundee, 
he  would  ask  him  to  tell  his  farmer 
friends  to  come  down  to  the  South  of 
England  before  the  winter  came  on  and 
they  would  get  store  cattle  in  any 
numbers  at  very  low  prices  indeed. 

Mb.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glas- 
gow, Tradeston)  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  best  way  to  satisfv  the  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  origin  of  this  disease  was 
by  adopting  the  proposal  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper — namely,  that  experts  should  be 
sent  out  from  the  Department  to  Canada^ 
at   the  expense  of   the   Canadian   Go- 
vernment, to  inquire  for  themselves  and 
see  whether   the  disease  existed  there. 
The   President   of  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment promised  the   deputation   that 
he  would  take  the  suggestion  into  con- 
sideration.    It  would  be  interesting   to 
hear  from    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
whether  the  suggestion  had   been   con- 
sidered, and  what  course  he  proposed  to 
take  in  regard  to  it.     There  was  one  re- 
mark made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  which  he  should  take  exception.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  labour 
under  something  like  a  Fair  Trade  fallacy, 
because   he  said  the  consumer  had  not 
been  affected  by  the  restrictions  placed  on 
the  importation  of  Canadian  cattle.     1 1 
was  an  axiom  with  Free  Traders  that  yoa 
could  not  put  any  restriction  on  the  ins- 
port  of  our  food  supply  without  the  con- 
sumer being  affected.     It   was  possible 
that  the  price  of  a  commodity  might  not 
rise  ;  and  even  if  it  fell,  it  fell  ]ee«  than 
it  would  otherwise  fall  on  account  of  the 
restriction.     The  one  fear  in  the  large 
towns  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  necessarily  give  more   con- 
sideration to  the  demands  made  by  oer^ 
tain  agriculturists  than  he  was  likely  to 
give  to  the  interests  of  consumers  in  the 
large  towns. 
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Mb.  H.  B.  FABQUHARSON  (Dor- 
861,  W.)  said,  that  the  agricaltoriBts  of 
fingland  wished  to  support  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Agricultural  Department  in 
the  action  he  had  taken  in  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  ^  for  Dundee  had 
broDght  forward  this  Motion,  and  had 
been  supported  by  hon.  Members  for  Perth 
and  Glasgow.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
there  were  half-a-dozen  farmers  in  any  one 
ci  these  constituencies.  In  fact,  as  the 
ranarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
hsd  shown,  this  was,  to  some  extent,  a 
question  of  town  against  country— a 
question  of  cheap  food.  It  had  been 
shown  over  and  over  again  that  the 
question  of  the  importation  of  live  stock 
could  no  longer  be  considered  a  question 
of  food  supply,  because  food  could  be 
brought  over  much  more  easily  and 
cheaply,  and  in  a  better  condition  than  in 
the  shape  of  frozen  meat.  With  a  few 
exceptions  he  should  like  to  see  the  im- 
port of  live  stock  put  a  stop  to  on  account 
<rf  the  cruelty  with  which  the  trade  was 
carried  on.  Most  hon.  Members  had  read 
a  pamphlet  in  which  Mr.  Plimsoll 
described  the  cruelties  and  horrors  of  the 
shipping  trade  in  live  cattle.  The 
Motion  had  been  entirely  supported  by 
bon.  Members,  speaking  not  for  agri- 
culturists, but  for  cheap  food — a  matter 
which  did  not  enter  at  all  into  the  ques- 
tion. He  felt  certain  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  could  not  be  so  selfish  as  to  wish 
to  run  the  risk  of  importing  disease  into 
this  country.  The  Scotch  farmers  had 
luui  an  exceptionally  good  year.  In 
England,  on  the  contrary,  everything 
was  Yery  bad  ;  and  if  the  President  of 
the  Agricultural  Department  was  so 
foolish  as  to  fall  in  with  the  desire  of  the 
towns  and  permitted  disease  to  be  intro- 
duced things  would  be  worse  still.  The  live 
stock  of  the  farmers  of  England  was  the 
best  in  the  world.  Never  had  live  stock 
been  so  cheap  as  it  was  at  present  in 
England.  Farmers  hardly  knew  what  to 
do  to  keep  their  stock  alive  through  the 
winter,  and  they  would  only  be 
too  glad  to  sell  to  the  farmers  of  Scot- 
land at  very  low  prices. 

Mb.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had  jast  sat 
clown  had  stated  that  this  was  a  question 
solely  between  the  towns  and  the  agri- 
cultural districts.  As  representing  a 
purely  agricultural  constituency  contain- 
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ing  many  dairy  farmers,  he  desired  to 
support  the  position  taken  up  by  the  hou. 
Members  for  Dundee,  East  Aberdeen- 
shire,  and  Perth.  As  the  matter  had 
already  been  fully  discussed,  he  would  con* 
tent  himself  with  asking  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  a  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  plucky  speech, 
but  it  would  not  altogether  give  satisfac- 
tion in  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  this  restriction 
should  be  temporary.  His  constituents 
wished  to  know  what  chance  there  was 
of  the  restriction  being  removed  ?  and  it 
would  give  them  some  satisfaction  if  a 
hope  could  be  held  out  that  it  would  be 
removed  at  no  distant  date. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  believed  this  question  was  roally 
between  the  whole  country  and  the 
shipping  interest.  The  whole  force  of 
the  movement  came  from  shipping  owners 
who  wished  to  make  some  money,  very 
naturally,  out  of  the  importation  of 
Canadian  cattle.  It  was  rery  natural, 
too,  that  hon.  Members  representing  porU 
should  advocate  the  importation  of  cftttUn 
But  let  them  look  at  the  position  of  tho 
farmers.  The  farmers  hs4  to  pay  yory 
heavy  rates  to  have  the  dmmm  Ntampml 
out,  and  they  had  to  pay  kaavy  tax  as  U} 
the  Central  Authority  to  keep  up  i^m  mrtUm 
against  the  disease.  That  prJii^y,  \m  wan 
glad  to  say,  had  been  tlioroughly  munmnn- 
ful.  He  wished  to  say,  in  c/>r»/;lii»ioM, 
that  there  was  a  little  pla/;«  <mllml  Iro- 
land,  having  4,000,000  of  cattln,  wUU\U 
ought  to  be  considered ;  anil  as  tlm  IrUli 
farmers  did  not  wish  U>  mm  disdasn  a<i* 
mitted  into  the  oountry  aft4»r  i\m  nuimum 
that  had  been  gone  to  to  stamp  it  out,  he 
hoped  the  Minister  for  AurUmlumi  would 
continue  to  «dd  lustre  U)  his  namn  by 
keeping  their  oattln  trm$  frtmi  tUuntMiu 

•Uh.  H.  GAUDNKIt  saM,  It  was  <»vi. 
dent  from  the  IMmls  that  thU  was  tuH  a 
Party  auestioo.     AjlftHmUm  and  opp^ 
nents  or  the  HMum  wttm  fouuil  u^t^btv 
side  by  side  on  l^otli  %\Am  of  i\m  ll^nmu 
There  were  only  tnm  m  two  tumiw^  «■ 
which  it  was  mtimnt^ry  U}  ^'fpjflriarsit  ^ 
previous   mMUtmmU      lU  ntt;ni*td  » 
much  as  tmyorm  itmi  iim  Pap«rp  imd  mm 
been  bid  on  th*  Tal>l>v  In^/ot^.    fw*  fe-*- 
his  Deparf  sat  wm  i*MPiy*jtrwA^'Att  T 
were  reedy ;  lint  tim  tMer 
abl«,  as  on  the  4ey  on 
tolMy  tke  Vepem  on  the 
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but  they  had  the  evidence  of  gentTemen 
interested  in  the  trade  that,  out  of  the 
large  number  of  cattle  imported  this 
year,  only  four  cases  had  been  found,  and 
that  went  to  show  that  there  was  no 
justification  for  depriving  the  North 
Country  and  Scotch  farmers  of  Canadian 
store  cattle,  and  carrying  out  a  reaction- 
ary and  Protectionist  policy.  The  late 
President  of  the  Board,  in  his  speech  in 
November  last,  said  that  Canada  was 
always  supposed  to  be  free  from  this 
disease.  He  did  not  know  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justified  himself  in  face 
of  this  statement.  He  fully  admitted 
that  the  Contagious  Diseases  Law  had 
done  much  for  the  country  ;  but  he  was 
no  believer  in  infallibility,  and  neither, 
he  thought,  was  the  farmer  ;  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  be  maintained  their  right 
to  be  heard.  They  were  told  that  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  were  to  be  the  judges,  but 
the  trade  of  this  country  would  never 
have  been  built  up  to  its  vast  dimensions 
if  it  had  been  at  the  mercy  of  the 
officials  of  any  Government  Department. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  should  be  allowed  to  satisfy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  by  encouraging  him  in  his 
views  ;  and  he  did  trust  that,  although 
the  Session  was  coming  to  a  close,  they 
would  yet  be  able  to  persuade  the  Go- 
vernment to  reverse  the  policy  that  had 
been  pursued  for  the  past  12  months. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  they  were  all,  of  course, 
greatly  interested  in  their  flocks  and 
herds,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
whole  community  for  having  so  well 
kept  out  disease  from  their  shores  ; 
whereas,  if  the  views  of  certain  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  carried  out, 
cattle  would  be  at  once  admitted  about 
which  there  was  great  suspicion.  Of 
this  the  veterinaiy  surgeons  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  had  no  doubt.  There 
was  no  hardship  in  slaughtering  at  the 
ports  'of  debarkation,  because  the  meat 
came  into  the  country  all  the  same,  and 
excellent  meat  it  was  ;  and,  moreover, 
it  was  a  -  mistake  to  suppose  that 
agriculturists  wore  thereby  deprived  of 
store  cattle.  There  were  plenty  of  store 
cattle  in  England  and  in  Ireland  ;  and  if 
there  was  a  scarcity  in  Scotland,  which 
he  was  surprised  to  hear,  why  did  not 

Mr.  Furnets 


Scottish  feeders  proceed  to  England  or 
Ireland  and  buy  store  cattle  where  they 
were  a  perfect  drug  in  the  market  ?  It  uras 
an  entire  mistake  to  say  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  in  the  interests  of  agriculture  ; 
the  whole  aim  of  agriculturists — ^English, 
Irish,  and  Scotch — at  present  was  to 
keep  their  flocks  add  herds  free  from 
disease,  and  the  only  way  to  do  that  'was 
by  placing  power  in  a  Central  Authority. 
What  had  been  accomplished  in  this  way 
was  the  most  successful  thing  the  Board 
had  ever  done.  With  regard  to  what 
had  been  said  by  the  Member  for  Dundee, 
he  would  ask  him  to  tell  his  farmer 
friends  to  come  down  to  the  South  of 
England  before  the  winter  came  on  and 
they  would  get  store  cattle  in  any 
numbers  at  very  low  prices  indeed. 

Mb.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glas. 
gow,  Tradeston)  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  best  way  to  satisfy  the  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  origin  of  this  disease  was 
by  adopting  the  proposal  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper — namely,  that  experts  should  be 
sent  out  from  the  Department  to  Canada^ 
at   the   expense  of   the   Canadian   Go- 
vernment, to  inquire  for  themselves  and 
see  whether  the  disease  existed  there. 
The   President   of  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment promised  the   deputation   that 
he  would  take  the  suggestion  into  cod- 
sideration.     It  would  be  interesting  to 
hear  from    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
whether  the  suggestion  had   been  con- 
sidered, and  what  course  he  proposed  to 
take  in  regard  to  it.     There  was  one  re- 
mark made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  which  he  should  take  exception.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  labour 
under  something  like  a  Fair  Trade  ^dlacy, 
because  he  said  the  consumer  had  not 
been  affected  by  the  restrictions  placed  on 
the  importation  of  Canadian  cattle.     It 
was  an  axiom  with  Free  Traders  that  you 
could  not  put  any  restriction  on  the  im- 
port of  our  food  supply  without  the  con- 
sumer being  affected.     It   was  possible 
that  the  price  of  a  commodity  might  not 
rise  ;  and  even  if  it  fell,  it  fell  lees  than 
it  would  otherwise  fall  on  account  of  the 
restriction.     The  one  fear  in  the  large 
towns  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  necessarily   give  more  con- 
sideration to  the  demands  made  by  cer- 
tain agriculturists  than  he  was  likely  to 
give  to  the  interests  of  consomers  in  the 
large  towns. 
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Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  (Dor- 
sely  W.)  said,  that  the  agriculturists  of 
England  wished  to  support  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Agricultural  Department  in 
the  action  he  had  taken  in  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  ^  for  Dundee  had 
bronght  forward  this  Motion,  and  had 
been  supported  by  hon.  Members  for  Perth 
sod  Glasgow.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
there  were  half-a-dozen  farmers  in  any  one 
of  these  constituencies.  In  fact,  as  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
hid  shown,  this  was,  to  some  extent,  a 
question  of  town  against  countrj^-a 
question  of  cheap  food.  It  had  been 
shown  over  and  over  again  that  the 
question  of  the  importation  of  live  stock 
could  no  longer  be  considered  a  question 
of  food  supply,  because  food  could  be 
brought  over  much  more  easily  and 
cheaply,  and  in  a  better  condition  than  in 
the  shape  of  frozen  meat.  With  a  few 
exceptions  he  should  like  to  see  the  im- 
port of  live  stock  put  a  stop  to  on  account 
of  the  cruelty  with  which  the  trade  was 
carried  on.  Most  hon.  Members  had  read 
ft  pamphlet  in  which  Mr.  PlimsoU 
described  the  cruelties  and  horrors  of  the 
shipping  trade  in  live  cattle.  The 
Motion  had  been  entirely  supported  by 
hon.  Members,  speaking  not  for  agri- 
culturists, but  for  cheap  food — a  matter 
^Hiich  did  not  enter  at  all  into  the  ques- 
tion. He  felt  certain  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  could  not  be  so  seliish  as  to  wish 
to  run  the  risk  of  importing  disease  into 
this  country.  The  Scotch  farmers  had 
had  an  exceptionally  good  year.  In 
England,  on  the  contrary,  everything 
was  very  bad ;  and  if  the  President  of 
the  Agricultural  Department  was  so 
foolish  as  to  fall  in  with  the  desire  of  the 
towns  and  permitted  disease  to  be  intro- 
duced things  would  be  worse  still.  The  live 
stock  of  the  farmers  of  England  was  the 
beet  in  the  world.  Never  had  live  stock 
been  so  cheap  as  it  was  at  present  in 
England.  Farmers  hardly  knew  what  to 
do  to  keep  their  stock  alive  through  the 
winter,  and  they  would  only  be 
too  glad  to  sell  to  the  farmers  of  Scot- 
land at  very  low  prices. 

Mb.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had  jast  sat 
down  had  stated  that  this  was  a  question 
solely  between  the  towns  and  the  agri- 
coltttial  districts.  As  representing  a 
purely  agricultural  constituency  contain- 
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ing  many  dairy  farmers,  he  desired  to 
support  the  position  taken  up  by  the  hon. 
Members  for  Dundee,  East  Aberdeen- 
shire, and  Perth.  As  the  matter  had 
already  been  fully  discussed,  he  would  con- 
tent himself  with  asking  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  a  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  plucky  speech, 
but  it  would  not  altogether  give  satisfac- 
tion in  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  this  restriction 
should  be  temporary.  His  constituents 
wished  to  know  what  chance  there  was 
of  the  restriction  being  removed  ?  and  it 
would  give  them  some  satisfaction  if  a 
hope  could  be  held  out  that  it  would  be 
removed  at  no  distant  date. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Ghtlway,  N.)  said, 
he  believed  this  question  was  really 
between  the  whole  country  and  the 
shipping  interest.  The  whole  force  of 
the  movement  came  from  shipping  owners 
who  wished  to  make  some  money,  very 
naturally,  out  of  the  importation  of 
Canadian  cattle.  It  was  very  natural, 
too,  that  hon.  Members  representing  ports 
should  advocate  the  importation  of  cattle. 
But  let  them  look  at  the  position  of  the 
farmers.  The  farmers  had  to  pay  very 
heavy  rates  to  have  the  disease  stamped 
out,  and  they  had  to  pay  heavy  taxes  to 
the  Central  Authority  to  keep  up  the  cordon 
against  the  disease.  That  policy,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  had  been  thoroughly  success- 
ful. He  wished  to  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  there  was  a  little  place  called  Ire- 
land, having  4,000,000  of  cattle,  which 
ought  to  be  con<<idered ;  and  as  the  Irish 
farmers  did  not  wish  to  see  disease  ad- 
mitted into  the  country  after  the  expense 
that  had  been  gone  to  to  stamp  it  out,  he 
hoped  the  Minister  for  Agriculture  would 
continue  to  add  lustre  to  his  name  by 
keeping  their  cattle  free  from  disease. 

•Mr.  H.  GARDNER  said,  it  was  evi- 
dent from  the  Debate  that  this  was  not  a 
Party  question.  Advocates  and  oppo- 
nents of  the  Motion  were  found  together 
side  by  side  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
There  were  only  one  or  two  matters  on 
which  it  was  necessary  to  supplement  his 
previous  statement.  He  regretted  as 
much  as  anyone  that  the  Papers  had  not 
been  laid  on  the  Table  before.  So  far  as 
his  Department  was  concerned,  the  Papers 
were  ready  ;  but  the  delay  was  una  void  • 
able,  as  on  the  day  on  which  he  intended 
to  lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table  he  was 
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infonned  by  the  Colonial  Office  that  a 
long  communication  had  been  received 
from  the  Canadian  Government  which 
ought  also  to  be  included  in  the  Papers. 
As  to  his  following  the  advice  of  his 
own  veterinary  advisers,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  no  other  veterinary 
experts  were  equally  responsible  for 
the  advice  they  gave.  They  were 
told  they  had  made  mistakes.  The 
result  of  those  mistakes  was  that 
the  country,  was  absolutely  free  from 
disease.  As  to  the  trade  of  Canada, 
Returns  showed  that  its  exports  of  cattle 
continued  to  increase.  Nothing  would 
give  him  greater  satisfaction  than  to  be 
able  to  remove  the  present  prohibition, 
and  he  should  welcome  the  day  when 
that  was  possible.  He  appealed  to  the 
Committee  not  to  prolong  the  discussion, 
which  had  now  lasted  a  long  time,  and  to 
the  bon.  Member  for  Dundee  not  to  press 
his  Amendment. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  said,  in  view  of  the 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture,  he  did  not  propose  to  press 
the  matter  to  a  Division.  Regretting  as 
he  did  that  the  Committee  h^  not  the 
Reports  to  which  allusion  had  been  made, 
he  was  also  sorry  that  the  President  did 
not  take  the  opportunity  three  or  four 
weeks  ago,  when  the  second  deputation 
from  Scotland  waited  upon  him,  to  offer 
the  explanations  he  had  now  given.  It 
would  have  had  the  effect  of  modify- 
ing the  views  of  Scotch  agriculturists  in 
the  matter.  He  thought  the  Agricultural 
Department  would  do  well  to  follow  the 
example  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  by  issu- 
ing a  monthly  publication  containing  in- 
formation of  this  kind  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
was  a  question  o^  town  against  country.  He 
could  inform  hon.  Members  that,  though 
he  was  the  Representative  of  the  City  of 
Dundee,  he  was  the  mouthpiece,  to  a 
great  extent,  of  a  meeting  held  on  Tues- 
day last  in  Dundee,  at  which  there  were 
a  larger  number  of  agriculturists  than 
had  ever  gathered  together  in  the  city 
before,  and  by  which  the  views  he  had 
conveyed  to  the  Committee  had  been 
vigorously  expressed.  One  excellent 
effect  of  the  discussion  would  be  to  put 
an  end  to  the  political  aspect  of  this 
question  in  Scotland,  for  it  had  shown 
that  the  question  was  not  a  Party  ques- 
tion.    An  endeavour  had  been  made  in 

Mr,  H.  Gardner 


Scotland  to  show  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  prohibiting  the  import** 
tion  of  Canadian  cattle  was  done  entirely^ 
in  the  interests  of  Ireland.  They  had 
evidence,  however,  that  night  that  the 
preponderating  interest  in  the  matter 
was  not  the  Irish  interest,  but  the 
interest  of  the  English  agriculturists. 
He  begged  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  merely  wished  to  ask  a  question 
whether  the  report  in  the  newspapers 
with  regard  to  a  modification  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners*  plans  as  to  St. 
PauPs  School  was  correct  ? 

Mb,  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  said, 
he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the  action 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  connec- 
tion with  the  foundation  of  Christ^s 
Hospital.  In  the  new  Scheme  put 
forward  in  1890  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners it  was  laid  down  precisely  to 
whom  the  presentations  of  the  scholar- 
ships in  the  foundation  should  be  given. 
The  Commissioners  only  left  to  the  Gro- 
vemors  40  of  the  presentations,  which 
were  to  be  reserved  for  the  sons  of  naval 
officers  in  poor  circumstances,  and  otheis 
dbtinguished  in  Literature,  Science,  Art, 
and  the  service  of  the  Crown.  Imme* 
diately  on  the  publication  of  the  Sch^ne 
the  Admiralty  wrote  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners pointing  out  that  for  100 
years  presentations  had  always  been 
reserved  for  50  sons  of  naval  officers. 
The  correspondence  which  followed 
showed  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
had  stated  that  to  give  these  50  presents- 
tions  to  the  sons  of  naval  officers  would 
entail  an  expenditure  .of  £2«000  a  year, 
and  in  order  to  get  that  money  thev  had 
applied  to  the  Almoners  of  Cbrist*s 
Hospital  for  a  grant  out  of  certain  snms 
of  money  which  had  not  been  taken  into 
account  in  the  original  Scheme.  The 
matter  had  been  going  on  now  for  years. 
He  had  asked  several  questions  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  ^d  had  always  been 
told  that  financial  difficulties  stood  in  the 
way.  But  that  was  not  the  point. 
There  was  a  great  number  of  preMota- 
tions  in  the  foundation  at  the  preseat 
time,  and  what  was  urged  was  that  as  in 
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the  past  so  in  the  future  50  presentations 
should  be  maintained  for  the  sons  of 
naval  officers,  these  presentations  to  be 
in  the  ^ift  of  the  Governors  of  Christ^s 
Hospital.  Never  before  was  there  the 
likelihood  of  a  greater  number  of  widows 
and  orphans  of  naval  officers  in  poor 
circumstances,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
boon  if  free  education  was  given  to  the 
children  on  the  foundation  of  Christ's 
Hospital. 

The       parliamentary 
CHARITY    COMMISSIONER    (Mr. 
T.  E.   Ellis,  Merionethshire)  :    I  wish 
1   could     give     the    hon.     Meral)er     a 
more  satisfactory  answer  in  the  sense  of 
doing  this  service  to  the  sons  of  naval 
officers.     I  should  like  just  to  point  out 
that  the  Scheme  was  promulgated  and 
discussed  in  the  Public  Press,  and  during 
that  time    no   notice   of  objection   was 
received  by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  the  provision  for  the  sons 
of  naval   officers.     The   Commissioners 
were  bound  to  consider  the  Tnist,  and  the 
Trust  alone  ;  but  they  are  still  willing  to 
make  provision  in  the  new  Scheme  in  the 
direction    which   the    hon.  Member  and 
others   desire.       A  modern   endowment 
of  £3,000  could  not  be  touched  at  the 
time  of  the  Scheme  ;  but  that  matter  is 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  Law  Officers,  and 
the  Charity  Commissioners  tnist  before 
long  to  beable  to  deal  with  that  sum.  I  think 
lean  promise  the  hon.  Member  that  when 
the  new  Scheme  comes  up  the  claims  of 
the  sons   of  naval  officers  will  be  con- 
sidered.     It  would  mean  the  addition  of 
nearly   £2,000  to   the  expenses  of  the 
Christ's  Hospital  Charity,  an  expenditure 
which  they  cannot  possibly  meet  at  pre- 
sent.    I  hope,  however,  that    the   new 
Scheme  will  meet  all  the  requirements,  and 
that  the  sons  of  the  naval  officers  of  the 
Vidoria  will  be  given  the  larger  share  of 
the  40  presentations  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Governors.    I  trust  the  same  will  be  the 
case  with  regard  to  St.  Paul's  School  at 
Hammersmith,  and  particularly  in  respect 
of  the  disposition  of  the  money  for  the 
raising  and  maintenance  of  two  schools — 
one  for  boys  and  one  for  girls — in  accord- 
ance with  modem  requirements. 

Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUH arson  said, 
he  hoped  they  would  hear  no  more  of  the 
financial  difficulty,  and  that  the  60 
presentations  should  in  the  future  as  in 


the  past  be  retained  to  the  sons  of  naval 
officers. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,E.R*, 
Holderness)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  them  no  explanation  of  the 
reason  that  induced  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners altogether  to  lay  on  one  side 
the  long-established  claim  of  naval 
officers  to  have  these  50  presentations  to 
Christ's  Hospital.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
^id  they  had  no  right  in  law  to  this.  He 
(Commander  Bethell)  did  not  know  the 
period  of  time  which  would  give  them  a 
right  in  law,  but  for  a  very  considerable 
time  they  had  been  accustomed  to  make 
these  presentations,  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners  in  making  their  new 
Scheme  ought  not  to  have  set  aside  these 
gifts  to  naval  officers.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man held  out  some  hope  of  a  revised 
Scheme  being  placed  before  the  public 
and  being  considered,  but  he  failed  to  say 
when  he  thought  the  revised  Scheme  was 
likely  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
when,  therefore,  some  of  the  older 
customs  would  be  re-established.  Naval 
officers,  naturally,  had  felt  themselves 
much  aggrieved  on  finding  this 
taken  away  from  them.  To  a 
poor  profession  like  the  Navy, 
in  which  officers  were  in  great  straits  to 
get  their  children  educated — ^this  was  a 
most  desirable  boon.  He  regretted  that 
it  had  been  taken  away,  and  he  also 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  stated  more  definitely  what 
would  be  the  proposal  of  the  Charity 
Conunissioners,  and  whether  the  pro- 
fession might  expect  that  the  scheme^ 
would  take  effect  shortly,  or  was  a  scheme 
that  would  be  again  postponed.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  half-a-dozen  words, 
could  tell  them  whether  the  scheme  was 
likely  to  come  into  operation  shortly, 
he  was  sure  it  would  do  much  to  relieve 
the  anxiety  of  naval  officers,  who,  for 
several  years,  had  naturally  felt  much 
aggrieved. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  hardly 
expect  him  to  apologise  for  or  defend  the 
conduct  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
1890 ;  and  as  three  or  four  years  bad 
passed  since  then,  hon.  Members  had  had 
every  opportunity  of  raising  the  question. 
He   was  sure  that  a  large  number  of 
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informed  by  the  Colonial  Office  that  a 
long  communication  had  been  received 
from  the  Canadian  Government  which 
ought  also  to  be  included  in  the  Papers. 
As  to  his  following  the  advice  of  his 
own  veterinary  advisers,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  no  other  veterinary 
experts  were  equally  responsible  for 
the  advice  they  gave.  They  were 
told  they  had  made  mistakes.  The 
result  of  those  mistakes  was  that 
the  country,  was  absolutely  free  from 
disease.  As  to  the  trade  of  Canada, 
Returns  showed  that  its  exports  of  cattle 
continued  to  increase.  Nothing  would 
give  him  greater  satisfaction  than  to  be 
able  to  remove  the  present  prohibitiou, 
and  he  should  welcome  the  day  when 
that  .was  possible.  He  appealed  to  the 
Committee  not  to  prolong  the  discussion, 
which  had  now  lasted  a  long  time,  and  to 
the  bon.  Member  for  Dundee  not  to  press 
his  Amendment.  ^ 

•Sir  J,  LENG  said,  in  view  of  the 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture,  he  did  not  propose  to  press 
the  matter  to  a  Division.  Regretting  as 
he  did  that  the  Committee  had  not  the 
Reports  to  which  allusion  had  been  made, 
he  was  also  sorry  that  the  President  did 
not  take  the  opportunity  three  or  four 
weeks  ago,  when  the  second  deputation 
from  Scotland  waited  upon  him,  to  offer 
the  explanations  he  had  now  given.  It 
would  have  had  the  effect  of  modify- 
ing the  views  of  Scotch  agriculturists  in 
the  matter.  He  thought  the  Agricultural 
Department  would  do  well  to  follow  the 
example  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  by  issu- 
ing a  monthly  publication  containing  in- 
formation of  this  kind  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
was  a  question  of  town  against  country.  He 
could  inform  hon.  Members  that,  though 
he  was  the  Representative  of  the  City  of 
Dundee,  he  was  the  mouthpiece,  to  a 
great  extent,  of  a  meeting  held  on  Tues- 
day last  in  Dundee,  at  which  there  were 
a  larger  number  of  agriculturists  than 
had  ever  gathered  together  in  the  city 
before,  and  by  which  the  views  he  had 
conveyed  to  the  Committee  had  been 
vigorously  expressed.  One  excellent 
effect  of  the  discussion  would  be  to  put 
an  end  to  the  political  aspect  of  this 
question  in  Scotland,  for  it  had  shown 
that  the  question  was  not  a  Party  ques- 
tion.   An  endeavour  had  been  made  in 

Mr.  H.  Gardner 


Scotland  to  show  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  prohibiting  the  import**^ 
tion  of  Canadian  cattle  was  done  entirely- 
in  the  interests  of  Ireland.  They  had 
evidence,  however,  that  night  that  the 
preponderating  interest  in  the  matter 
was  not  the  Irish  interest,  but  the 
interest  of  the  English  agriculturiats. 
He  begged  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

•Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  merely  wished  to  ask  a  question* 
whether  the  report  in  the  newspapers 
with  regard  to  a  modification  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners*  plans  as  to  St. 
Paul's  School  was  correct  ? 

Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  said, 
he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the  action 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  connec- 
tion  with  the    foundation    of    Christ^s 
Hospital.      In    the    new    Scheme   pot 
forward  in  1890  by  the  Charity  Commis* 
sioners   it  was   laid  down  precisely  to 
whom  the  presentations  of  the  scholar- 
ships in  the  foundation  should  be  given. 
The  Commissioners  only  left  to  the  Go- 
vernors 40  of  the  presentations,  which 
were  to  be  reserved  for  the  sons  ol  naval 
officers  in  poor  circumstances,  and  others 
distinguished  in  Literature,  Science,  Art, 
and  the  service  of  the  Crown.      Imme- 
diately on  the  publication  of  the  Scheme 
the  Admiralty  wrote  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners   pointing   out    that  for   100 
years    presentations    had    always    been 
reserved  for  50   sons  of    naval  officers. 
The     correspondence     which     followed 
showed  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
had  stated  that  to  give  these  50  presents^ 
tions  to  the  sons  of  naval  officers  would 
entail  an  expenditure  .of  £2«000  a  year* 
and  in  order  to  get  that  money  they  had 
applied    to    the    Almoners   of   Christ's 
Hospital  for  a  grant  out  of  co^in  snms 
of  money  which  had  not  been  taken  into 
account  in   the  original  Scheme.     The 
matter  had  been  going  on  now  for  years. 
He  had  asked  several  questions  in  refers 
ence  to  the  matter,  ^d  iiad  always,  been 
told  that  financial  difficulties  stood  in  the 
way.      But    that    was  not    the    point. 
There  was  a  great  number  of  presenta- 
tions in  the  foundation  at  the  present 
time,  and  what  was  nrged  was  that  as  in 
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the  past  so  in  the  future  50  presentations 
should  be  maintained  for  the  sons  of 
naval  officers,  these  presentations  to  be 
in  the  gift  of  the  Governors  of  Christ's 
Hospital.  Never  before  was  there  the 
likelihood  of  a  greater  number  of  widows 
and  orphans  of  naval  officers  in  poor 
circumstances,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
boon  if  free  education  was  given  to  the 
children  on  the  foundation  of  Christ's 
Hospital. 

The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  :  I  wish 
1  could  give  the  hon.  Member  a 
more  satisfactory  answer  in  the  sense  of 
doing  this  service  to  the  sons  of  naval 
officers.  I  should  like  just  to  point  out 
that  the  Scheme  was  promulgated  and 
discussed  in  the  Public  Press,  and  during 
that  time  no  notice  of  objection  was 
received  by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  the  provision  for  the  sons 
of  naval  officers.  The  Commissioners 
were  bound  to  consider  the  Tnist,  and  the 
Trust  alone ;  but  they  are  still  willing  to 
make  provision  in  the  new  Scheme  in  the 
direction  which  the  hon.  Member  and 
others  desire.  A  modern  endowment 
of  £3,000  could  not  be  touched  at  the 
time  of  the  Scheme  ;  but  that  matter  is 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  Law  Officers,  and 
the  Charity  Commissioners  trust  before 
long  to  be  able  to  deal  with  that  sum.  I  think 
lean  promise  the  hon.  Member  that  when 
the  new  Scheme  comes  up  the  claims  of 
the  sons  of  naval  officers  will  be  con- 
sidered. It  would  mean  the  addition  of 
nearly  £2,000  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Christ's  Hospital  Charity,  an  expenditure 
which  they  cannot  possibly  meet  at  pre- 
sent. I  hope,  however,  that  the  new 
Scheme  will  meet  all  the  requirements,  and 
that  the  sons  of  the  naval  officers  of  the 

Victoria  will  be  given  the  larger  share  of 
the  40  presentations  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Governors.  I  trust  the  same  will  be  the 
^se  with  regard  to  St.  Paul's  School  at 
Hammersmith,  and  particularly  in  respect 
of  the  disposition  of  the  money  for  the 
raising  and  maintenance  of  two  schools — 
one  for  boys  and  one  for  girls — in  accord- 
ance with  modern  requirements. 

Mb-  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  said, 
he  hoped  they  would  hear  no  more  of  the 
financial  difficulty,  and  that  the  SO 
presentations  should  in  the  future  as  in 


the  past  be  retained  to  the  sons  of  naval 
officers. 

Commander  BETHELL  (york,E.R^ 
Holderness)   said,  the   hon.   Gentleman 
had  given  them  no  explanation  of  the 
reason   that   induced  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners altogether  to  lay  on  one  side 
the     long-established     claim    of    naval 
officers  to  have  these  50  presentations  to 
Christ's  Hospital.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
^id  they  had  no  right  in  law  to  this.  He 
(Commander  Bethell)  did  not  know  the 
period  of  time  which  would  give  them  a 
right  in  law,  but  for  a  very  considerable 
time  they  had  been  accustomed  to  make 
these    presentations,    and    the    Charity 
Commissioners    in     making    their    new 
Scheme  ought  not  to  have  set  aside  these 
gifts  to  naval  officers.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man held  out  some  hope  of  a  revised 
Scheme  being  placed  before  the  public 
and  being  considered,  but  he  failed  to  say 
when  he  thought  the  revised  Scheme  was 
likely  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
when,    therefore,     some     of    the    older 
customs  would  be  re-established.     Naval 
officers,  naturally,   had  felt    themselves 
much      aggrieved      on      finding       this 
taken      away      from      them.       To      a 
poor      profession       like       the      Navy, 
in  which  officers  were  in  great  straits  to 
get  their  children  educated — ^this  was  a 
most  desirable  boon.     He  regretted  that 
it  had  been    taken  away,   and   he  also 
regretted     that    the     hon.     Gentleman 
had   not   stated    more    definitely    what 
would  be  the  proposal   of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,   and    whether  the    pro- 
fession  might  expect  that  the   scheme 
wQuld  take  effect  shortly,  or  was  a  scheme 
that  would  be  again  postponed.     If  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  half-a-dozen  words, 
could  tell  them  whether  the  scheme  was 
likely  to  come  into  operation    shortly, 
he  was  sure  it  would  do  much  to  relieve 
the  anxiety  of  naval  officers,   who,  for 
several  years,  had  naturally  felt  much 
aggrieved. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellia,  Merionethshire)  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  hardly 
expect  him  to  apologise  for  or  defend  the 
conduct  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
1890 ;  and  as  three  or  four  years  bad 
passed  since  then,  hon.  Members  had  had 
every  opportunity  of  raising  the  question. 
He   was  sure  that  a  large   number  of 
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Tjpographical  Association  had  been 
trying  to  form  a  branch  at  Newton.  He 
believed  that  10  years  ago  an  effort  of 
the  kind  was  made,  and  Mr.  M^Corquodale, 
his  son,  and  others  of  the  firm  promised 
the  men  should  have  full  liberty  of 
action  with  regard  to  combination  for 
self -protection  ;  but  immediately  the  men 
took  action  means  were  taken  to  intimi- 
date them  by  discharging  some  of  the 
men.  The  common  impression,  especially 
amongst  the  printers,  was  that  the  object 
of  thus  acting  with  the  employes  of  this 
firm  was,  first,  to  intimidate  the  work- 
people ;  secondly,  to  keep  down  the 
wages  below  their  normal  rate  ;  and  the 
Uiird  object  of  the  firm  was  to  under- 
estimate in  public  contracts  all 
the  other  printers  in  the  country, 
so  that  the  other  printers,  whether 
in  London  or  the  Provinces,  had 
not  the  slightest  chance,  in  offering 
for  contracts,  to  compete  with  this  firm. 
The  discussions  that  had  taken  place, 
and  the  Resolutions  carried  by  the  House 
in  the  past,  justified  him  in  believing  that 
hon.  Members  would  not  allow  any  firm 
to  have  exceptional  privileges  and  oppor- 
tnnities,  such  as  this  firm  had,  to  drive 
oat  of  the  market  all  the  respectable 
printers  in  the  trade.  Whilst  he  had 
the  greatest  possible  respect  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  this  ques- 
tion, unless  he  received  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  effect  that  these  men  would 
get  their  legitimate  rights,  he  should  feel 
bound  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £700,  and,  as  a  protest,  to  take  a  Divi- 
sion upon  it.  He  felt  sure  that  hon. 
Members,  whether  interested  on  the  side 
of  capital  or  on  the  side  of  labour,  would 
be  disposed  to  do  justice  to  these  work- 
ing men,  who  were  asking  for  nothing 
but  what  was  right — namely,  fair  wages, 
reasonable  hours,  and  fair  treatment.  He 
therefore  begged  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  V<»te  by  £700. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  the  Item  of  £80,000,  for  the 
Stationery  Office  and  Printing,  be  re- 
duced by  £700."— (JVr.  Woods.) 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Su-  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
I  do  not  complain  of  my  hon.  Friend 
bringing  forward  this  question,  because 
I  know  full  well  he  is  not  satisfied  with 
the  answer  I  was  able  to  give  him  on  the 


subject.  But  I  rise  as  representing 
the  Stationery  Department  to  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  have  no  object  in 
this  matter  except  to  ask  that  there 
should  be  fair  play  upon  this  question. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  sides  either  on 
behalf  of  the  Trades  Unionists  or  on 
behalf  of  the  non-Trades  Unionists ; 
what  the  Treasury  has  to  do  is  to  see 
whether  they  are  carrying  out  the  law, 
and  whether  this  is  a  case  in  which  they 
have  a  right  to  interfere.  The  fact  is 
that  this  house  belongs  to  M^Corquodale 
and  Co.,  and  is  situate  at  Newton,  in 
Lancashire,  which  is  a  country  place, 
not  a  town,  and,  therefore,  cannot  pro- 
perly be  compared  with  the  other  towns 
named  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  merely 
state  that  as  one  matter  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question.  The  M*Corquo- 
dales  have  had  this  house  in  operation 
at  Newton  for  47  years,  and  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  it  has  been  what  is 
called  a  Non-union  house  ;  at  this  house 
they  employ  700  workpeople.  Of 
these  700  workpeople,  men,  women,  and 
children,  there  are  only  80  who  are  com- 
positors, and  who  are  brought  within  the 
terms  of  the  charge  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
When  this  question  was  first  brought  to 
my  notice  I  asked  the  firm  to  give  me 
an  explanation  of  what  had  taken  place 
with  respect  to  the  dismissal  of  these 
men.  I  was  told  by  the  firm  it  was  per- 
fectly true  that  they  had  discharged  10 
men  who  belonged  to  the  Typographical 
Association  at  Wigan.  The  firm  say 
that  their  house  having  been  for  this  long 
period  of  time  a  Non-union  house,  when 
they  discovered  that  these  10  men  be- 
longed to  the  Typographical  Association, 
and  that  they  were  agitating  with  the 
other  men  employed  there,  they,  in  their 
desire  to  continue  this  house  as  a  Non- 
union house,  were  driven  to  the  necessity 
of  giving  notice  to  these  10  men.  There 
were  some  40  other  men  who  also  joined 
this  Union,  and  they  were  not  dismissed 
for  being  Unionists.  There  is  another 
point  I  ought  to  state  on  behalf  of  this 
firm.  They  say  they  had  representations 
made  to  them  by  their  oldest  and  best 
workpeople  that  they  desired  the  house 
should  not  be  made  a  Union  house.  ["  Oh, 
oh  !  '^]  I  am  stating  what  the  firm  told 
me,  and  I  am  obliged  to  believe  they 
would  not  state  what  is  not  the  truth, 
and  they  say  that  they  were  advised  by 
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flioii,  to  insert  such  conditioiiB  as  may  preyent 
abuse  from  sab-lettiiig,  and  make  every  effort 
to  secure  the  payment  of  such  wages  as  is 
cnrrent  for  competent  workmen." 

I  say  this  house  is  not  a  sweating 
hoase  ;  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  any 
ai  the  work  has  been  sub-let,  and  the 
Treasary  are  of  opinion — and  I  agree 
with  the  view  expressed  by  the  Treasury 
—"that  this  Resolution  does  not  enable 
08  to  interfere  with  this  house.  And 
while  I  say  that,  I  say,  on  behalf  of  the 
Stationery  Department  and  the  Treasury, 
that  they  have  always,  to  the  best  extent 
of  their  power,  carried  out  that  Resolu- 
tion. The  Stationery  Department  have 
issued  Circulars  to  every  contractor  where 
tenders  were  asked  for«  stating  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Resolution  ;  they  have 
been  placed  in  the  contracts,  and  therefore 
I  think  I  may  say  they  have  loyally  carried 
out  the  Resolution  passed  by  this  House. 
I  have  laid  the  facts  before  the  Com- 
mittee. I  do  not  wish  to  take  a  strong 
line  on  one  side  or  the  other.  I  regret 
what  has  taken  place  with  regard  to  the 
dismissal  of  these  men  ;  but  I  say  we 
have'  no  right  to  interfere  in  this  case  in 
the  way  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  woods  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  admitted  that  the  men  had 
been  discharged  when  they  had  been  only 
carrying  out  the  law  of  the  country, 
which  gave  them  the  right  to  combine  to 
|Mt>tect  themselves.  He  could  quote 
from  the  Circular  of  the  Typographical 
Association  of  10  years  ago  that  the 
same  thing  took  place,  and  that  the 
average  hours  worked  were  54,  and  that 
the  workmen  had  to  work  five  hours* 
overtime  before  they  were  paid  overtime 
wages.  He  did  not  consider  the  explana- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  all 
satisfactory;  and  if  he  withdrew  his 
Amendment  he  should  consider  he  had 
made  a  humiliating  surrender  of  the 
rights  oi  the  workmen. 

•Mb.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  said, 
after  the  explanation  given  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  he  thought  the 
observations  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Memb^  for  Ince  (Mr.  Woods)  must 
eonunand  a  good  deal  of  sympathy  in  that 
House ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  pressed 
^le  matter  to  a  Division  he  (Mr.  Austin) 
diould  go  into  the  Lobby  with  him.  He 
desired  to  bHng  forward  the  question  of 
Crovemment  printing  in  Ireland,  which 


was  a  subject  that  had  agitated  the 
printers  for  a  considerable  time.  Ques- 
tions had  been  put  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  on  several  occasions  during 
the  present  Session,  without,  however, 
any  satisfactory  result.  A  deputation 
had  waited  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  some  time  ago  on  the  same  sub- 
ject ;  but  again  no  good  result  had 
followed.  He  wished  to  draw  attention 
to  the  firm  known  as  the  Queen^s 
Printers  in  Ireland,  which  was  a  house 
conducted  on  the  boy  labour  system. 
They  employed  something  over  100 
men,  and  they  had  67  apprentices  and  21 
unskilled  workers  at  machines.  These 
employes  got  very  low  wages.  There 
were  some  Society  men  employed  by 
this  firm,  which  only  gave  them  work 
when  it  was  driven  to  the  necessity  of 
employing  them  ;  and,  of  course,  if  & 
Society  man  could  get  work  else- 
where, he  would  not  accept  work  from 
the  firm  referred  to  under  such  conditions. 
The  Dublin  Typographical  Society  had 
waited  upon  this  firm  time  after  time ; 
but  their  representations  had  been  totally 
ignored,  and  the  Society  thrown  overboard 
altogether.  The  Rules  of  the  Society 
were  never  recognised  by  this  firm,  and 
the  system  under  which  the  printing 
work  was  executed  could  not  be  paral- 
leled in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  answer  that  had  been  given  by  tht^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert) 
showed  more  than  ever  the  necessity  for 
the  working  men  to  organise  if  they 
were  to  have  justice  done  them.  Another 
matter  he  wished  to  mention  was  the 
intermediate  education  printing.  This 
printing  was  never  put  up  for  compe- 
tition to  the  other  Dublin  houses,  and  it 
was  now  being  executed  entirely  by 
unskilled  labour.  The  only  portions  of 
that  printing  that  were  put  up  to  com- 
petition were  the  result  sheets,  which 
came  to  a  very  small  item.  He  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  when 
they  were  giving  out  contracts,  to  put 
them  up  for  public  competition.  No  par* 
ticular  house  should  have  a  monopoly  ; 
and  if  any  monopoly  had  existed  for 
years  it  was  high  time  to  do  away  with 
it.  Coming  to  the  advertising,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Government  adver- 
tised in  an  Irish  newspaper  which  was 
produced  almost  solely  by  boy  labour. 
Four  men  were  employed  by  this  partis 
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if  Buch  firms  as  he  had  mentioned  were 
permitted  to  pay  28.  a  week  less  than 
the  standard  rate  of  wages  ?  Messrs. 
Harrison  and  Darling  were  doing  most  con- 
fidential work  for  the  War  Office  and  the 
Admiralty,  and  their  workmen  ought  to 
receiTe  proper  remuneration,  so  as  to 
place  them  beyond  the  strong  temptation 
of  making  improper  use  of  the  informa- 
tion that  came  before  them. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT,  interposing, 
said,  that  these  three  firms  had  contracts 
which  were  in  operation  before  the 
House  of  Commons  Resolution  was 
passed.  But  when  these  contracts  were 
again  open  for  consideration  the  repre- 
sentations that  had  been  made  would 
be  considered. 

Mr.  F£NWICK  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that  ;  but  one  of  the  points  that  he 
complained  of  strongly  was  that  the 
Government  made  such  long  contracts, 
that  they  were  not  able  to  conform  to 
the  ever-changing  conditions  of  the  labour 
market ;  and  in  these  cases  three  years 
must  pass  before  effect  could  be  given  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  February, 
1891.  He  sincerely  hoped  the  Treasury 
would  press  this  matter  on  the  attention 
of  those  who  were  favoured  with  Govern- 
ment contracts,  and  would  see  that  in  every 
case  fair  wages  were  paid,  and  reasonable 
conditions  of  employment  guaranteed  to 
the  workmen. 

Mr.  burns  (Battersea)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  surprise  to  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  defence  of  the  untenable  position  he 
had  taken  up  in  the  light  of  the  Resolu- 
tion of  February,  1891,  and  again 
imanimously  confirmed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  of  this  year. 
He  contended  that  the  vagueness  and 
generality  of  that  Resolution  certainly 
did  permit  a  Government  at  all  un- 
scrupulous in  dealing  with  labour  matters 
to  get  out  of  what  he  considered 
the  moral  and  economical  obligation 
that  that  Resolution,  read  in  the  most 
generous  sense,  pot  upon  any  Gt>vem- 
ment  or  Minister  that  had  work  to  do 
under  it.  He  maintained  that  the  offences 
of  which  the  firm  of  Messrs.  M^Corquo- 
dale  had  been  admittedly  guilty  brought 
them  within  the  scope  of  that  Resolu- 
tion. The  Resolution  sought  to  make 
povision  against  the  evils  disclosed 
Wore  the    Royal    Commission  on  the 


Sweating  System  ;  to  prevent  the  abuse 
arising  from  sub-letting,  and  to  make 
every  effort  to  secure  the  payment  of 
such  wages  as  were  generally  accepted 
as  current  for  competent  workmen  in 
each  trade.  This  was  not  an  attempt  on 
the  part  of  a  Trade  Union  to  dictate  that 
none  but  Union  men  should  be  employed ; 
it  was  not  a  case  in  which  a  Trade 
Union  asked  for  a  fancy  rate  of  wages 
and  used  its  power  to  impose  conditions 
of  labour ;  but  this  was  an  attempt  on 
the  part  of  10  men  out  of  700  to  exercise 
the  right  of  combination  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  firm  perpetuating  those  abuses 
which  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Labour  and  on  the  Sweating  System 
were  proved  to  follow  when  workmen 
had  not  an  undisputed  right  to  combine. 
What  did  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Sweating  System  prove  ?  It  proved 
that  where  boy  labour  existed  work  was 
bad,  and  scamped  work  prevailed ;  that 
unskilled  labour  lacked  the  power  of 
organisation,  and  did  not  receive  the 
wages  that  would  support  it ;  that  where 
the  power  to  form  a  Union  did  not  exist 
there  sweating  prevailed  ;  and  that  where 
a  Union  had  been  formed  and  had  been 
abandoned  the  rate  of  wages  fell  in  pro- 
portion to  the  intimidation  and  pressure 
on  the  part  of  the  masters  to  induce  men 
not  to  belong  to  Unions.  In  these  cases 
they  had  it  proved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  Messrs.  M'Corquodale 
did  dismiss  10  men  for  joining  the 
Union  ;  and  it  savoured  of  the  pro-factory 
days  to  have  the  right  hon.  Greutleman 
get  up  and  say  he  thought  they  were 
within  their  right  to  do  such  a  thing. 
What  would  be  thought  of  a  Union  that 
had  its  members  working  under  a  Go- 
vernment firm  if  they  struck  and  intimi- 
dated their  men  to  the  extent  that  this 
Government  printer  had  intimidated 
Union  men?  The  fact  that  only' 10 
men  were  dismissed  proved  that  the  men 
had  some  justification  for  belonging  to 
the  Union.  These  men  were  the  senti- 
nels of  Labour,  and  were  determined  to 
have  the  Government  conditions  com- 
plied with  ;  and  the  firm  dismissed  them 
on  the  plea  that  it  was  not  a  good  thing 
to  have  Union  men  and  Non-union 
men  working  together.  He  was  posi- 
tively convinced  that  the  men  were 
dismissed  because  the  firm  knew 
that      they      would      find      out       the 
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several  features  of  the 
uow  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
easury  as  to  how  far  the 
•re  prepared  to  go  in  carrj- 
oommendations  ? 
liUBNS    (Battersea)    said, 
(J  call  attention  to  another 
inection  with  the  Stationery 
happened   to   be  a  memb^ 
Bodj  which  had  recently  been 
::    for    candidates    for    certain 
id     on     one     occasion     they 
!ved  answers   from  157  candi- 
The    testimonials  and  applica- 
50  or  60  of  these  candidates 
ritte^   on   Government  foolscap 
rom  different  Government  Offices. 
■ued  to  him  that   the  House  of 
.ons  had  no   right  to  supply  fools- 
iper  for  every  one  of  its  clerks  and 
•Is  who  were  anxious   to   improve 
position.      Further,  he  had  learnt 
.  a  constituency  not  100  miles  from 
•  oostituency  he  (Mr.  Bums)  repre- 
:ed     that    note-paper     bearing    the 
use  of  Commons  stamp  had  been  used 
1 4,000  circulars  addressed  by  a  Mem- 
T   of  Parliament   to  his  constituents. 
•  <'  put  it  to  the  House  that,  generous  as 
ae    British    taxpayer    was,  a    protest 
iiould  be  made  in  his  behalf  against  this 
^vholesale  employment   of    Government 
stationery.  Such  employment  of  Govern- 
ment stationery  was  a  mean  and  shabby 
action,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  put  a  stop  to  it. 

Sir  J.T.  HIBBERT :  I  would  suggest 
to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dalziel)  that  at 
this  late  hour  (11.45  p.m.)  he  should  not 
request  us  to  consider  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  Parliamentary  Reporting. 
The  subject  is  one  of  great  importance, 
and  it  is  one  upon  which,  I  think,  we 
ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  views 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  various  sections  of 
the  House,  and  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in  all 
quarters.  I  would  venture  to  suggest  to 
the  bou.  Member  that  the  discussion 
should  be  deferred  until  the  Stationery 
Vote  comes  on  in  the  ordinary  course. 
By  that  time  hon.  Members  will  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  maturing  their  views. 
This  Report  recommends  very  large 
changes  and  alterations  in  respect  of  the  re- 
porting of  the  Debates,  It  recommends 
for  instance,  that  a  full  report  should  be 
given  of  the  speech  of  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  that  the  report  should  be  in  the 
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It  was  personal  rather  than  official,  and 
he  would  like  to  have  a  further  assurance. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  the  House  had  for  many  years  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  Trade  Unions,  and, 
therefore,  where  a  firm  turned  away  its 
men  because  they  belonged  to  a  Trade 
Union  they  ought  not  to  be  employed  by 
the  Grovemment,  because  they  were  vio- 
lating the  law  of  the  land.  The  question 
of  wages  in  a  particular  trade  in  a  par- 
ticular district  was  regulated  by  the 
Trade  Unions,  and,  therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment should  accept  the  rate  of  wages 
ascertained  by  the  Trade  Unions  as  the 
proper  rate  which  they  ought  to  pay. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  some  more 
definite  promise  had  been  called  for.  He 
had  said  that  he  believed  all  firms  had  a 
right  to  deal  with  their  own  workpeople, 
but  he  could  not  help  regretting  that  a 
firm  in  the  employment  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  discharged  10  of 
their  workpeople  because  they  were 
Union  men.  In  his  opinion, Government 
work  should  not  be  given  to  firms  who 
were  not  prepared  to  deal  equally  with 
Unionists  and  Non-Unionists.  He  would 
undertake  that  the  question  would  be  re- 
considered, and  reconsidered  in  this  way: 
that  the  Government  would  be  justified 
in  refusing  to  enter  into  contracts  with 
firms  who  were  shown  to  have  acted  as 
this  firm  had  done. 

Mr.  BEODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  consequent  upon  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  whether  firms  which  had  been 
boycotted  by  the  Trade  Unions  would  be 
refused  Government  employment  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Go- 
vernment would  deal  equally  with  the 
Unionist  and  Non-Unionist  firms. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  it  might  often 
happen  that  firms  employed  by  the  Go- 
vernment would  employ  Non-Union  men, 
and  he  wanted  to  be  quite  clear  on  the 
point  whether  these  firms  would  be  in 
any  worse  position  than  other  firms — 
those  employing  Union  men.  It  was 
clearly  the  intention  of  the  last  Govern- 
ment that  wages  current  in  the  district 
should  be  paid,  whether  that  happened 
to  be  the  Union  rate  of  wages  or  not. 
He  did  not  know  whether  there  Mras  any 
change  now. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No. 

Mr,  Bousjield 


Mr.  BRODRICK    said,    h 
wanted  to  be  clear  as  to  the  \  ^ 
to   be   given    in   such  cases  u 
mentioned. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonpo 
whether  the  Government  would 
of  justice  by  urging  upon  MK!'* 
and  Co.  to  reinstate  the  10  m 
they  had  dismissed  for  joining 
Union    for     protective    purpoH- 
understood  that  other  men  in  i 
ployment    had     been     threaten 
similar    treatment  for  doing  t' 
thing.     If  the  Government  did 
a  pledge  to  use  their  influence  v 
firm  to  get  them  to  reinstate  the 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  wo)i 
the  Committee  on  his  Motion. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  t 
cannot  give  any  such  pledge.  I 
objection  to  make  favourable  rep 
tions  to  the  firm,  but  I  do  no 
myself  justified  in  taking  the  oom 
gested. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac. 
to  have  a  definite  statement  as  t 
the  position  would  be  if  that  or  ai 
firm  took  the  same  action  in  sim: 
cumstances  ?      Would  the  €rOYe' 
be  content,  as  they  had  been  in  the  \ 
instance,  to  accept  the  explanatkn 
firm,  or  would  they  at  once  comttr 
with  the  firm  and  inform  theoi  < 
Resolution  of  the  House,  and  W 
influence  to  prevent  the   carryi^ ' 
any  injustice  to  their  Trade  UnkB^* 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  U  mj 
such  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  Wi 
were  done  it  would  be  a  breaoh  Ot 
tract  on  the  part  of  the  firm.  I  r* 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  wfjgt 
made  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  t 
N.E.)  said,  he  wished  to  draw  iMti 
to  a  point  the  Government  iMii  ' 
looked.  An  hon.  Member  oppodb" 
said  that  certain  firms  were  hojuM^ 
their  own  men.  As  he  (Mf.  B^^ 
understood,  the  Resolution  WOOH 
touch  a  case  of  that  kind  at  A  ' 
being  a  matter  altogether  belWMi 
men  and  the  firm. 

Mr.  woods  said,  he  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie 
to  the  Treasury  for  the  atnm 
given  to   inquiries   made  iPOH 
parts  of  the  House.     He 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  SflJ 
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^ELYAN    Mid,   theFe 

e  ciroumstaneeS)  he  was 
•ninish  the  panishmeiitii 

vLFOUR  (ManchesictPv 
^tood  that  the  OoYern-^ 
)repared  to  give  som^' 
rrow  to  discuss  certMd 
Eiioh  ought  to  be  dn<-' 
*e  on  Account.  They 
4tood,  be  prepared  to 
hours  towards  the  end 
and  would  move  the 
re  5  o'clock  to-morrow, 
the  purpose.  Under 
38  he  would  not  recom* 
opposition  should  be 
ng  of  this  Vote. 

on  put,  and  agreed  to. 

e  reported  To-morrow, 
)ck ;  Committee  to  sit 
at  Two  of  thp  clock. 

.TS  CONSIGNATiaNS 
)  BILL.—CNo.  430.) 

)VDC ATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
lannan,  &c.)  moved  the 
of  this  Bill,  which  he 
Departmental  one. 
WELL  (Wigton)  re- 
uld  not  allow  the  Bill 


deferred  till  Monday 


ISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
R)  BILL— (No.  427.) 
)   READING. 

d  Reading  read. 

:nt  op  the  board 

RE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 

Walden)     moved    the 

if    this  Bill.     He  said 
effect  to  the  wishes  of 
0  country  that  the  Go- 
ike  over  from  the  Local 
pression  of  swine  fever. 
ly  transferred  the  duty 
e  disease  to  the  Board 
The  time  was  very  op- 
ing the  Bill  to  come 
muse  the  outbreaks  of 
fewer  than  they  had 
rs.     The  Government 
a  sum  of  £60,000  to 
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two  years  ago,  which  the  hon.  Member 
read  to  the  Honse  ;  moreover,  the  mother 
of  the  Prime  Minister  was  a  Highland 
womaD,  aod  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
himself  was  half  a  Highlander,  and  tyther 
oecapants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  had 
Highland  blood  in  their  veins.  Blood 
was  thicker  than  water,  and  a  little  sym- 
pathy should  be  shown  to  these  men. 
They  were  not  criminals,  but  respectable, 
decent  people  who  had  made  a  mistake 
k  the  law,  and  were  bow  sufiering  for 
it.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  x>n  former 
occasions  the  Sheriff  Substitute  of  the 
district  had  been  guilty  of  oppressive 
ooodnct.  Only  a  few  years  ago  a  fisher- 
man was  found  going  home  with  a  salmon 
aecideutally  caught  in  his  net  while 
porsuing  his  occupation  in  the  open  sea. 
For  that  alone  he  was  sent  three  weeks 
to  gaol.  Unless  he  (Dr.  Maogregor)  got 
ft  definite  promise  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  would  reconsider  the 
inatter  and  liberate  these  men  he  would 
take  the  first  opportunity  to-morrow,  if 
possible,  of  calling  attention  to  the  case 
again. 

The    secretary     for    SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,   that  in  regard   to  the 
last  case,  whether  the  salmon  was  caught 
accidentally     or     otherwise,     the     Go- 
vernment   would    support    an    Amend- 
ment on  the  Fishery  Bill  to  come  before 
the  House  which  would  place  the  Scot- 
tish population  on  the  sea  coast  in  the 
same  position   which   the   English   and 
Irish    population    enjoyed    now.       The 
panegyric  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
qnot^  could  not,  however,  he  was  afraid, 
be  allowed  to  affect  the  decision  of  a 
Minister  whose  duty  it  was  to  exercise 
the   prerogative   of    mercy.      The   very 
serious  fault  committed  by  the  four  men 
was  one  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  in 
the  interests  of  justice  and  public  order, 
to  severely  punish.     It  was  no   chance 
riot,  but  a  piece  of  preconcerted  lawless- 
ness.    By  what  might  be  described  as 
the  sort  of  piracy  that  used  to  go  on  in 
the  Highlands,  a  man  who  had  taken  a 
farm    was   treated   by   these  men   with 
riolence    which    not  only  put   him    in 
danger  of  his  life,  but  deprived  him  of 

his  lawful  rights. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:     I    beg    your 
pardon — ^there  was  no  personal  violence. 


Sir  G.  TRBVELYAN  said,  there 
was  ;  but,  in  all  the  circumstances,  he  waB 
quite  unable  to  diminish  the  punishments 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  understood  that  the  Govern* 
ment  were  quite  prepared  to  give  somtf 
opportunity  to^^norrow  to  discuss  oertMn 
Irish  questions  which  ought  to  be  dis^ 
cussed  on  the  Vote  on  Account.  They 
would,  he  understood,  be  prepared  to 
allow  a  couple  of  hours  towards  the  end 
of  the  Sitting,  and  would  move  the 
Adjournment  before  5  o'clock  to-morrow, 
if  necessary,  for  the  purpose.  Under 
those  circumstances  he  would  not  reoom-> 
mend  that  any  opposition  should  be 
offered  to  the  taking  of  this  Vote. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

8HBRIPP  COURTS  CONSIGNATIONS 
(SCOTLAND)  BlLL.—CNo.  430.) 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which  he 
said  was  a  purely  Departmental  one. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  re- 
gretted that  he  could  not  allow  the  Bill 
to  pass. 

• 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
(SWINE  FEVER)  BILL.— (No.  427.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•The  president  op  the  BOARD 

OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 

Essex,    Saffron     Walden)     moved    the 

Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  He  said 
the  measure  gave  effect  to  the  wishes  of 
agriculturists  in  the  country  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  over  from  the  Local 
Authorities  the  suppression  of  swine  fever. 
The  Bill  accordingly  transferred  the  duty 
of  stamping  out  the  disease  to  the  Board 
of  Agriculture.  The  time  was  very  op- 
portune for  allowing  the  Bill  to  come 
into  operation,  because  the  outbreaks  of 
swine  fever  were  fewer  than  they  had 
been  for  some  years.  The  Government 
proposed  to  give  a  sum  of  £60,000  to 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  4th  August  1893. 


TOOK  THE  OATH. 
The  Lord  Brajbrooke. 

PROGRESS  OF  INDIA. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  seeing 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
India  in  bis  place,  I  wish  to  ask  him  a 
question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice.  Every  year  theoe  is,  by 
Statute  I  believe,  a  Blue  Book  presented 
to  Parliament  called  'The  Moral  and 
Material  Progress  of  India.  At  every 
tenth  year  it  has  been  the  custom  lately 
that  there  shonld  be  a  more  popular  book 
pablished  for  the  information  of  the 
public  upon  this  interesting  subject. 
Some  time  ago,  knowing  the  tenth  year 
was  approaching,  I  took  the  pains  to 
fiud  out  some  gentleman  specially  quali- 
fied in  order  that  he  might  have  the 
S,  oditing  of  that  decennial  account,  more 
^  especially  with  regard  to  the  poorer 
people — ^the  ryots,  and  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  inhabitants — the  several  peoples  in 
the  different  parts  of  India.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  that  book  is 
now  in  progress,  and  whether  there  is 
any  chance  of  its  being  presented  before 
the  Session  is  over,  <y  whether  there  has 
not  been  time  to  finish  the  inquiries  which 
it  is  necessary  to  make  for  the  pur- 
pose ? 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimbeblet)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
Viscount  is  very  desirous,  as  I  under- 
stand, to  have  an  early  summary  of  the 
Report,  and  not  to  have  to  wait  as  long 
for  it  as  on  previous  occasions,  a  desire 
in  which  I  fully  sympathise  with  him, 
*nd  I  have  been  anxious  that  his  wish 
shonld  be  carried  into  effect.  I  am  afraid 
I  have  not  altogether  succeeded.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  telegraphed — I  think 
it  must  have  been  before  I  was  in  Office 
— ^that  the  time  allowed  (six  months)  for 
collecting  the  necessary  information  was 
too  short ;  and  they  suggested  that  the 
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pared  by  the  Local  Governments  and 
Corporations,  and  should  form,  part  of 
the  Administrative  Reports  for  1892-3. 
A  telegram  has  been  sent  in  reply  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  intended  that  the 
Report  should  be  published  in  the  present 
July,  and  that  short  Memoranda  should 
be  prepared  as  requested.  Those 
Memoranda  only  began  to  arrive  in 
January  last.  On  the  6th  April,  in  reply 
to  representations  made  to  us  from  India, 
we  approved  their  reasons  for  not  com- 
pleting the  Census  before  June  last,  and 
that,  in  accordance  with  that  arrange- 
ment, Mr.  Baynes  would  commence  his 
''  Moral  and  Material  '*  Report  when  he 
got  the  information  from  India,  which 
will  not  have  been  finished,  in  fact,  until 
about  this  time.  Mr.  Baynes  is  the 
gentleman  who  was  appointed,  I  think, 
by  the  noble  Viscount.  He  has  recently 
begun  to  prepare  his  Report,  and  it  is 
expected  that  it  will  be  ready  in  January 
next — not  before.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Viscount  I  am  as  anxious  as  himself 
that  it  should  be  published  as  soon  as 
possible,  but  the  information  could  not 
be  obtained  earlier. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  may  infer  from  the  noble 
EarPs  answer  that  the  Report  will  be 
considerably  fuller  than  those  previously 
published,  and  that  Mr.  Baynes  will  have 
a  pretty  free  hand  in  the  matter. 

The  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY  :  There 
is  no  kind  of  limitation  imposed  upon 
him,  except  that  it  should  be  prepared  by 
the  time  mentioned.  Of  course,  it  will 
not  be  so  full  as  if  a  longer  time  had 
been  given,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  will 
be  very  useful  and  instructive. 


REPLACING  H.M.S.  "VICTORIA." 

question,    observations. 

Lord  HOOD  op  AVALON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
it  was  intended  to  take  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  in  order  to  provide,  with  the 
least  possible  delay,  for  the  commence- 
ment of  a  first-class  battle-ship  to  re- 
place the  Victoria,  and  also  for  the  entry 
of  the  necessary  number  of  men  to  re- 
place those  lost  by  the  sinking  of  that 
ship  ?  He  said,  the  grievous  loss  the 
country  had  sustained  must  be  deplored 
most  deeply  by  all  as  a  great  national 
disaster.     In    Sir    Greorge    Tryon    the 


Memoranda    called   for    should  be  pre-  J  country  had  lost  an  Admiral  of  the  very 
VOL.  XV,      f fourth  series.]  3  I 
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highest  distinction  and  ability,  who  had 
won  the  admiration  and  respect  of  the 
whole  Naval  Service  and  the  entire  con- 
fidence of  every  officer  and  man  who  had 
served  under  his  command.  We  had 
also  to  deplore  the  loss  of  some  400  of 
our  officers  and  trained  men.  But  whilst 
deeply  mourning  their  loss,  one  bright 
spot  stood  out  conspicuously  in  this  great 
disaster,  which  must  command  the  ad- 
miration and  sympathy  of  all,  and  that 
was  the  cool  courage  displayed  and  the 
high  state  of  discipline  maintained  by 
officers  and  men  to  the  very  last.  No 
panic  was  shown,  but  each  man  remained 
steady  at  his  station  until  the  order  was 
given  them  to  endeavour  to  save  them- 
selves. The  country  might  well  be 
proud  of  such  men.  All  honour  to 
them  I  It  was  of  vital  importance  that 
this  great  national  loss  should  be  repaired 
as  soon  as  possible.  First,  as  to  replacing 
our  trained  men.  Heretofore,  when  it 
had  been  necessary  to  do  so  through  any 
sudden  loss  in  the  personnel  of  the  Navy, 
an  additional  number  of  boys  had  been 
entered  for  the  Service  ;  but  the  adoption 
of  that  course  was  not  to  be  recommended 
in  this  case,  and  the  trained  men  lost 
must  be  replaced  by  trained  men.  Boys 
after  18  months^  service  in  the  training 
ships  only  became  ordinary  seamen  at  18, 
and,  therefore,  if  the  necessary  number  of 
boys  to  replace  the  men  lost  in  the  Vtctoria 
were  at  once  entered,  nearly  three  years 
must  elapse  before  they  became  ordinary 
seamen.  On  the  other  hand,  a  Marine 
recruit  joined  as  a  man  in  14  months 
after  passing  through  the  whole  of  his 
training,  and  was  ready  to  embark  as  a 
trained  gunner,  his  cost  to  the  country  dur- 
ing training  being  £48,  as  compared  with 
£102  for  a  boy,  from  his  entry  on  the 
training  ship  to  his  becoming  an  ordinary 
seaman.  He  would,  therefore,  strongly 
recommend  that  an  addition  of  400  men 
should  be  made  to  that  most  valuable 
corps,  the  Royal  Marines,  to  replace  the 
loss  of  trained  men  in  the  Victoria^  in 
the  shortest  possible  time.  Then  as  to 
replacing  the  vessel  herself.  The  loss  of 
a  first-class  battle-ship  was  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance  at  present  when 
large  increases  were  being  made  in  the 
number  of  battle-ships  in  both  the  French 
and  Russian  Navies,  and  that  loss  should 
be  replaced  with^as  little  delay  as  possible. 
Three  years/were  required  to  complete 
a  first-class  battle-ship,  and  six  or  seven 

Lord  Hood  of  Avalon 


months^  time  would  be  saved  if  a  new 
one  were  commenced  now  instead  of 
waiting  for  the  Naval  Estimates  foi- 
next  year.  There  would  be  no  necessity 
to  wait  for  a  design  to  be  prepared,  for 
that  of  the  two  first-class  battle-ships  Iq 
this  yearns  Programme  could  easily  be 
adopted  for  a  third,  and  but  a  moderate 
sum,  comparatively  speaking,  would  be 
required  for  the  material  and  so  much  of 
the  construction  as  could  be  carried  otit 
in  the  present  financial  year.  He  tmsted 
the  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord  would  be 
able  to  assure  the  House  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  the  purpose  of  replacing  the  grievous 
loss  the  country  had  sustained  by  this 
great  national  disaster. 

•The  I  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Earl  Spencer):  Mj 
Lords,  I  do  not  wonder  at  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  referring  in  ap;nt>priate 
and  feeling  terms  to  the  serious  loes 
of  the  Victoria^  or  at  the  tribute  he  has 
paid  to  the  high  discipline  shown  by  the 
crew  in  the  foundering  of  that  vewel. 
But  I  do  not  intend  to-night,  in  the  few- 
words  in  which  I  shall  answer  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord,  to  enlarge  upon  thai 
painful  subject.  I  will  go  at  once  to  the 
answer  I  propose  to  make  to  him.  I 
would  first  ask  the  noble  and  gallMit 
Lord  whether  he  considers  that  in  the 
estimate  of  the  strength  of  the  Navy 
made  by  the  Board  to  which  he  belonged 
they  did  not  intend  to  have  a  margin  of 
strength  in  the  ships  building  and  in 
commission,  and  whether,  in  a  minor 
degree,  they  did  not  intend  to  have  a 
margin  with  regard  to  the  men  ?  As  to 
the  ships,  I  think  we  should  be  in  an 
exceedingly  bad  position  if  we  calculated 
so  narrowly  the  strength  of  our  Navy 
and  the  number  of  ships  we  possess  that 
we  should  be  put  into  serious  difficulties 
by  the  loss  of  one  of  them.  I  do  not 
under-^rate  the  serious  nature  of  this  loss  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  deny  that  the 
loss  is  so  pressing  that  immediate  action 
is  imperative  in  order  to  keep  up  the 
strength  of  the  Navy.  Having  said  that^ 
I  at  once  make  the  qualifying  admis- 
sion that  the  loss  of  a  great  ship  like 
this  is,  as  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  says,  a  very  serious  and  grave  loss, 
and  that  in  the  Estimates  and  Pro* 
gramme  we  are  making,  and  have 
made,  the  loss  of  the  Vieioria 
has    been      considered,     and     will     be 
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considered  in  anjr  plan   of  eonstmction 
we  have  to  lay  down.     That  I  say  most 
deliberately.     It  wonld  be  impossible  for 
any  Board  having  a  sense  of  responsi- 
bility to  exclude  from   their  view   the 
loss   the   coantry   has   suffered    by   this 
grave   disaster.      Now   I   come    to   the 
other  question  of  the  seamen.     I  have 
very  little  to  criticise  in  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord,  but  I  do  not 
think  any  immediate  steps  are  pressed 
apou  us  owing  to  what  has  taken  place. 
The  losses  in  the  Victoria^  which  were  so 
serious  and  which  we  all  so  much  de- 
plore, are  divided  among  different  ratings. 
There    were    124    seamen    lost.      That 
ineludes  15  boys.     I  will  not  go  through 
every  one,  but   will   take   some  of  the 
principal  ratings.     There  were  81  stokers 
imd  68  Marines.   Altogether,  exclusive  of 
the  officers,  there  were  320  lost.     Now, 
there  will  be  no  difficulty  whatever,  with 
the  ships  now  in  commission,  in  replacing 
the  124  seamen  lost.     If  there  were  a 
difficulty,  we  could  resort  to  two  courses: 
We  might  resort  to  the  course  suggested 
by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord — namely, 
moreasing  the  Marines,  who  can  be  made 
efficient   much   more  rapidly  and  at  a 
smaller  cost  than  seamen.     As  the  noble 
and   gallant    Lord    has   reminded    your 
Lordships,  the  seamen  now  are  educated 
and  trained  in  special  training  ships  as 
hoys  for  a  period  of  from  one  and  a-half 
to  two  years*     It  may  be  necessary  oo 
account  of  this  loss  to  keep  np  the  rather 
large  nambar  of  boys  now  entering  the 
training  ships  for  a  longer  period  than 
would   otherwise  have   been   poeessary. 
We  may  have  to  coattme  the  number 
voted  each  year  at  the  wmewhat  bigh 
figure  at  which  they  were  put  for  1892-3. 
That  was  not  inteiMied  to  be  eontuuied  a<> 
a  permiMient  figwe,  and  it  was  evpposed 
that  by  1894-5,  if  thwe  momher^  were 
entered,   we    shoold    hare   g>ot  op   th« 
strength  of  o«r  AeaiBeo  to  whu  k  ehoold 
be  for  the  nomber  of  oar  «hipe.     Tlwt 
full  number  nny  have  to  be  kefvt  np,ai»  I 
have  «aid«  ratber  longer  in  oomieqiieooe 
of  this  seriooff  lose.     Theu^  oo«kig  to  the 
question  of  rtokeni,  I  have  Uf  takj  uiat 
we  are  trying  to  incs^eaiie  the  nnniber  of 
Btokers  ;   and   the  reeruiting  for  tftienu 
under  the  new  eoodhkiur  we  have  im- 
posed,   ha«    been    m>    far    MtiMlaeuirir. 
U  it  contMoee  ae  uiAMCaeiory  »r  it  ha>> 
^>egan,  we  hope  that  bv  the  end  <rf  tu*^ 
year  we    shall    um^    Urou^t    up   tiM; 


stokers  to  the  number  we  have  aske^l  for 
in  this  yearns  Estimate.  That,  1  think,  iti 
satisfactory.  With  reganl  to  the 
Marines,  I  also  hear  that  the  reoruit*- 
ing  is  satisfactory,  and  alike  in  this 
respect  and  in  respect  of  the  stokers  we 
have  sufficient  numbers  without  reducing 
the  standard.  I  need  hardly  say  that  if 
we  reduced  the  standard  for  meu  joining 
the  Navy,  especially  for  the  Marines,  we 
could  immediately  increase  the  numbers 
very  materially.  There  is  another  source 
to  which  we  could  turn  in  case  of  real 
necessity.  We  could  turn  to  the  Hoyal 
Naval  Reserve  meu,  and  we  believe  wa 
should  be  able  to  get  at  once  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  Royal  Naval  Reserve 
men  to  join  the  Navy  as  seamen  if  there 
were  necessity  for  doing  so.  At  present 
we  do  not  think  there  is  that  necessity^ 
as  we  believe  we  shall  have  sufficient 
men  to  nmn  the  ships  we  put  into  com- 
mission. But  in  regard  to  tbui  we  are 
now  considering  very  seriously— it  baa 
not  been  absolutely  settled — whether  we 
cannot  put  through  training  on  board 
Iler  Majesty's  ships  for  a  certain  tim6 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  men  wlio  are 
seamen  just  in  the  same  way  ail  we  put 
officers  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  into 
a  great  many  ships  that  are  ooauniMioned* 
That  la  toe  answer  I  have  to  give  to  thd 
noble  and  gallant  Lord*  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  pledge  Her  Ma>»ity*s  Govern* 
ment  to  introduce  a  Happkanentary  Eftti- 
mate.  We  do  not  consider  that  is 
necessary,  and,  while  keeping  in  view 
oar  responsibility  to  maintaui  t£e  strength 
of  the  Navv,  we  do  ik>C  eom^der  it  ie 
abK>lutelT  neeesearr  to  take  fre«h 
Rtep^  at  iH^seut,  eottt^ide^ing  e^peeiaiiy 
that  the  ships  nnder  the  Naval  Defeoee 
Act  are  rapidly  going  forward-  We 
may  preM<  f orwwd  to  eumpletioitt  ra&her 
earlk^*  some  of  tho*^  ^hipb,  hot  we  do  not 
consider  the  needs  of  tin;  moment  are  ao 
o*Tent  that  we  most  at  onoe  lay  <&owii  a 
new  ship  or  in  any  way  increase  the 
number  of  recruits  iu  the  Nary. 

£L£M£5TAKy  £I>UCATI(/S  ■  BLJL*I>  AK D 
DEAF  CHlhVUEX)  BILL— -TKo.  ilif.j 

Hoat*t    iii    Commiii^je    'a-jcordiog    to 
Order-7 

Cianae  i« 
^Ltmu  HANDFORD  n^mtied  that  the 
nobi^  Lord  who  pre<»»ded  omsr  the  Koyml 
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Oommission  on  the  Deaf  and  Blind  in 
1889  was  not  present  to  give  their  Lord- 
ships the  benefit  of  his  experience  on  the 
subject.  On  the  other  hand,  he  was  glad 
to  see  opposite  the  noble  Lord  now 
representing  the  Scotch  Office,  who  gave 
so  much  time  and  attention  to  the  work 
of  that  Commission,  as  he  had  done  on 
a!inost  every  Commission  that  had  sat  of 
late  years,  for  he  would  probably  give 
his  assistance  in  carrying  some  of  the 
Amendments,  which  were  taken  direct 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commission. 
One  point  he  would  like  to  mention  as  a 
preliminary  to  moving  the  Amendments 

in  detail 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  beg 
the  noble  Lord's  pardon  for  interposing, 
but  I  must  remind  him  that  it  is  not  in 
Order  for  him  to  make  a  general  speech 
in  Committee.  He  must  confine  himself 
to  his  Amendments. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  he  was  only 
proposing  to  save  time  by  one  or  two 
remarks,  which  would  have  to  be  made  on 
almost  all  the  Amendments.  His  Amend- 
ment on  this  clause  was  to  insert  an  ex- 
ception in  the  case  of  a  deaf  child  under 
seven  years  of  age,  as  recommended 
by  the  Commission.  Under  this  Bill  a 
deaf  or  blind  child  could  be  sent  to  school 
at  the  age  of  five  and  kept  there  until  16. 
He  would  not  touch  the  case  of  blind 
children,  because  the  sooner  they  were 
sent  to  school  the  better. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  1,  line  9,  after  ("  itself  **)  to  insert 
("  except  in  the  case  of  a  deaf  child  under  seven 
years  or  ajje  "). — {The  Lord  Sandford.') 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
agree  to  this  Amendment.  I  would  only 
say  that  this  is  in  the  Scotch  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion (No.  208)  was  that,  subject  to  in- 
spection, the  control  of  the  internal 
domestic  management  of  the  Listitutions 
should  be  left  as  heretofore  with  the 
oxisting^oveming  Bodies.  The  clause 
as  it  stood  proposed  to  introduce  repre- 
sentative Qstyemors  where  the  Education 
Department  |hought  it  possible  or  expe- 

Lord  Sh^/ard 


dient  upon  the  Governing  Body  of  every 
school,  whether  industrial  or  day,  re- 
ceiving grants  from  the  rates  or  from 
the  Department.  He  thought  this  was 
unnecessary.  He  would  not  go  back  to 
the  recommendations  of  Mr.  Forster  in 
1870,  for  circumstances  and  ideas  had 
changed  considerably  since  those  days, 
but  would  only  refer  to  a  statement  made 
when  it  was  proposed  that  the  London 
School  Board  should  make  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  School  Board  of  Liver- 
pool to  send  children  to  their  industrial 
schools  that — 

**  Th6  Board  had  not  the  slightest  reprefenta- 
tion  on  the  management  of  those  sdiools, 
although  they  were  almost  entirely  kept  up  by 
the  contributions  of  the  School  Boards.** 

In  reply  to  that,  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley  said 
the  Board  had  a  power  which  was  rather 
more  efficacious  than  that  representation, 
for  they  could  send  to  the  schools  their 
Board  Inspectors,  who  made  suggestions 
which  were  generally  agreed  to  by  the 
managers.  That  was  the  line  taken  by 
Mr.  Forster  in  1870  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  when  it  was  suggested  that 
every  voluntary  school  should  have  re- 
presentative Governors  on  its  manage- 
ment. In  this  Bill  provision  was  made 
for  the  representation  of  the  Local 
Authorities,  who  sent  their  children  to 
these  schools,  whether  near  or  at  a 
distance.  His  Amendment  was  based 
on  a  conversation  he  had  had  with 
the  late  Cardinal  Manning  as  to  the 
conditions  on  which  rate-aid  shoiild 
be  given,  when  His  Eminence  said 
that  he  would  have  no  objection  to 
the  inspection  of  any  schools  receiving 
such  aid  by  officers  of  the  rate-paying 
Body  which  contributed  to  them  ;  but  he 
would  certainly  object  very  much  to 
representatives  of  School  Boards  or 
other  Local  Authorities  being  added  to 
their  management.  His  Eminence  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  industrial  schools, 
and  especially  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Deaf  and  Dumb  School  at  Boston  Spa,  in 
Yorkshire,  where  the  system  of  inspection 
worked  well.  The  Boards  of  Guardians 
of  63  Unions  sent  children  to  that 
Institution.  They  came  from  all  quarters 
of  the  country :  from  Alnwick  in  the 
North,  from  Birkenhead  and  Swansea  in 
the  West,  and  a  considerable  uombar 
from  London  in  the  South.  If  it  were 
claimed  under  this  Bill  that  the  large 
School  Boards  in  Yorkshire  should  be 
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represented  on  the  management  of  this 
Boman  Githolie  Institution,  he  did 
not  think  the  Department  would  be 
able  to  resent  this  claim,  and  thej  would 
have  a  number  of  representatives  from 
such  towns  as  Sheffield,  Leeds,  York, 
and  Manchester  placed  upon  the  Govern- 
ing Bodj,  and  over-ruling  the  existing 
Manager.  He  saw  no  necessity  for  that, 
for  popular  control  was  given  bj  the  Bill, 
which  provided  Inspection  by  Local 
Au^orities  in  the  form  which  Mr.  L julph 
Stanley  and  others  thought  was  best. 

Moved,  to  leave  out  the  Clause. — (  The 
Lord  Sandford.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  agree  to  this 
Amendment.  The  clause  as  it  now 
stands  is  a  very  mild  one,  far  less 
stringent  than  was  strongly  desired  by 
many  who  took  part  in  the  preparation 
of  the  Bill  in  the  other  House,  because 
it  is  merely  giving  to  the  Education 
Department  power  where  they  think  it 
expedient  and  convenient  to  allow  repre- 
MDtation.  In  the  case  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Lord,  I  should  think  it  could  not 
be  done,  because  each  of  the  63  Boards 
of  Guardians  could  not  be  represented  on 
the  Groveming  Body.  But  there  are 
many  cases  where  such  representation 
can  be  provided,  and  it  is  extremely  de- 
sirable, where  a  considerable  amount  of 
public  money  is  to  be  given,  that  in  these 
schools  there  should  be  some  representa- 
tion of  thoj<e  who  contribute  the  money. 
As  I  said  before,  this  is  only  a  provision 
that  it  may  be  done.  If  it  were  com- 
pulsory the  noble  Lord^s  objections  would 
have  considerable  weight ;  but  to  give  a 
discretionary  power  of  this  kind  seems 
to  me  desirable  and  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

•LoBD  SANDFOBD  proposed  to  add 
to  the  clause  a  limitation  of  the  powers 
of  School  Atteodaoee  Committees  ap- 
pointed by  Boaids  of  Guardians.  It  was 
not  perhaps  genetmlly  known  that  the 
number  of  childnea  who  would  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  was  compara- 
tively small.  There  were  in  England  and 
Wales  about  2/XO  hHoA  children  between 
5  and  16  years  oCafie^of  whom  1,544  were 


at  school  in  1888,  leaving  only  450  unpro* 
vided  for.  There  were  at  present  pro- 
bably from  6,000  to  7,000  deaf  and 
dumb  children  between  the  same  ages,  of 
whom  2,500  were  maintained  in  existing 
Institutions,  generally  denomiuationaU 
If  any  of  those  schools  were  left  in 
existence  by  the  Money  Clauses  of  this  Bill 
new  accommodation  to  that  extent  would 
certainly  not  be  required,  and  only  about 
3,000. seats  would,  at  the  outside,  have 
to  be  supplied  for  deaf  and  dumb  children 
throughout  England  and  Wales.  In  the 
Bill  of  1892  only  School  Boards  were 
given  power  to  build  schools  for  these  un- 
fortunate children,  because  the  Attendance 
Committees  at  present  had  no  powers  of 
providing  schools  at  the  cost  of  the  rates. 
He  proposed,  however,  to  allow  the  At- 
tendance Committees  in  boroughs  and 
large  Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  to  have 
that  power,  because  there  might  be  a  con- 
siderable number  of  th^e  unfortunate 
children  in  their  districts.  In  country 
places,  where  such  cases  occurred  very 
sporadically,  there  was  no  use  in  giving 
School  Attendance  Committees  the  power 
of  providing  schools  which  would  be 
supplied  by  the  District  Councils  referred 
to  in  this  Bill,  if  and  when  appointed.  As 
there  would  be  under  the  Amendment 
2,534  School  Authorities  left  with  the 
power  of  providing  school  accommodation, 
and  there  were  only  about  3,500  children 
to  be  accommodated,  there  was  no  use  in 
giving  to  the  578  School  Attendance 
Committees  for  Unions  extended  powers 
for  making  such  provision.  There  would, 
on  an  average,  be  only  four  children  to 
be  provided  for  in  each  of  the  areas 
under  their  jurisdiction. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  2,  line  31,  at  end  of  Clauie,  to  in- 
sert ("  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  a  School 
Attendance  Committee  appointed  by  a  Board 
of  Guardians,  the  powers  of  each  Committee 
shall  be  limited  to  contribntiiifi^  to  the  annnal 
maintenance  of  any  school  certified  under  this 
Act,  and  to  the  payment  of  the  expeuncs  of  in* 
dividual  children  attending  such  school,  but 
shall  not  extend  to  the  proTision  of  nrhfX)!  ac- 
commodation for  the  purposes  of  this  Act." — 
{The  Lard  Sand/ord,) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I 
observe,  in  the  first  place,  that  there  is, 
in  one  sense,  the  provision  the  noble 
Lord  aUndes  to.  The  clause  provides 
that  if  a  District  Council  should  be  es- 
tablished it  is  to  exercise  those  powers. 
Of  course,  that  is  assuming  what  may 
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not  come  to  pass — it  is  as  well  to  notice 
that ;    but  in  the  interval    the   School 
Attendance  Committee  is  to  act.     But  I 
think  there  is  some  misapprehension  in 
this    matter.     I    admit   that   at  first  I 
entertained  some  objection  to  the  clause 
bn  the  ground  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me 
a  School    Attendance    Committee    was 
exactly  the  kind  of  Body  to  spend  the 
ratepayers^  money  ;  but  1  found  that  it 
was  not  the  School   Attendance   Com- 
mittee which  would  have  the  discretion 
in  the  matter,  and  that  the  Authority  was 
to  be  either  the  Board  of  Guardians,  the 
Borough  Council,  or  the  Urban  Sanitary 
Authority,  appointing  the  School  Attend- 
ance Committee,  and  acting  through  it. 
When  I  referred  to  the  Act  under  which 
these  Committees  are  appointed,  I  found 
that   no   expenditure    whatever  can  be 
incurred    without    authority     from    the 
Board  of  Guardians,  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
in  all  matters  involving  expenditure  it  is 
the  Board  of  Guardians  who  will  impose 
the  taxation,  and  not  the  School  Attend- 
ance Committee.     All  that  is  intended  is 
that  they  are  to  use  the  latter  as  the  Body 
best  acquainted  with  the  subject  for  the 
purpose  of  setting  the  matter  in  motion. 
As  regards  the  general  observation  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  there  is  no  necessity  to 
do  this,  I  think  it  is  necessary.    It  seems 
to  me  that  when  you  are  enacting  pro- 
visions requiring   schools    for  deaf  and 
blind  children  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
those  enactments  should  be  extended   to 
the  whole  Kingdom.      What  the  noble 
Lord  proposes  is  that  in  those  districts, 
which  are  very  numerous,  where  there 
are  School  Attendance  Committees,  they 
shall  have  no  power  to  erect  a  school  for 
this   purpose.     My   own   experience    in 
these  matters  is  that  it  is  very  rarely  they 
will  do  so— that  these  Committees  and 
rural  Boards  of  Guardians  will  not  incur 
expense  unnecessarily.     No  doubt  there 
will  be  cases  where  it  is  absolutely  un- 
necessary, and  they  will,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  contribute  to  some  other  schools ; 
but  there  may  be  cases  where  there  are 
no  means  of  providing  for  the  education 
of  these  children  except  by  the  erection 
of  schools,  and  this  clause  as  now  framed 
will  give  that  power.     It  seems  to  me 
to  be  giving  power  which  certainly  ought 
to  be  lodged  somewhere,  and  that  it  is 
better  it  should  be  done  in  this  way. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


Clause  5. 

Lord  SANDFORD  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  clause  from  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Government : — 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  line  89,  to  insert  new  sub-section  : 
(  (2.)  "  In  granting  or  withholding  their  consent 
nnder  thig  section  the  Education  Depart- 
ment shall  take  into  consideration  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  accommodation  available  Car 
blind  and  deaf  children  in  existing  schools.*') 

The    Earl    op    KIMBERLEY  :    I 

must  say  I  do  not  quite  see  the  uecessitj 
for  this.  The  clause  runs  that  the 
Department  is  to  exercise  the  power  m 
any  case  in  which  the  exercise  of  that 
power  appears  to  the  Department  to  be 
expedient.  That  appears  to  me  to  cover  iktb 
case,  because,  of  course,  one  of  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  matter  would  be  deter- 
mined  would  be  the  acoommodatioB 
available.  It  seems  to  me  to  follow 
almost  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  I  do 
not  see  any  reason  for  specifying  theee 
particular  things.  The  whole  qnestioB 
would  turn  upon  whether  there  was  or 
was  not  sufficient  accommodation.  .1 
imagine  that  the  course  taken  would  be 
that  the  Department  would  require  frooa 
the  persons  applying  a  full  statement  of 
the  grounds  upon  which  it  was  alleged 
that  the  accommodation  was  not  avail* 
able,  and  they  would  thereupon  make 
inquiry  in  order  to  ascertain  if  it  was  the 
case  that  accommodation  did  not  exist ; 
and  I  cannot  see  in  the  least  why  these 
particular  things  should  be  singled  oat. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  This  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  would,  at  all 
events,  point  out  to  the  Department  that 
it  is  their  special  duty  to  look  after  tbeee 
particular  cases. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  do 
not  see  why  it  is  necessary,  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  provision  points 
that  out  of  itself,  almost  by  necessary  im- 
plication. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  di- 
vided :— Contents  23  ;  Not  Contents  18. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 

*LoBD  SANDFORD  said,  this  was  one 
of  the  most  important  and  serious  ciauses 
in  the  Bill.     The  Lord  President  had 


1309 


{4  Ar^r^T  ISS^}      Bs»mi»tiM^  .^ 


WH^ 


beat  applied  to  oe  thk  subject  br  hk 
DoUe  and  iemrmbd  Friend  Lord  Monis  at 
whose  reqoeet  he  had  tak^  up  tbe  qiie»- 
tiou.  Wb»i  Bwrtog  the  Second  Read- 
ing the  Lord  Presideiil  had  proaii:»ed  to 
oonaider  wfaedker  the  cUiuse  should  uot 
be  amended,  as  the  words  were  of  rather 
doubtful  interpretatioa. 

The  Ejlrl  op  EHLMBERLEY  :  I 
might,  perhaps,  save  the  noble  Lord  some 
trouble  bj  explaining  one  little  point, 
not  interfering  with  the  Amendment.  I 
did  not  like  to  answer  the  other  night, 
though  I  thought  the  words  somewhat 
ambiguous  ;  but  I  find  that  arises  en* 
tirely  from  the  word  "  or "  being  used 
inst^id  of  ''and/*  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  will  at  once  see  the  effect .  of  that. 
It  is  simply  a  verbal  error. 
•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  that  sub- 
stituting  ''  and  *'  for  ''  or,*'  the  clause  as 
it  stood  imposed  upon  the  managers  of 
these  Institutions,  which  had  done  so 
much  good  work  in  times  past,  and  which, 
he  hoped,  wonld  be  recognised  under  the 
Bill,  thoagh  no  provision  was  made  for 
their  immediate  certtficatioo,  too  great  a 
burden.  He  would  take  the  case  of  the 
Roman  Catholie  sefaool  at  Boston  8pa, 
which  he  had  alreadr  referred  to.  It 
appeared  from  the  Eepon  <ii  tbe  Royal 
Commission  that  the  eost  per  bead  of 
educating     the    6eai    mttd     ditmb    wa# 


plM>d    |>«Ml^    hs  iW  v^K^y^  ^  %^^ 

4»lh<Nr  haud^  v^iMMStlk  >kvmK)  vm^v  ^MV^s^^m 
to  £A  ^  ;Us«  xvhU^h  ^W  )^«|inmis^^ 
would  b^  ab)^  U>  v^^^atu  «^^m«)  I\^  ^  vk^ 
flourisbiug. 

AmeiH)m«>iit  iaoyhhK  \\\  im^  ^  \\\^  ^V^ 
to  leave  out  (**  third  **)  t^Md  (iMHMrl  0'  **^>^''^^ 

TiiKEAia  okKIMHKKI.KY)   Urn 

sorry  I  oaunot  (^uMn^ut  \\%  \\\^  nMUithh 
tiou  of  oiie«Afih.  Tht*  «b|tH»l  ^f  \\\^ 
clause  i«  to  provout  tht)  mMundM  ImtMlf 
supported  prautlcAlly  hv  publiu  MMM^i^y 
atone — that  there  n\m\\  Um  h  uMlmtHMMHl 
contribution  towardM  tha  umimtf^HitiMl  uf 
these  schoolM.  Thnt  NtttHMM  U\  mt^  (ii  h^ 
a  proper  provUiou,  Aiul  I  (hUik  oim-thlid 
is  right.  I  ciitiMot  fi^raa  to  th«  HMliMthUf 
tion  of  oiie*fifth  ;  but  if  tho  imiIiIm  J^mhI 
does  not  presn  that,  [  Nimll  not  ranUi  tim 
next  Amendment.  It  wm  \HU»uAm\  Mi 
exclude  from  the  Bill  thti  tmUmlniUm  of 
the  parents*  pavuMiitu  tt^  iUo  itU\\t\rtm 
boarded,  lodged,  and  mlmmiM  at  i\m 
schools ;  bat  on  that  ^$im,  it  itm  mUUt 
Lord  does  wH  fin^ss  tU4$  fHtu^MiU  U^* 
stead  of  ooe-ibini'-'wbllst  I  kmm  fbai 
io  the  OmtmitUm  of  %im  WH$tm  i4  i^om^ 
DMMis,  wbidb  UuierUt4  iImt  wmdM^  a  i^im4 
deal  of  iaiport««MM;  wtm  MiM^44^  Ut  i\mH0 
as  flier  were  9mM,  m  iUk  *mgUml^  IMl  — 
£7  19s.  lOd.  —  a  larfe  mum  ;  bot  1 1  tltsii  mot  ymm  Uh  Umr  ftfU^i^m, 
for  the  instmction  ef  tiM»e  pow  duldrts  Viv//t  »t  CIt/yhH  .  Aj^  tm  ^  Om 
ii  considerable  mm^  ^  Um^  wm  >  ^^  ^J^^^^mtmrn  ^  tm   *0AM    U/4    ^ 

clothinginth«eln«tima«»^*««^rtt^    ^^  I  ^^^  ^«^.*^  *  ><^  /^^  ^^. 
i;24   lis.   lOd.     At  J^otOM.  >y^  u^m:    ^^^  mmAiv.  m^k^  tiW  a  »vv^  m^.h 

wuitu.  J*-  OutM^  '» err  ^^vvc  » vi, 

*jUmi#   M-ATJ'Ajil  «a*c.  a*  C*«i«irr 
nan.     uf      ttie     Mmmj/^ti^     ^,/vrtMiuiiMM; 

(^  lUe     i»?3»at     JUiJUC    luitlAUkS*!.    ^   4Ut 

vMovrT' — ^wtt  tm  ^ivrviM^:  —  u*  'W^iiX 
una*'  -tuMX  itMsr  wijRr  utr:  Mnw<.  iii^  vt4>> 
iamL  wuiosi  tuet    ifnuniOM^c   i*«*  a  tor 

*[L*««    ^AMl^V'l:!'  mul.    t  Uir  MTJMbt^ 

jmsfk*  ill*  TwiU'Tiftn  n  m#t^-tnti- 
.iiflMMmKnt     11^    «t»%t   tT   t««: 

:;  m  Labi  .m  ULClffiai^Z 


140    aefaobffvu   aud  i;4i>t:  ^mvc 
X22  6s.  6d.     Thi^  »(hiu(tMi    v^fvti   ttie 

feneral  aversfpewBsowh4r'Wilti<^o»-Yvt^ 
isters  of  CfaMrttr  ^fet-  VnioMix  <it  ?**«' 
giving  tfaetr  serriee^  alsHMi  ^nAutWiM'^, 
The  efaildreoV   paymeutr   aMiomrtfC   ^ 
^16  Ob.  2/dL^   leavifi^  j^  V,.  %c.  it'  i^ 
applied  by   rolnMarr  eCFtyr..    Xiant  jme 
^le  Tolnntarr  ^xMitrtbutiufft.  ift'iii'n..  ii«« 
those  to  stmiiar  Ii«ttfiutiof«r  ttmniinivtr 
^  eoatrtry,  had  ialieii  eC.  Mi«uutn%(  t«' 
•^  17s.     If  ti»e  wntf'  ^^fumtfr  w«f» 
not  to  be  laiEeti  iatt/  wtK»*mr..  mm.  tiMii^ 
^hird  of  the  eost  tff  tj^^^  ^tui^u  f*i»r  t*  v 
<QppIied  by  voittnMH;  40«^:     tt^^t'ou    *f' 
^  17s.,  £7  6^.  lUd-   mwoj'    i^    -f^oiF*^* 
ProQi    the   ftliiMi^ijP'  a     ^cvafn^fnUtrtM. 
^hesefaook  west.-  ■iniaji^vj^t^ty  f«ti4'i«i^fw: 
*•!  to  ffsqaifib  &iMr  mtfi^  »tm  k  4»  r!»v 
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Amendment  moved, 

In  lines  39,  40,  and  41,  to  leave  out  ("or  the 
payment  made  by  the  parent  of  the  children 
boarded  and  lodged  or  educated  in  the  school.") 
— (The  Lord  SandfordS) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9. 

♦Lord  SANDFORD  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  the  words  "  regard  being 
had  to  the  provisions  of  the  Education 
Act,  1891." 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  am 
afraid  that  point  has  escaped  me,  and  I 
cannot  answer  it  off-hand.  If  the  noble 
Lord  will  allow  me  to  answer  it  in 
Standing  Committee,  I  will  then  give 
him  an  explanation,  but  at  present  I  do 
not  feel  quite  sure  what  it  is. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  proposed  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  hoarding  with  any  person," 
as  parents  would  no  douht  wish  to  have 
a  voice  in  the  selection  of  the  persons 
with  whom  their  children  were  to  be 
placed. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  5,  line  1 7, 
after  ("  school ")  to  insert  ('*  or  boarding 
with  any  person  "). — ( The  Lord  Sand- 
ford.) 

•Lord  HALSBURY  :  The  Local 
Authority  might  nominate  some  person 
to  whose  care  the  parent  would  not  like 
to  confide  his  child. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  The 
Bill  provides  in  a  previous  clause  that  they 
are  to  arrange,  if  possible,  for  the  boarding- 
out  being  with  some  person  belonging  to 
the  religious  persuasion  of  the  parent. 
That,  of  course,  is  desirable  ;  but  I  think 
if  these  words  were  inserted  they  might 
give  rise  to  difficulties  in  cases  of  boarding- 
out  orphans  and  similar  cases.  If  due 
care  is  taken  as  to  the  religious  education, 
that,  I  think,  will  be  sufficient.  This 
might  give  rise  sometimes  to  a  great  deal 
of  embarrassment  if  it  entailed  an  in- 
quiry what  were  the  religious  persuasions 
of  parents. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 1  agreed  to. 


Clause  12. 


Amendment  moved,  in  page  o,  line  31 , 
after  ("  education ")  to  insert  ("  and 
"industrial  training.")  —  (The  Lord 
Sandford.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  think 
I  can  explain  to  the  nohle  Lord  that 
there  is  no  occasion  for  this  Amendment^ 
because  the  Definition  Clause  includes 
what  he  intends.  That  clause  says  at 
line  16 — 

'*  The  expression  '  elementary  edacation  *  may 
include  industrial  training,  whether  given  in  the 
school  which  the  child  attends  or  n<^" 

I  am  informed  by  the  draftsman  that  that 

is  intended. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  the  Amend- 
ment  followed  the  terms  of  the  Scotch 
Act,  but  he  had  overlooked  this  Definition 
Clause. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13. 

Verbal  Amendments. 

Clauses  14  to  17,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee ;  and  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  241.) 

SUPREME  COURTOF  JDDICATCJREBILL 

rH.L.]. 

REPORT    OP    AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to  move 
an  Amendment  on  page  2  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  to  add  a  sub-section.  The  object  is 
this :  Some  question  has  arisen  whether  by 
the  rule-making  power  of  the  Rule  Com- 
mittee rules  can  be  made  relating  to  inter^ 
pleaders.  Inconvenience  has  been  found 
to  arise  from  this  doubt,  and  this  Amend- 
ment is  really  to  carry  out  an  Act  whiek 
has  already  received  the  sanctioo  of  th# 
Legislature  by  applying  the  rule-making 
power  to  the  Acts  mentioned  in  the 
Schedule. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  Clause  3,  page  2,  at  the  end  of  the  claoM 
add  a  sob-section  :— **  The  power  to  make  mleB 
conferred  by  the  Judicature  Act«,  1873  to  1891^ 
shall  include  power  to  make  rules  with  respeot 
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to  the  matters  contained  in  and  regulated  by  the 
enactments  described  in  the  Schedule  to  this 
A<Ar^Tke  Lord  CkaHcellor,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Then 
in  Clause  5  I  have  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment which  I  do  not  think  is  one  of  sub- 
stance as  the  Bill  now  stands  ;  but  I  am 
afraid  some  misapprehension  has  arisen 
as  to  the  intention  of  Clause  4.  When 
the  matter  was  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee I  believe  some  observations  of 
mine  were  understood  as  indicating  an 
intention  that  that  part  of  the  section 
which  related  to  age  of  retirement  should 
not  be  applicable  to  any  existing  officers 
of  the  Court.  Certainly  that  is  not  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  of  which  I  gave 
notice,  according  to  my  opinion,  nor  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand that  I  was  understood  as  having 
made  that  statement.  I  daresay,  when 
one  is  talking  about  various  sections,  what 
is  said  intending  to  apply  only  to  certain 
of  the  Judicial  officers  may  be  understood 
M  applying  to  all.  Having  stated  that 
the  one  main  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  put  the  clerks  and  officers  in  the 
Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
speaking  generally,  in  the  same 
position  as  Civil  Service  clerks  in 
regard  to  the  scheme  of  retirement,  to 
liave  excluded  all  the  clerks  in  that  office 
^m  the  retirement  conditions  would  have 
been  practically  not  to  put  them  on  the 
same  looting  as  the  Civil  Service  clerks, 
bnt  to  leave  them  entirely  outside.  That 
certainly  was  not  my  intention  ;  it  was 
not  the  effect  of  the  Amendments  of  which 
I  gave  notice,  nor  is  it  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stands.  The  proposal  I 
now  make  is,  in  my  judgment,  only 
putting  into  a  form  less  open  to  dispute 
what  I  understand  to  have  been  sanctioned 
in  Standing  Committee ;  and  it  is  with 
that  view  I  propose  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  Clause  5,  page  3.  line  23,  leave  out  Sab- 
•actions  (3)  and  (4)  and  insert  the  following 
rob-section : — **  (3.)  Any  order  made  under  this 
section  may  be  m»ie  to  apply  to  any  officer  of 
the  Supreme  Coort  whether  appointed  before 
or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  except  that  an 
Older  as  to  retirement  or  removal  shall  not  in 
toy  case  apply  to  any  master  or  other  jadicial 
officer."— (r»r  Lord  CkameelUn'.^ 


Lord  MACNAGHTEN  asked  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  have  any 
objection  to  insert  at  the  end  of  Sub- 
section 3 — 

**  Nor  shall  any  such  order  apply  to  any  officer 
appointed  before  the  passing  of  thit  Act  who 
holds  office  by  Statute  during  good  behaviour." 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  aware 
that  there  were  persons  in  that  position 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  clause  as  it 
stood. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  hope  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
will  agree  to  that  suggestion.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  very  undesirable  that  persons 
who  have  already  a  certain  status  by 
Statute  and  who  hold  office  during  good 
behaviour  should  by  a  kind  of  side  wind 
be  deprived  of  their  office.  That  would, 
I  think,  cause  great  dissatisfaction  and 
be  a  great  blot  upon  a  Bill  otherwise 
beneficial. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  affect  Civil  servants  in  the 
legal  offices  referred  to,  and,  therefore,  I 
should  certainly  not  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Monday  next. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of 
the  House  whether  on  Tuesday  next,  as 
there  will  not  be  much  to  be  done,  and  it 
might  probably  be  convenient  for  many 
noble  Lords  to  be  able  to  leave  town  at 
an  earlier  period  than  they  would  other- 
wise, it  would  not  be  advisable  for  the 
House  to  meet  at  a  quarter  past  4,  instead 
of  half  past  5  as  usual  on  Tuesdays  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
quite  agree  that  it  would  be  extremely 
convenient  to  everyone,  and,  therefore, 
I  will  give  notice  that  on  Monday  I 
shall  move  that  the  House  do  meet  at  a 
quarter  past  4  on  Tuesday  instead  of 
half  past  o,  and  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee will  be  fixed  for  3  oVlock.  I 
shall  also  take  the  opportunity  of  moving 
that  we  meet  again  after  the  adjournment 
at  the  usual  hour  of  a  quarter  past  4,  as 
there  will  be  no  Standing  Committee  on 
that  day. 
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LONDON  IMPROVEMENTS  BILL. 

Read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  229.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  further  Amendments  made  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

IRISH    EDUCATION    ACT,  1892,  AMEND- 
MENT (No.  2)  BILL.--(No.  220.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ihent ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

REFORMATORY    SCHOOLS   BILL     [h.l.]. 

(No.  234.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

COUNTY  OF   THE    CITY  OF  GLASGOW 
BILL.— (No.  236.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday 
next. 

COMPANIES   (CERTIFICATE   OF  INCOR- 
PORATION)  BILL  [h.l.]— (No.  236.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3**  on  Monday 
next. 

STATUTORY  RULES   PROCEDURE  BILL. 

(No.  237.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

LAW  OF   COMMONS  AMENDMENT  BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  238.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Tuesday 
next. 

LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF   PASSAGE  BILL. 

(No.  239.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 


BURGHS  GAS  SUPPLY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  226.) 
House  in   Committee    (according'    to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL  [H.L.].— (No.  2S0.) 
Read  3^  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

TRUST  INVESTMENT  BILL  [H.L.] 
(No.  232.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order) ;  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 
(No.  223.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (FISHING  BOATS) 
ACTS  (1883    AND    1887)    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Order    for    the    Third    Reading    on 

Monday  next,  discharged. 

CANAL    RATES,    TOLLS,  AND   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL    ORDER     (LEEDS    AND 
LIVERPOOL  CANAL)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  :  read  1*  ; 

to    he   printed ;     and    referred    to    the 

Examiners.     (No.  242.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (NAVIGATION 
OF  THE  RIVERS  AIRE  AND  CALDBB) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.    (No.  243.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  cfe^ES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (GRAND  jCJC 
TION  CANAL)  BILL.  ^ 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  ]*-« 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.    (No.  244.) 


'^ 
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CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PBOVISIONAL  ORDER  (WARWICK  AND 
BIRMINGHAM  CANAL)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  CommouB  ;  read  1^ ; 
to  be  printed ;  aod  referred  to  the  £x- 
ammers.     (No.  245.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o*clock,  till  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  4th  August  1893. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


BLACKROCK  AND  KINGSTOWN  DRAIN- 
AGE AND  IMPROVEMENT  BILL  [Lords] 
(by  Order). 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
that   in  moving  the  re-committal  of  this 
Bill  and  the  Instruction,  he  must  repeat 
what   he  said  jesterdaj,  that  he  would 
have  preferred  the  method  of  procedure 
which   the   hon.  Member  for   Wicklow 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  proposed  to  adopt,  as 
he  considered  it  would  be  a  more  expe- 
ditious way  of  achieving  the  object  he 
luidin  view ;  but  inasmuch  as  that  method 
of  procedure  had  been  ruled  out  of  Order, 
there  was  no  alternative  open   to   him 
hat  to  make  the  Motion  which  he  now 
ttade.     He  might  mention  that  he  had 
■wde  this  Instruction  mandatory  for  the 
porpose   of  giving  time.      The  present 
Bill  was    a   Bill  to   constitute  a  joint 
Pntinage  Board  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
^g  out  a  considerable  scheme  of  drainage 
for  the    two    townships    of   Blackrock 
*nd  Kingstown.     This  Drainage  Board 
was  to  be  composed  equally  of  members 
chosen    by    the    Kingstown    Township 


Board  and  the  Blackrock  Township 
Board,  and  he  sought  to  put  into  the  Bill 
a  clause  reducing  the  township  franchise 
in  Blackrock  to  £4.  At  present  the 
Municipal  franchise  in  Kingstown  was  £4, 
in  Blackrock  it  was  £8.  So  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  form  they  would 
have  one-half  of  the  Drainage  Board 
elected  on  a  £4  franchise,  and  the  other 
half  elected  on  an  £8  franchise.  The 
number  of  Municipal  voters  in  Blackrock 
was  absurdly  small  when  compared  with 
the  population,  and  when  compared  with 
the  number  of  Parliamentary  voters.  The 
population  of  Blackrock  was,  in  round 
numbers,  about  9,000 ;  the  Parliamen- 
tary electorate  was  between  1,100  and 
1,200,  while  the  Municipal  franchise 
was  a  little  over  600,  and  he  might 
observe  that,  owing  to  the  want  of  a 
system  of  revision,  the  Municipal  electo- 
rate was  yearly  decreasing.  In  1890 
the  electorate  was  682  ;  in  1891  it  was 
reduced  to  605  ;  in  1892  it  was  reduced 
to  586,  and  he  was  informed  that  there 
was  every  probability  that  when  the  lists 
for  this  year  were  made  out,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  number  of  Municipal 
electors  in  Blackrock  would  not  be  much 
more  than  600.  He  asserted  that  that 
was  a  gross  anomaly  when  they  con- 
sidered the  population,  and  also  the  num- 
ber of  Parliamentary  voters.  It  was 
often  said — and  he  dared  say  it  would  be 
said  there  that  day — that  the  ratepayers 
were  more  interested  than  any  other  class 
of  ratepayers  in  schemes  such  as  this.  But 
the  curious  thing  was  that  the  biggest 
ratepayers  in  the  Blackrock  township 
were  absolutely  not  represented  at  all, 
and  for  this  simple  reason — that  there  was 
no  provision  whatever  for  joint  occupa- 
tion votes.  There  were  several  large 
establishments  in  Blackrock  township 
with  which  he  was  personally  acquainted. 
They  paid  the  largest  amount  of  rates, 
and  owing  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
provision  for  registering  joint  occupiers 
every  single  one  of  these  ratepayers  was 
absolutely  excluded  from  the  list  of 
voters.  He  was  not  in  love  with  big  rate- 
payers as  a  general  rule,  but  he  thought 
this  state  of  things  was  a  gross  anomaly. 
All  this  was  aggravated  by  the  fact  that 
there  was  absolutely  no  provision  in  the 
Township  Act  for  the  revision  of  votes. 
The  Secretary  of  Jhe  Township  Board 
was  in  this  matter  judge  and  jury, 
counsel,  public,  and  all.     He  discharged 
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LONDON  IMPROVEMENTS  BILL. 

Read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  18)  BILL.— (No.  229.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order)  ;  further  Amendments  made  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

IRISH    EDUCATION    ACT,  1892,  AMEND- 
MENT  (No.  2)  BILL.--(No.  220.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ihent ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

REFORMATORY    SCHOOLS   BILL     [h.l.]. 

(No.  234.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

COUNTY  OF   THE    CITY  OF  GLASGOW 
BILL.— (No.  236.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday 
next. 

COMPANIES   (CERTIFICATE    OF  INCOR- 
PORATION) BILL  [H.L.]— (No.  236.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3**  on  Monday 
next. 

STATUTORY  RULES    PROCEDURE  BILL. 

(No.  237.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday 
next. 

LAW  OF   COMMONS  AMENDMENT  BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  238.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Tuesday 
next. 

LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF   PASSAGE  BILL. 

(No.  239.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday 
next. 


BURGHS  GAS  SUPPLY  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  226.) 
House   in   Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standiog 
Committee. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL  [HX.].— (No.  280.) 
Read  3^  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

TRUST  INVESTMENT  BILL  [hx.] 
(No.  2S2.) 

Read  3»  (according  to  Order) ;  sod 
passed,- and  sent  to  the  Conmions. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 
(No.  223.) 

Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (FISHING  BOATS) 
ACTS   (1888    AND    1887)    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Order    for    the    Third    Reading    on 

Monday  next^  discharged. 

CANAL    RATES,    TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL    ORDER     (LEEDS   AND 
LIVERPOOL  CANAL)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  :  read  1* ; 

to    he   printed ;     and    referred    to    the 

Examiners.     (No.  242.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGB8 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (NAVIGATION 
OF  THE  RIVERS  AIRE  AND  CALDEB) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.    (No.  243.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGK8 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (GRAND  JCKC- 
TION  CANAL)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  { 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex* 
aminers.     (No.  244.) 
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CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (WARWICK  AND 
BIRMINGHAM  CANAL)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  CommonB  ;  read  1^ ; 
to  be  printed ;  aod  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.    (No.  245.) 

Hoa«e  adjoamed  at  a  qaarter  before 

Six  o*clock,  till  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  4th  August  1898. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


BLACKROCK  AND  KINGSTOWN  DRAIN- 
AGE AND  IMPROVEMENT  BILL  [Lords] 
(by  Order). 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Coosideratioo,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
that  in  moving  the  re-committal  of  this 
Bill  and  the  Instruction,  he  must  repeat 
what  he  said  yesterday,  that  he  would 
bave  preferred  the  method  of  procedure 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  proposed  to  adopt,  as 
he  considered  it  would  be  a  more  expe- 
ditious way  of  achieving  the  object  he 
had  in  view ;  but  inasmuch  as  that  method 
of  procedure  had  been  mled  out  of  Order, 
there  was  no  alternative  open  to  him 
but  to  make  the  Motion  which  he  now 
>*&de.  He  might  mention  that  he  had 
B^Ade  this  Instruction  mandatory  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  time.  The  present 
AiU  was  a  Bill  to  constitute  a  joint 
prainage  Board  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
uig  out  a  considerable  scheme  of  drainage 
for  the  two  townships  of  Blackrock 
<^nd  Kingstown.  This  Drainage  Board 
*»»  to  be  composed  equally  of  members 
thosen    by    the    Kingstown    Township 


Board  and  the  Blackrock  Township 
Board,  and  he  sought  to  put  into  the  BiU 
a  clause  reducing  the  township  franchise 
in  Blackrock  to  £4.  At  present  the 
Municipal  franchise  in  Kingstown  was  £4, 
in  Blackrock  it  was  £8.  So  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  form  they  would 
have  one-half  of  the  Drainage  Board 
elected  on  a  £4  franchise,  and  the  other 
half  elected  on  an  £8  franchise.  The 
number  of  Municipal  voters  in  Blackrock 
was  absurdly  small  when  compared  with 
the  population,  and  when  compared  with 
the  number  of  Parliamentary  voters.  The 
population  of  Blackrock  was,  in  round 
numbers,  about  9,000;  the  Parliamen'» 
tary  electorate  was  between  1,100  and 
1,200,  while  the  Municipal  franchise 
was  a  little  over  600,  and  he  might 
observe  that,  owing  to  the  want  of  a 
system  of  revision,  the  Municipal  electo- 
rate was  yearly  decreasing.  In  1890 
the  electorate  was  682  ;  in  1891  it  was 
reduced  to  605  ;  in  1892  it  was  reduced 
to  686,  and  be  was  informed  that  there 
was  every  probability  that  when  the  lists 
for  this  year  were  made  out,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  number  of  Municipal 
electors  in  Blackrock  would  not  be  much 
more  than  600.  He  asserted  that  that 
was  a  gross  anomaly  when  they  con- 
sidered the  population,  and  also  the  num- 
ber of  Parliamentary  voters.  It  was 
often  said — and  he  dared  say  it  would  be 
said  there  that  day — that  the  ratepayers 
were  more  interested  than  any  other  class 
of  ratepayers  in  schemes  such  as  this.  But 
the  curious  thing  was  that  the  biggest 
ratepayers  in  the  Blackrock  township 
were  absolutely  not  represented  at  all, 
and  for  this  simple  reason — that  there  was 
no  provision  whatever  for  joint  occupa- 
tion votes.  There  were  several  large 
establishments  in  Blackrock  township 
with  which  he  was  personally  acquainted. 
They  paid  the  largest  amount  of  rates, 
and  owing  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
provision  for  registering  joint  occupiers 
every  single  one  of  these  ratepayers  was 
absolutely  excluded  from  the  list  of 
voters.  He  was  not  in  love  with  big  rate- 
payers as  a  general  rule,  but  he  thought 
this  state  of  things  was  a  gross  anomaly. 
All  this  was  aggravated  by  the  fact  that 
there  was  absolutely  no  provision  in  the 
Township  Act  for  the  revision  of  votes. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Township  Board 
was  in  this  matter  judge  and  jury, 
counsel,  public,  and  all.     He  discharged 
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the  duty  of  revising  the  lists  in  his  own 
office.  Nobody  knew  how  he  did  it  or 
when  he  did  it.  He  took  the  names 
from  some  list  or  other,  and  put  them  on 
or  kept  them  off  at  his  own  sweet  will 
and  pleasure.  He  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  gentleman  himself,  and 
he  should  be  sorry,  in  the  absence  of 
definite  information,  to  say  that  he  mis- 
used his  position.  He  did  not  allege 
that  he  did,  because  he  was  unable  to 
prove  it,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to  allege 
anything  he  could  not  prove ;  but  what 
he  did  say  was  this :  that  no  single  person 
ought  to  be  entrusted  with  a  duty  of  this 
description,  which  ought  to  be  performed, 
as  in  the  case  of  Parliamentary  voters* 
revision,  by  a  public  officer  in  a  public 
court  with  an  opportunity  to  the  voters 
of  seeing  that  their  rights  were  pre- 
served, and  that  no  injury  was  done  to 
them.  In  no  case  ought  it  to  be  possible 
for  the  revision  to  be  effected  as  it  was  at 
the  present  moment  in  Blackrock.  An 
objection  was  raised  to  his  proposal 
by  gentlemen  who  said  that  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce  machinery  in  the 
Blackrock  Township  which  did  not 
exist  in  any  of  the  other  townships 
around  Dublin  except  Kingstown.  In- 
stead of  the  fact  that  in  none  of  the 
townships  around  Dublin  did  machinery 
exist  for  the  public  revision  of  the  voters' 
lists  being  a  ground  for  delay,  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  was  a  ground  for  beginning 
the  reform  at  once.  Blackrock  town- 
ship had  got  into  the  control  of  a  family 
ring.  He  made  no  charge  against  these 
gentlemen  personally.  Personally  he 
knew  nothing  about  them,  though  he 
knew  most  of  them  as  politicians.  They 
belonged  to  the  richer  class  in  Blackrock, 
and  they  managed  the  affairs  of  the 
Blackrock  township  to  suit  the  purposes 
of  the  family  ring  which  they  constituted. 
They  did  not  seem  to  care  one  farthing 
about  the  opinion  of  the  ratepayers.  If 
anything  ought  to  be  the  property  of  the 
public  it  was  the  Town  Hall,  which  was 
built  and  was  maintained  at  the  cost  of 
the  ratepayers,  rich  and  poor.  Yet, 
unless  it  suited  the  purposes  of  this  family 
ring,  they  refused  to  let  the  Town  Hall 
to  anybody  but  their  own  party  for 
public  meetings.  And  he  believed  the 
practice  was — but  on  this  point  he  was 
not  quite  sure — that  when  they  did  meet 
themselves  they  met  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  ratepayers.     They  would  not  allow 

Mr.  Clancy 


the  ratepayers  to  attend  their  meetings, 
and  they  had  gone  so  far  as  to  expel  from 
the   Board  room    the   hon.  Member  for 
the    St.   Patrick's    Division   of  Dublin, 
simply  because  he  made  himself  trouble- 
some   in     exposing     their     manner    of 
managing  the  affairs  of  the  Blackrock 
township.       The  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Patrick's  Division  was  absolutely  one 
of  the  largest  ratepayers  in  the  township, 
and  naturally  under  any  fair  system  of 
franchise  he  would  himself  occupy  a  seat 
on  the   Board.     But   the  result  of  the 
state  of  things  which  he  was  attempting 
to  describe  to  the  House  was  that  this 
gentleman— one  of  the  most  intelligent 
in  the  whole  community,  and  one  of  the 
largest  ratepayers — had    not  only   been 
unable  to  obtain  a  seat  at  this  Board,  but 
on  one  or  two  occasions  when  he  had 
attempted  to  witness  with  his  own  eyes 
the  manner  in  which  the  Board  trans- 
acted their  business  he  had  been  expelled 
from  the  room.     What  was  it  be  (Mr. 
Clancy)     proposed  ?       He     had    down 
yesterday,  and  some  days  previously,  a 
Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  franchise 
in  Blackrock  to  the  household  level    He 
put    down    that     Motion    to   assert    a 
principle  which  he  thought  was  too  often 
ignored — namely,  that  the  poorest  rate- 
payers in  the  community  had  as  much 
right  as  the  richest  ratepayers  to  a  voice 
in  the  management  of  their  Municipal 
affairs.     They   paid   quite   as   much,  or 
more,  in  proportion  to  their  means  than 
the  richer  ratepayers.      He  put    down 
that  Motion   for  household  suffrage  to 
assert  the  principle,  and  so  that  hereafter 
their  opponents  could  not  say  they  had 
not  asserted  this  principle  when  they  had 
had  the  opportunity.     If   he  could  be 
would  establish  household  suffrage  both 
in   Kingstown  and    Blackrock;   but  he 
acknowledged     that     it    would     be    a 
step    in     advance     if    a    provision    to 
that  effect  were  inserted  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  had  taken  the 
moderate  course  of  proposing  to  equalise 
the  franchise  in  the  two  townships.    It 
might  be  objected  that  such  a  pronsioo 
should  not  be  introduced  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill.     There  were  two  pre- 
cedents on  this  point  present  to  bis  mind. 
In  1885,  in  the  case  of  the  Bathminesand 
Rathgar  Township  BilU  when  the  Bill 
had  reached  the  very  same  stage  whick 
the  present  Bill  occupied  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
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Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  proposed  and  carried 
the  redaction  of  the  franchise  in  the  town- 
ship of  Rathmines  and  Rathgarfrom  £10 
to  £4.     In    1886  the  hon.   Member  for 
North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  went  further, 
and  proposed  and  carried  a  provision  for 
the  redaction  of  the  franchise  in  Belfast 
in  connection   with   the   Belfast    Main 
Drainage  Scheme  to  the  hoasebold  level, 
which  was  farther  than  the  present  pro- 
posal went.     Again,  it  was  said  that  if 
this  Motion  was  carried  the  Bill  would  be 
lost.     Thej  had  heard    that  argument 
before.     Why  should  the  Bill  be  thrown 
out  ?     If  the  House  of  Lords  threw  out 
the  Bill  on  this  ground,  they  would  (con- 
fess that    they   would   prefer  that    the 
people   of   Blackroek   should   be  slowly 
poisoned  by  bad  water  rather  than  con- 
sent to  lower  the  existing  franchise.    He 
would  predict  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
lost  if  this  Motion  was  carried.     The 
House  of  Lords  would  pass  the  Bill  if  the 
promoters  did  not  object,  and  he  should 
like  the  promoters  to  go  back  to  Black- 
rock  and  challenge  public  opinion  upon 
the  proposal  he  had  made.  He  challenged 
^em  to  get  a  verdict  in  any  public  meet- 
ing in  Blackroek  against  the  proposal. 
Another  objection  was  taken  to  his  pro- 
posal by  gentlemen  who  said  that  though 
they  had  no  objection  to  the  reduction  of 
the  franchise  in  the  ordinary  way  they 
objected  to  it  being  made  in  this  manner. 
He  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  been  in  the  House 
for  eight  or  nine  years.     The  Irish  Party 
had  every  year  introduced  a  Bill  to  effect 
the  reduction  of  the  Municipal  franchise 
in  Ireland,  but  they  had  never  been  able 
to  get  such  a  Bill  passed.     This  reform 
was  urgently  needed,  and  he  asked  the 
House  to  agree  to  his  Motion. 
•Sir    C.     W.     DILKE    (Gloucester, 
Forest  of   Dean)   said,   he   rose  at  the 
request  of  ithe   hon.  Member  who   had 
made  the  Motion  to  second  it.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  largely  founded 
his  argument  on  the  precedent  to  which 
he  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  had  mduced  the  House 
to  assent  in  1885,  of  dealing  with  this 
matter  of  the  franchise  in  urban  districts 
in  their  Private  Bills  as  they  came  before 
the  House.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  said  that  the  Municipal  franchise 
in  Irehind  had  been  left  long  unaltered, 
although  from  year  to  year  a  change  had 
heen  proposed.    He  remembered  in  the 
first  year  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  (Lord  B.  Charchill)  came 


into  the  House,  and  when  he  was  acting 
as  private  secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  he  made  a  powerful 
speech  in  support  of  a  change  in  the  Irish 
Municipal  franchise,  and  pointed  out  the 
terrible  evils  that  existed  in  Ireland  under 
the  present  system.  And  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  Ireland  under  the  Towns 
Commissioners  was  even  worse  than  that 
which  existed  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. He  would  remind  the  House, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  re- 
ferred to  it,  that  in  1885  and  188S  a  pro- 
posal precisely  similar  to  that  now  before 
the  House  was  carried  in  the  Rathmines 
Bill,  and  also  in  the  Belfast  Drainage 
Bill.  The  grounds  on  which  he  brought 
this  matter  before  the  House  in  1885, 
and  why  he  so  strongly  supported  the 
present  proposal,  were  because  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Conmiission  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  in  Ireland,  over 
which  he  himself  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
side, was  almost  entirely  directed  to  this 
one  point.  The  Commissioners  pointed 
out  in  their  Report  with  absolute  unani- 
mity— ^for  the  Report  was  signed  by 
every  member  of  the  Commission — ^that 
of  all  the  evils  which  affected  the  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes  in  the  Muni- 
cipal and  urban  districts  in  Ireland,  those 
which  were  directly  due  to  the  present 
condition  of  the  franchise  were  by  far 
the  greatest,  and  that  almost  all  those 
evils  were  traceable  to  the  condition  of 
the  franchise  in  those  towns.  The  Com- 
missioners pointed  out  not  only  the 
carious  nature  of  these  franchises,  but 
also  the  extraordinary  thing  on  the  part 
of  the  Municipal  and  Urban  Authorities 
that  they  did  not  even  observe  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law  such  as  they  were.  He 
believed^that  in  England  they  could  hardly 
realise  what  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
was.  The  only  Electoral  Body  in  England 
that  in  the  least  resembled  the  Urban 
non-Municipal  Bodies  in  Ireland  was  the 
Thames  Conservancy  in  so  far  as  regarded 
the  Upper  Thames.  That  Body  acted 
under  an  Act  of  1795,  and  the  gentleman 
who  was  responsible  for  the  Register 
seriously  maintained  that  he  had  no  right 
to  remove  the  names  of  persons  who 
were  dead,  and  as  the  Register  was  first 
made  up  in  1795  some  of  the  original 
voters  were  still  retained  on  it.  The 
Report  of  the  Royal  Conmiission  to  which 
he  had  referred  used  the  very  strongest 
language  on  this  question,  and  said   it 
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wa8  u^eloss  to  talk  about  auj  reforms  of 
detail  concerned  with  the  condition  of 
t^  working  classes  in  Ireland  until  the 
qiiestion  of  the  franchise  bad  first 
been  dealt  with.  The  Commissioners 
stated — 

'  '*  The  existing  evils  of  administration  are  not 
dae  to  defects  in,  but  to  the  failure  of  the  exist- 
ing authorities  in  acting  uixtn,  legislation  which 
has  invested  them  with  ample  powers.  .  .  .  It  is 
not  in  the  amendment  of  details  of  existing 
Statutes  that  the  chief  remedy  lies  for  the 
deplorable  condition  of  the  dweUiags  of  the 
working  classes  in  the  towns  of  Ireland.  The 
legislation  in  existence  has  not  been  tried.  There 
are  provisions  in  Acts  of  Parliament  which  have 
been  drawn  expressly  to  meet  the  evils  de- 
scribed to  Your  Majesty's  Commissioners ;  but 
they  are  allowed  to  remain  ^  dead  letter.  It 
will  be  well  to  again  consider  who  are  the 
authorities,  who,  while  invested  with  consider- 
able powers,  have  neglected  to  use  them  in  face 
of  a  state  of  things  which  calls  for  the  most 
energetic  action.'' 

The  Report  of  the  Commissioners  went 
ou  to  show  that— 

"  The  majority  of  the  people  who  arc  rated 
lor  the  expenses  of  Local  Government  have  no 
vdoe  in  the  election  of  the  Ck>rporate  Body  who 
spend  the  rates." 

It  was  a  rather  curious  fact  that  while 
the  death  rate  of  Ireland,  as  a  whole, 
was  lower  than  the  death  xato  in  England, 
the  death  rate  in  the  Irish  towns  was 
far  higher  than  in  English  towns,  and 
this  was  traceable  to  the  condition  in 
which  the  working  classes  existed.  The 
evidence  taken  by  the  Commissioners 
showed  most  plainly  that  the  miserable 
condition  of  things  which  existed  in  the 
urban  districts  was  owing  to  the  defects 
of  Local  Government  in  Ireland.  The 
only  recommendation  the  Commissioners 
made  with  regard  to  Ireland  was  that 
urgency  should  be  given  to  the  question 
of  Local  Government  in  Ireland.  It  was 
that  strong  Report,  based  on  evidence 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House, 
that  induced  him  to  take  the  action  he 
did  in  1885.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  had  heard,  was  likely  to  oppose 
this  proposal  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Dublin.  He  would  remind  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  those  who  sat 
beside  him  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
opposed  in  1886  a  Motion  similar  to 
that  now  before  the  House,  but  that 
thej  afterwards  saw  cause  to  repent  of 
the  course  they  then  took,  and  to  support 
a  Motion  which  they  had  previously 
opposed.  His  right  hou.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  a  good  Radical  on 

Sir  C.  W.  Dilhe 


most  occaaious,  but  he  did  not  trust  him 
altogeth^  on  this  question  of  popular 
francbiaes  in  local  Governing  Bodies* 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  asked  some 
little  time  ago  if  he  would  do  away 
with  qualifications  which  existed  with 
regard  to  certain  Sanitary  Authorities 
in  Ireland,  and  he  replied  that  so  soob 
as  he  received  representations  from  may 
of  those  Bodies  in  favour  of  doing  awaj 
with  qualifications  he  would  be  glad  to 
consider  it.  If  he  trusted  to  thoie 
Bodies  to  do  away  with  their  own 
qualifications,  or  to  change  their  own 
system,  it  would  never  be  done.  He 
believed  there  was  a  great  majority  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  thought  it 
wise  to  popularise  these  franchises  for 
local  Governing  Bodies,  and  he 
believed  it  should  be  done  in  the  preheat 
case. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "Bill,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  be 
re-committed  to  the  former  Committee." 
— (Mr,  Clancy,) 

-  Question  proposed,  "That  the  wonk 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  ptrt  ot  tiie 
Question.*^ 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COM- 
MITTEES (Mr.  Mellor,  York,  W.R., 
Sowerby) :  I  am  not  going  to  say  any- 
thing to  the  House  upon  the  merits  of 
this  proposal,  because,  so  far  as  the 
merits  are  concerned,  it  is  no  part  of  my 
duty,  and  not  my  business,  to  deal  with 
them.  I  have  really  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  observations  that  occur  to  me 
in  my  capacity  as  guardian  of  the  Private 
Bill  Legislation  ;  and,  having  done  that, 
it  will  be  entirely  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  they  will  accept  the  view  pat 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin,  or  whether,  on  the  other  hand^ 
they  will  accept  the  view  which  I  am 
going  to  suggest  on  the  other  side,  noi 
with  the  object  of  opposing  the  Motioa, 
but  simply  of  doing  what  I  conceive  lo 
be  my  duty,  and  laying  before  the  Hoow 
those  matters  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
called  attention  to  upon  the  practice  of 
the  Private  Bill  Committee.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Ooblin 
has  laid  an  extremely  forcible  and  clear 
statement  on  the  matter  before  the  Hoose ; 
but  I  think  even  he  will  admit  that  what 
he  is  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
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do  is  a  strong  order.  His  SDswer  to  that 
will  be  that,  no  doabt,  this  is  a  strong 
order,  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  circum- 
stances are  such  as  to  justify  him  in 
making  it. 

Mr.  CLANCT  :  And  it  has  been  done 
before. 

Mfi.  MELLOR  :  I  am  coming  to  that. 
I  think  I  ought  to  assume,  after  what  has 
taken  place,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  has  a  strong  case  in  this 
matter.  But  I  want  to  point  out  that, 
while  he  has  a  strong  case,  I  think 
he  is  asking  for  a  very  strong  order.  He 
eajs  that  this  has  been  done  before,  and  I 
agree.  I  do  not  attach  so  much  im- 
portance to  the  first  precedent  as  he  does, 
because  in  the  Bill  of  1885  there  was  an 
original  voting  clause,  and  what  was 
done  upon  its  consideration  was  to  deal 
with  that  subject,  and  to  alter  it;  and, 
therefore,  that  precedent^  I  do  not  think, 
ought  to  have  as  much  weight  as  the 
hoD.  Member  seems  to  plaoe  upon  it. 
1  would  ask  the  House  whether  it  will 
follow  the  precedent  of  the  Belfaat 
Draini^e  Bill  or  revert  to  what  I  con- 
ceive to  be  the  old  practice  of  the  House 
of  Conunons,  and  say  that  under  the 
circumstances  it  is  not  disposed  to  adopt 
the  hou.  Member^s  proposal  ?  That  is  a 
question  for  the  House  to  determine  and 
oot  for  me,  and  before  I  go  any  further 
m  that  matter  I  desire  to  draw  attention 
to  two  points  :  In  the  first  place,  the  Bill 
has  passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
It  has  been  examined  by  two  Select 
Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia* 
meat,  and  no  suggestion  of  the  question 
which  has  now  been  raised  was  made. 
There  may  be  good  reason  for  raising 
that  question.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  may  ask  how  1  would  have 
acted.  Well,  I  should  either  have  appeared 
before  the  Committees  or  employed  coun* 
sel  to  do  so  for  me.  That  is  the  system 
adopted  by  Parliament.  It  may  be  a 
good  system  or  a  bad  one.  Tlus  is  a 
serious  matter  to  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  and  I  ask  them  to  pause  in  any 
decision  they  may  arrive  at,  and  from 
which  they  may  expect  to  reap  an  advan- 
tage, by  following  the  precedent  of  the 
Belfast  Drainage  Bill.  Such  a  precedent, 
though  advantageous  for  the  moment, 
may  turn  out  to  'be  disadvantageous  to 
them  hereafter.  They  had  an  experience 
of  that  when  the  Belfast  Drainage  Bill 
was  quoted  against  hon.  Members,  and 


that  precedent  was  made  as  if  for  tbe 
purpose  <A  defeating  a  measure  iJb&y 
were  interested  in.  I  think  I  may  appeal 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork,  who  has  a  considerable 
acquaintance  with  Private  Bill  Bnsinaas 
in  this  House  and  who  has  for  some 
time  given  valuable  service  to  the 
Referees  Committee.  I  am  sure  he  wiH 
appreciate  the  force  of  what  I  am  say*> 
iug.  You  may  say — "The  case  is  so 
important  that  it  should  over>ride  these 
considerations  "  ;  but  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  Private  Bill  practice  of 
Parliament  has  not  been  as  strict  as  the 
Public  Bill  practice,  and  it  may  oon^ 
seqnently  be  argued  that  it  will  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  House  and  the  country 
to  assimilate  the  Private  Bill  practice  as 
far  as  we  can  to  the  Public  Bill  practice. 
But  this  would  scarcely  do,  because  in 
the  ease  of  fr  Gas  or  Water  Bill  which 
lias  been  passed  through  Select  Com* 
mittees,  and  comes  back  to  the  House, 
an  attempt  might  be  made  to  engraft 
upon  its  provisions  soaie  totally  differeni 
subject  when  no  opportunity  has  been 
afforded  for  the  C<»nmittee  to  hear  wit<> 
nesses,  and  to  consider  the  evidence  as  it 
afifects  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  not  misunder- 
stand what  I  say.  I  am  pointing  out 
the  extreme  importance  of  preserving 
the  ordinary  practice  of  the  House. 
I  think  we  ought  never  to  resort  to 
special  remedies  at  all  unless  there 
is  an  enormous  grievance,  and  I  submit 
that  it  is  far  more  important  to  the 
Irish  Members  and  to  everybody  that 
the  principles  of  this  Private  Bill  Legis* 
lation  should  be  preserved  than  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
should  be  attained.  If  this  Motion  it 
adopted  it  will  form  a  strong  precedent— > 
it  will  be  a  guide  to  me  as  to  the  attitude 
I  am  expected  to  take.  I  hope,  there* 
fore,  the  House  will  pause  before  adopting 
the  Motion.  Hon.  Members  may  think 
that  they  have  a  strong  grievance,  but  I 
submit  that  that  is  not  the  question. 
The  question  is,  are  you  going  to  set 
aside  the  plan  of  allowing  Select  Com«* 
mittees  to  take  evidence  and  to  care^ 
fully  consider  the  questions  that  come 
before  them  ?  If  you  are  going  delibe« 
rately  and  with  your  eyes  open  to  set 
aside  the  system  which  in  the  past  has 
worked  well,  consider  what  a  precedent 
yon  are  setting,  and  what  difficulties  you 
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may  be  creatiDg  for  jourselves.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  before  you  by  a  very 
ingenious  movement  put  aside  i^e  ordi- 
nary practice  of  Private  Bill  Legislation, 
and  adopt  this  strong  and  special  remedy 
over-riding  the  Standing  Order  and  in- 
serting a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  the 
CTommittee  cannot  consider,  and  on  which 
they  can  call  no  evidence,  yon  should 
have  an  overwhelming  case. 

Mk.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  said, 
that  in  the  absence,  through  illness,  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Dublin  (Mr.  H.  Plunkett),  in  whose  con- 
stituency the  townships  lay,  he  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  the  general  ground 
that  the  House  was  being  asked  to  follow 
a  course  which  had  never,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  two  cases,  by  no  means  on  all- 
fours  with  the  present,  been  pursued  by 
them  before.  Not  a  word  had  been  said 
against  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  The  case 
of  Rathmines,  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made,  differed  essentially  from  the  measure 
before  the  House,  since  in  it  there  was 
originally  a  Franchise  Clause.  In  the  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  C. 
Dilke)  found  something  to  hang  his  argu- 
ments for  the  reduction  of  the  franchise. 
To-day  the  right  hon.Gentleman  had  culled 
from  the  Reports  of  the  Commission 
over  which  he  had  presided  a  number  of 
facts  connected  with  the  local  sanitary 
administration  of  the  Irish  boroughs. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Macartney)  did  not  deny 
that  these  were  facts  which  were  of  most 
serious  importance  and  deserved  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
concur  with  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
fiion  when  it  said  that  the  existing  mis- 
chiefs were  entirely  due  to  the  franchise. 
There  were  other  causes.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  mean  to  charge  against  the 
Commissioners  of  Blackrock  and  Kings- 
town the  charges  formulated  against  the 
general  body  of  Municipal  Bodies  in  Ire- 
land in  the  Report  of  the  Commission  ? 
He  might  say  that  in  some  degree  he 
agreed  with  the  Seconder  of  the  Amend- 
ment with  respect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Poor,  though  not  entirely  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  have  made 
on  a  small  Private  Bill  the  use  he  had 
made  of  the  Report.  If  these  great  mis- 
chiefs had  existed  in  these  two  townships 
— if  the  Commissioners  were  men  who 
had  an  interest  in  insanitary  buildings, 
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and  derived  profit  from  them,  and 
neglected  all  the  duties  imposed  on  them 
by  law  in  virtue  of  the  office  they  en- 
joyed, surely  there  was  ample  opportunity 
for  some  of  the  ratepayers  to  go  before 
the  Committees  in  Parliament  and  make 
out  the  case  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  attempted  to  make  by  implica- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  ratepayers  of  Blackrock  were  ex- 
cluded  

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Some  of  them. 

Mr.  macartney  :  Yes ;  some  of 
them    were    excluded    from    occupying 
their  proper  position,  either  as  electors  or 
as    representatives   of  electors.     Surely 
the  Bill  had  been  duly  formulated,  and 
proper  notice  had  been  given  to  the  rate- 
payers and  inhabitants  of  Blackrock,  so 
that  if  they  had  any  grievances  against 
the  Town   Commissioners     they    could 
have   brought  them    before  Parliament. 
He  was  not  aware  that  any  agitation  had 
been  got  up  against  the  Bill,  which  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  health  and 
welfare  of   the  inhabitants   of  the  two 
townships,    and    the   hon.   and   learned 
Member  had  not  attempted  to  show  that 
the  Commissioners  would  act  otherwise 
than  for  the  advantage  of  those  town- 
ships.    Surely  it  was  not  quite  fitting 
that  the  ratepayers  of  Blackrock  should 
come  before  the  House  of  Commons  now 
to  ask  to  have  done  for  them  what  they 
ought    to   have  done    for   themselves  ? 
With   regard   to  the   Belfast   Drainage 
Bill,  he  would  remind  the  House   that 
that  also  was  far  from  being  on  all-fours 
with  the  present  Bill,  and  the  contention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  on 
that  occasion  was  that  the  promoters  of 
the  Belfast  Bill  were  trying  to  carry  a 
measure  which  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  some  portion   of  the  inhabitants   of 
Belfast,  and  it  was  upon  the  accusations 
he    made  against    the    Corporation    of 
Belfast  that  he  founded  his  demand  for 
the  reduction  of  the  franchise   in   that 
city. 

Mr.  sexton  :  My  case  was  that 
the  Corporation  of  Belfast  did  not  repre- 
sent the  ratepayers,  and  that  it  ought  to 
do  so,  bringing  forward  a  large  and 
expensive  scheme  such  as  that  the  House 
was  then  considering. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  argu* 
ment  was  undoubtedly  used,  but  that 
alone  it  would  not  have  convinced  the 
House.    The  hon.  Gentleman  pushed  his 
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ec«teDfck>n  farther,  and  based  his  claim 
for  the  reduction  of  the  franchise  on  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  hurge  and  poor 
proportion  of  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast, 
which  was  inimical  to  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  the  scheme,  yet  which  was  not 
adequately  represented  on  the  Town 
CoonciL  No  allegation  of  that  nature 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
proposer  of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House.  Moreover,  he  would  point  out 
that  the  Drainage  Board  to  be  constituted 
onder  the  Bill  would  not  be  elected  under 
a  £4  or  an  £H  franchise,  but  that  it  would 
be  appointed  by  the  representative  Bodies 
of  Kingstown  and  Blaekrock.  Upon 
that  Board  the  Irish  Local  Grovemment 
Board  would  have  an  ex  officio  member, 
who  would  be  a  sufficient  guardian  of  the 
public  purse,  and  would  prevent  these 
gentlemen  from  acting  against  the 
interests  of  the  townships. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Bhickrock  is  the 
only  township  in  the  County  of  Dublin 
where  this  franchise  exists. 

Mr.   macartney    said,   that  he 
was  not  responsible  for  the  anomalies  of 
the  franchise  in  the  County  of  Dublin. 
As  there  was  no  general   rule  for  the 
election  of  Town  Commissioners  all  over 
Ireland,  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  only  add  one  more 
anomaly  to  those  which  already  existed. 
The  Town  Commissioners  of  Kingstown 
had    promoted    this    Bill    jointly    with 
the   Blaekrock    Commissioners,  and    he 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Kingstown  declaring  in  effect 
that  the  Commissioners  of  that  township 
had  taken  no  action,  directly  or  indirectly, 
for  the  insertion  of  such  new  clauses  as 
the   hon.    and    learned     Member    now 
<i68ired.     If  the  Amendment  were  agreed 
to  the   result   would  be  that  the   Bill, 
which  was  of  the  highest  possible  im- 
portance to  the  inhabitants  of  Blaekrock 
*iid  Kingstown,  and   had  received  the 
luumimous  support  of  the  Boards  of  both 
town^ips,   and    which,   moreover,   had 
■H>t  been  opposed  before  the  Conmiittees, 
would  be  imlefinitely  hung  up.     He  said 
this,  not  because  the  Commissioners  of 
Blaekrock     had    an    objection    to    the 
S^eral  law  dealing  with  the  reduction 
0^  the  franchise,  but  because  the  Bhick- 
i^k  Commissioners  had  no  power  under 
theb  Act  to  accept  the  proposal,  which 
^^ht    properly  to  be  contained    in   a 
general  and  not  in  a  Private  Act  of 
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Parliament.  They  had  to  give  a  certain 
notice  for  every  specific  proposition  they 
desired  to  carry  out  in  relation  to  their 
duty.  That  notice  went  before  the  rate- 
payers, and  the  work  to  be  done 
had  to  be  approved  of,  not  only 
by  the  Board  itself,  but  by  the  rate- 
payers who  elected  the  Board.  The 
commission  they  received  from  the  rate- 
payers was  only  a  commission  in  respect 
of  the  specific  objects  contained  in  the 
Bill ;  therefore,  if  the  House  yielded  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment — 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not — the  Bill 
against  which  no  public  meeting  had 
been  held  in  either  township,  and  which 
was  not  opposed  before  the  Committee, 
would  be  postponed  indefinitely,  not 
because  the  Commissioners  themselves 
had  a  fundamental  objection  to  it,  but 
because  they  had  no  power  to  carry  out 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
had  drawn  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Kingstown  Commissioners  did  not  oppose 
the  Bill.  But  Kingstown  already  had 
a  £4  franchise,  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Clancy)  asked  for  Blaekrock ; 
and  Kingstown,  therefore,  being  already 
in  possession  of  what  was  asked  for  in 
favour  of  Blaekrock,  of  course  the  former 
township  had  no  particular  reason  to 
intervene  against  the  Bill.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Macartney)  was 
in  error  as  to  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  attitude 
on  the  Belfast  Bill.  In  all  matters  of 
substance  there  was  a  close  and  perfect 
parity  between  the  present  case  and  the 
case  of  Belfast.  In  the  latter  case  an 
expenditure  of  £300,000  was  proposed ; 
and  his  contention  was  that,  as  the  main 
body  of  the  persons  who  contributed  the 
rates  in  Belfast  were  excluded  from  the 
franchise,  it  was  not  expedient  that  the 
expenditure  of  such  a  large  sum  should 
be  entrusted  to  such  a  Body,  but  to  a 
more  representative  Body.  That  prin- 
ciple was  accepted  by  the  House  and  was 
carried  into  effect,  and  it  was  precisely 
the  same  principle  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Clancy)  advanced  to-day. 
The  Blaekrock  Commissioners  wanted  to 
borrow  £50,000,  and,  seeing  that  the 
township  induded  some  9,000  inhabitants, 
he  thought  that  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  sum  was  relative  to  a 
greater  sum  than  was  asked  for  in  the 
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case  of  Belfast,  and  that  the  persons  who 
coBtributed  to  the  rates  in  Blackrock 
had  a  right  to  be  admitted  to  the  fran- 
chise, so  as  to  be  enabled  to  control  the 
Local  Bodj,  and  a  moiety  of  the  repre- 
sentation on  the  Drainage  Board,  by  whom 
this  money  would  be  expended.  With  regard 
to  the  observations  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  he  would  point  out  that  the 
House  did  not  always  accept  his  ruling 
where  matters  of  public  money  arose,  and 
such  a  case  arose  in  1886.  He  would 
further  wish  to  point  out  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Bill 
of  1881,  which  was  promoted  by  the 
Tory  Party,  the  main  principle  was  that 
every  person  entitled  to  be  a  Parlia- 
mentary elector,  who  paid  local  rates, 
was  entitled  to  exercise  the  franchise. 
Further,  he  might  mention  there  was  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House,  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Com- 
mittee, which  sat  from  year  to  year, 
which  had  power  and  instructions  from 
the  House  to  sanction  provisions  in  Bills 
m  excess  of  the  general  law,  and,  if  the 
House  of  Commons  gave  such  powers  to 
a  Committee,  he  did  not  see  why  the 
House  itself  should  not  do  what  it  had 
instructed  a  Committee  to  do.  He  thought 
that  the  speech  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees was  a  dry  effort,  not  worthy,  in 
his  judgment,  of  any  serious  attention,  to 
overpower  the  merit  and  substance  of 
the  case  by  resorting  to  technicality. 
His  hon.  Friend  did  not  propose  to 
insert  in  a  Bill  any  clause  which  had 
reference  to  the  nature  of  the  duties  of 
the  Committee.  It  was  not  a  matter  in 
regard  to  which  evidence  need  be 
required.  If  the  speech  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  were  to  be  received  as  the 
foundation  and  basis  of  Private  Bill 
Legislation  in  that  House,  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  it  would  introduce  an 
extremely  vicious  principle.  It  meant 
that  the  House  was  to  diverge  to  a 
p*inciple  of  renunciation  in  regard  to 
Private  Bills,  that  no  matter  how 
pressing  the  public  interests  might  be  that 
the  House  was  to  declare  in  advance  that 
it  would  not  consider  such  a  nuttter. 
A  more  vicious  principle,  and  one  more 
eontrary  to  the  practice  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  police  and  sanitary  matters, 
he  could  not  imagine.  Here  was  a 
Board  in  a  community  of  9,000  persons 
representing  some  300  persons  out  of  an 
electorate  of  500.    The  Parliamentary 
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electors  of  the  district  numbered  1,200» 
and  the  local  electors  would  number  1,200 
if  Blackrock  were  situated  in  any  pari  of 
the  United  Kingdom  but  Ireland.     The 
Board  sat  in  camera.    It  spent  the  funds 
of  the  community  in  private,  and  it  ex* 
polled  from  the  Town  Hall  the  leading  rate* 
payer  of  the  district.  Finally,  the  skeleton 
list  of  500  was  revised  by  a  gentleman  who 
was  Judge,  jury,  and  executioner  all  inone^ 
and  who  left  a  name  or  cut  out  a  name 
as  he  pleased.     The  thing  was  fantastic 
and  absurd.     He  could  not  defer  even 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman  of  Com* 
mittees  when  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  him  that,  because  of  certain  Rulea^ 
the  House  was  not  to  interfere  when  it 
found   that    so    fantastic    a    system   of 
government  was  carried  on.     The  Bill 
proposed  to  put  a  burden  of  £5,000  on 
the  two  communities,  and  he  was  there 
to  say  that  be  would  take  not  only  that, 
but  every  other,  opportunity  of  affording^ 
the  ratepayers  a  means  of  supervising^ 
the   expenditure    of  their    money.     He 
could  not  admit  that  any  Rule  of  the 
House  should   debar  him    from  giving 
those  who  in  any  local  conmiunity  con- 
tributed to  the  local  purse  the  power  of 
electing  the  Body  which  expended  the 
local  rates 

Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 
said,  his  principal  reason  for  interposing 
in  the  Debate  was  that  his  hon.  Friend 
who  sat  for  the  Division  oi  Dublin 
County,  in  which  Blackrock  was  situated^ 
was  not  able  to  be  present.  He  entir^y 
agreed  with  the  argument  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  had  put  forward,  and 
would  only  submit  to  the  House  one  con- 
sideration in  support  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  If  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Belfast  Bill  was  to  be  sus- 
tained and  probably  pressed  further  on 
other  occasions,  might  not  some  objector 
to  a  Bill  who  had  brought  forward  all 
the  objections  he  could  before  the  Privmie 
Bill  Committee  carry  out  his  purpose, 
in  defiance  of  the  will  of  the  locality 
and  in  the  teeth  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  by  getting  some  friend  in  the 
House  to  introduce  into  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill  some  matter  of  public  policy  by 
which  he  could  snatch  a  Party  Division  ? 
This  was  not  only  a  possibility,  bat  a 
strong  probability,  and  it  wonld  be  a 
total  contravention  of  the  whole  principle 
on  which  Private  Business  was  con- 
ducted in  the  House  of  Commons,     The 
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to  take  the  Report  of  the  Vote  on  Account 
at  that  Sitting. 

Mr.    DANE    (Fermanagh,    N.) 

[CrMf*o/"  Divide  I"] 

Mr.  Bodkin  rose  in  his  phice,  and 
claimed  to  move,  '*  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  trust  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh  will  bear  in 
mind  what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  DANE  said,  that  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  stand  between  the 
House  and  the  decision  of  this  question  ; 
but,  having  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two. 

Mr.  Crilljr  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

•Mr.  speaker  :  That  Motion  has 
already  been  made. 

Mr.   DANE   said,  the  question  was 

whether     this     peremptory    Instruction 

should  be  sent  to  the   Committee,   the 

result  of  which  would  be  to  prevent  the 
Bill  becoming  law  this  Session.  The 
measure  would  get  rid  of  a  long-standing 
grievance.  [  Cries  of  "  Divide  I "]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  had  said  that 
the  Kingstown  Commissioners  had  passed 
a  resolution  in  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
That  was  quite  true  up  to  a  certain 
point ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  for- 
gotten to  mention  to  the  House  that, 
although  the  Kingstown  Commissioners 
had  passed  that  resolution,  and  although 
they  had  lodged  a  Petition  against  it, 
they  subsequently  withdrew  that  Peti- 
tion. It  remained  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  it  would  prevent  the  27,000  in- 
habitants of  these  townships  from  getting 
rid  of  their  sewage,  which,  at  the  present 
time,  was  a  source  of  great  danger  to  the 
public  health. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  98 ;  Noes 
107.— (Division  List,  No.  255.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


Bill  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the 
Committee  that  thej  do  insert  new  Clauses  pro- 
viding for  the  assimilation  of  the  rated  occupa- 
tion franchise  for  township  elections  in  Black, 
rock  township  to  that  now  existing  in  Kingstown 
township,  including  the  provisions  for  joint 
occupation  votes,  and  for  an  annual  revision  of 
the  list  of  township  voters  in  the  said  town- 
ship.—(ATr.  Clancy*) 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  the  Borough  of  Hereford,  v, 
William  Henry  Grenfell,  esquire,  Chiltem 
Hundreds. — {Mr.  Marjorihanhs.) 

Q  UE  S  T 10  N S  . 


STORAGE  RESERVOIRS  IN  EGYPT. 

Mr.  BR YNMOR  JONES  (Gloucester, 
Stroud)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  the  Report  on 
Storage  Reservoirs  in  Egypt,  to  which 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General 
has  referred  in  his  Report,  March,  1893,. 
page  14,  will  be  published  by  the- 
Egyptian  Government ;  and  whether  the- 
Government  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  requesting  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
Constd  General  at  Cairo  to  communicate 
so  much  of  it  as  may  affect  British  in- 
terests to  Her  Majesty's  Government  at 
the  earliest  convenient  time,  with  a  view 
to  its  being  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Page  15  of  the  Report  from  Her 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General 
shows  that  the  Report  is  not  expected  to 
be  ready  till  the  spring  of  1894.  The 
interests  involved  are  Egyptian,  and 
there  does  not  appear  to  ,be  any  reason 
for  incurring  the  expense  of  laying  the 
scheme,  or  part  of  it,  before  Parliament, 
the  question  to  be  considered  being  of  a 
highly  technical  nature,  only  to  be  pro- 
perly dealt  with  by  experts. 

FOREIGN-MADE  ANNIVERSARY  CARDS^ 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  have  yet 
given  their  opinion  as  to  the  legality  of 
the  admission  to  this  country  of  masses 
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Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  Bat,  as  mj  right 
hoD.  Friend  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  points  out, 
the  Standing.  Order  was  passed  after  the 
Belfast  precedent  was  established.  Why 
was  it  passed  ?  It  was  in  order  to  pre- 
vent anyone  taking  the  course  which  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  now  seeks  to 
take.  Therefore,  I  think  that  the  more 
the  Belfast  precedent  is  examined  the 
less  will  be  thought  of  it  as  a  precedent 
for  a  case  of  this  kind.  The  present  pro- 
posal does  what  the  Belfast  proposal  did 
not  do.  It  introduces  an  entirely  new 
element  into  the  Bill.  It  is  proposed  to 
insert  in  the  Bill  an  entirely  new  idea, 
and,  if  I  may  say  so,  a  heterogeneous 
matter.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  view 
expressed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Kerry  in  reference  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend's  speech  was 
a  very  valuable  reminder  to  the  House  of 
the  conditions  that  would  be  introduced 
into  Private  Bill  practice  if  this  Instruc- 
tion were  assented  to  by  the  House.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mellor)  said  that 
the  Committee  would  not  have  power  to 
hear  counsel  or  to  take  evidence. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Why  should  they  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
asks  why  should  they.  Why  have  a 
Committee  at  all  ? 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  would  not  have  a 
Private  Bill  Committee  if  I  could  help 
it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Well,  I  was 
rather  alarmed  at  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  when  he  said 
time  would  be  lost  and  endless  discussion 
would  take  place.  I  quite  agree  that 
there  are  occasions  when  you  may  have 
discussions  too  indefinitely  prolonged.  I 
am  not  at  all  averse  to  brief  discussions, 
but  still  I  was  alarmed  at  the  rather 
supercilious  treatment  of  the  value  of  dis- 
cussion by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  think  that,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  said,  it 
would  be  a  rather  strong  order  if  the 
House  were  to  accept  a  change  in  a  local 
measure  without  resorting  in  any  way 
to  the  method  by  which  we  obtain  local 
opinions  on  the  subject.  I  take  the 
point  I  put  earlier  in  the  Session — namely, 
that  it  is  not  worth  while,  for  the  sake  of 
making  a  demonstration  against  gross  and 
intolerable  anomalies,  to  lose  a  solid  and 
practical  advantage.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  cannot  support  the  Instruction. 


Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow,  W.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  seemed  to  imagine  that  both 
Biackrock  and  Kingstown  needed  this 
Bill,  and  were  in  urgent  need  of  it.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  know  that  the 
Kingstown  Commissioners  passed  a 
unanimous  resolution  to  oppose  the 
measure  ?  The  Kingstown  Commis- 
sioners had  been  dragged  into  this 
drainage  scheme  by  Biackrock,  and  had 
been  obliged  to  submit  to  it.  The  Kings- 
town people  had  a  good  system  of 
drainage,  which  cost  them  £16,000,  and 
they  required  a  different  system  altogether 
from  that  which  had  been  forced  upon 
them  by  the  Biackrock  Commissioners. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  had 
said  that  this  was  a  very  serious 
case.  It  was  a  very  serious  ease 
for  the  people  of  Biackrock,  who 
were  involved  in  a  very  heavy  expendi- 
ture without  having  had  a  voice  in  the 
decision  of  the  case.  The  majority  of 
the  people  of  Biackrock  had  no  voice  in 
the  transaction  of  the  business  of  their 
township.  Some  six  years  ago  there  was 
a  proposal  to  establish  a  free  libnuy  in 
the  township,  and  because  it  would  add 
Id.  in  the  £1  to  the  taxation,  a  majority 
of  300  out  of  500  electors  refused  to 
apply  the  Libraries  Act  to  the  township 
of  Biackrock.  The  roads  which  ran  by 
the  terraces  in  Biackrock  were  well 
attended  to,  but  the  dwellings  of  the  poor 
were  in  the  most  unsanitary  condition, 
and  there  were  slums  and  iMkck  lanes  in 
Biackrock  which  were  a  perfect  disgrace 
to  civilisation.  In  the  first  place,  then, 
they  had  it  that  the  Kingstown  Town 
Commissioners  had  opposed  this  Bill;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  they  had  no  reasoo 
to  believe  that  the  people,  if  they  had 
a  voice  in  electing  their  Commissioners, 
would  have  supported  a  drainage  scheme 
which  involved  them  in  a  considerable 
amount  of  expense  while  the  township 
was  already  heavily  laden  with  debt. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  vote  for  hia 
hon.  Friend*s  Motion,  and  enable  the 
people  of  Biackrock  to  decide  whether  or 
not  this  drainage  scheme  should  be 
carried  without  their  consent  if  the 
franchise  was  reduced  from  £8  to  £4. 

Thi  FIRST  LORD  of  thi  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh,  Midlothian)  appealed  to  the  House 
to  allow  the  discussion  to  close.  In  order 
to  comply  with  the  law,  it  was  neoeaaary 
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to  take  the  Beport  of  the  Vote  on  AccouDt 
at  that  Sitting. 

Mr.    DANE    (Fermanagh,    N.) 

[Cru?*o/«  Divide!"] 

Mr.  Bodkin  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  '^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  trust  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fermanagh  will  bear  in 
mind  what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  DANE  said,  that  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  stand  between  the 
House  and  the  decision  of  this  question  ; 
bat,  having  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two. 

Mr.  Crilly  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move, ''  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

*Mr.  speaker  :  That  Motion  has 
already  been  made. 

Mr.   DANE   said,   the  question  was 

whether     this     peremptory    Instruction 

should  be  sent  to  the   Committee,   the 

result  of  which  would  be  to  prevent  the 
Bill  becoming  law  this  Session.  The 
measure  would  get  rid  of  a  long-standing 
grievance.  [Crtc*  of  "  Divide  I "]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  had  said  that 
the  Kingstown  Commissioners  had  passed 
a  resolution  in  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
That  was  quite  true  up  to  a  certain 
point;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  for- 
gotten to  mention  to  the  House  that, 
although  the  Kingstown  Commissioners 
had  passed  that  resolution,  and  although 
they  had  lodged  a  Petition  against  it, 
they  subsequently  withdrew  that  Peti- 
tion. It  remained  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  it  would  prevent  the  27,000  in- 
habitants of  these  townships  from  getting 
rid  of  their  sewage,  which,  at  the  present 
time,  was  a  source  of  great  danger  to  the 
public  health. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  98 ;  Noes 
107.— (Division  List,  No.  255.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


Bill  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the 
Ck>miiiittee  that  they  do  insert  new  Clauses  pro- 
viding for  the  assimilation  of  the  rated  occupa- 
tion franchise  for  township  elections  in  Black, 
rock  township  to  that  now  existing  in  Kingstown 
township,  including  the  provisions  for  joint 
occupation  votes,  and  for  an  annual  revision  of 
the  list  of  township  voters  in  the  said  town- 
ship.— (^Mr.  Clancy.) 

NBW  WRIT. 
For    the    Borough    of    Hereford,    r. 
William  Henry  Grenfell,  esquire,  Chiltern 
Hundreds. — {Mr,  Marjoribanks.) 

QUE  S TIO  NS  . 


STORAGE  RESERVOIRS  IN  EGYPT. 

Mr.  BR YNMOR  JONES  (Gloucester, 
Stroud)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  the  Report  on 
Storage  Reservoirs  in  Egypt,  to  which 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General 
has  referred  in  his  Report,  March,  1893,. 
page  14,  will  be  published  by  the- 
Egyptian  Government ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  requesting  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
Consul  General  at  Cairo  to  communicate 
so  much  of  it  as  may  affect  British  in- 
terests to  Her  Majesty's  Government  at 
the  earliest  convenient  time,  with  a  view 
to  its  being  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Page  15  of  the  Report  from  Her 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General 
shows  that  the  Report  is  not  expected  to 
be  ready  till  the  spring  of  1894.  The 
interests  involved  are  Egyptian,  and 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  reason 
for  incurring  the  expense  of  laying  the 
scheme,  or  part  of  it,  before  Parliament, 
the  question  to  be  considered  being  of  a 
highly  technical  nature,  only  to  be  pro- 
perly dealt  with  by  experts. 

FORBIGN-MADB  ANNIVERSARY  CARDS^ 

Colonel    HOWARD     VINCENT 

(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  have  yet 
given  their  opinion  as  to  the  legality  of 
the  admission  to  this  country  of  masses 
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of  birthday  and  other  anniversary  cards, 
pictures,  and  religious  tokens  printed  in 
Germany,  without  any  notification  of 
such  fact  save  on  the  outside  band  of  a 
large  packet  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  The  Commissioners  of 
Customs  are  taking  the  necessary  steps 
to  obtain  the  Opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  for  their  own  guidance,  but  it 
has  not  yet  been  received. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lay  the 
Opinion,  when  received,  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  No,  Sh-;  it  is 
not  customary  to  do  that. 

THE    AMERICANS    AND    PAUPER 
EMIGRATION. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  when  the  long-promised  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  sent  to  the  United 
States  to  see  how  Americans  returned 
pauper  candidates  for  admission  to  the 
Republic  to  this  country  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament ;  and  if,  having  re- 
gard to  the  increasing  number  of  English- 
men unable  to  find  employment  in  the 
Metropolis  and  elsewhere  in  Great 
Britain  owing  to  the  continuance  and 
aggravation  of  the  12  months*  depression, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
propose  any  limitation  on  the  wholesale 
immigration  of  foreign  competitors  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  two  Re- 
ports  referred  to  were  presented  yester- 
day, and  will,  I  hope,  be  circulated 
during  the  present  month,  and  the 
Labour  Department  has  one  in  prepara- 
tion which  will  shortly  follow.  Pending 
the  consideration  of  these  Reports,  I 
think  it  is  hardly  desirable  to  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
When  will  the  Reports  be  issued  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Some  day  dormg 
the  present  month.  They  are  in  the 
printer's  bands. 

TEACHERS'  SALARIES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  under  the 
operation  of  the  Irish  Education  Act  of 
1892,  the  teachers  of  small  schools  main- 
taining an  average  attendance  of  20  and 

Colonel  Howard  Vincent 


upwards  are  entitled  to  third-class  salary ; 
and  what  provision  has  been  made  in 
pursuance  of  that  Act  to  improve  the  re- 
muneration of  teachers  of  small  schools  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne)  :  Previous  to  the  pasa* 
ing  of  the  Irish  Education  Act,  1892,  no 
teacher  of  a  school  having  an  average 
daily  attendance  of  less  than  30  pupils 
was  entitled  to  a  class  salary.  Such 
schools  were  paid  only  by  a  capitation 
grant.  Since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
those  of  the  small  schools  having  averages 
from  20  to  30  are  paid  third-class  salary, 
together  with  20  per  cent,  upon  such 
salary,  and  the  residual  capitation  grant, 
which  amounts  to  4s.  per  pupil.  The 
improvement  of  the  incomes  of  schools 
with  average  of  20  to  30  is  represented 
by  the  excess  of  the  class  salary  and  the 
other  advantages  just  named.  The  still 
smaller  schools  having  an  average  of  leas 
than  20,  in  addition  to  the  capitation 
allowance  which  they  had  hitherto  been 
receiving,  have  obtained  a  special  capita- 
tion allowance  of  ds.  6d.  per  pupil,  to- 
gether with  the  residual  capitation  grant. 

HARBOUR  AND  PIER  ACCOMMODATION 
IN  NORTH  KERRY. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  widi  regard  to  an  intimation 
given  last  year  by  the  Congested  Dis* 
tricts  Board,  whether  that  Board  has  yet 
resolved  to  provide  any  harbour  or  pier 
in  North  Kerry,  or  has  carried  into  effect 
its  intention  to  hold  public  inquiries  in 
North  Kerry  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  with  reference  to  the  several 
schemes  for  piers  and  harbours  on  that 
part  of  the  Western  Coast  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  question  of 
harbour  orpier  accommodation  along  the 
coast  of  Kerry  has  engaged  the  very 
careful  attention  of  the  Congested  Dis* 
tricts  Board ;  but  no  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will  readily  understand  that 
the  matter  is  one  which  requires  oarefol 
handling  in  view  of  the  limited  amount 
of  funds  at  the  Board^s  disposal  and  the 
many  other  demands  on  its  reaoorces. 
There  appears  to  be  some  misappre- 
hension regarding  the  latter  part  of  the 
Juestion,  as  I  am  informed  both  by  the 
longested  Districts  Board  and  the  In« 
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speotors  of  Fisheries  that  no  such  under- 
taking  has  been  given  so  far  as  either  of 
these  Departments  is  concerned. 

CUSTOMS   AND    INLAND   RBVBNUB 
WAREHOUSES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  is  the  number  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  warehouses  in  Ireland ; 
liow  many  of^  them  are  under  the  control 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partments respectively ;  how  many  are 
jointly  used  by  the  two  Departments  ; 
and  how  many,  if  any,  are  the  property 
of  the  Government  ? 

The  SECItETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) : 
I  am  informed  that  there  are  in  Ireland 
195  general  duty  free  warehouses  under 
the  control  of  the  Inland  Revenue  (ex- 
clusive of  warehouses  on  distillery  pre- 
mises), and  55  warehouses  under  the 
control  of  the  Customs.  None  are  used 
jointly  by  the  two  Departments.  One 
Inland  Revenue  warehouse  and  four 
CurtoniB  wareb<M»«  .re  the  property  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  giving  a 
list? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  wUl  show  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

TOBACCO  RATB8  ON  THE  GRBAT 
KORTHBRN   OF    IRELAND  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
communieations  have  been  addressed  to 
him  representing  that  the  Great  Northern 
of  Ireland  Railway  Company  are  seeking 
to  impose  rates  for  tobacco  over  20  per 
cent,  in  excess  of  the  rates  charged  last 
year ;  and  whether,  if  so,  he  has  inter- 
vened  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir ;  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  received  from 
the  Railway  Company  a  letter  on  the 
subject,  in  which  they  deny  the  alleged 
increase.  I  shall  be  happy  to  show  my 
hon.  Friend  a  copy  of  the  letter. 

ALLEGBD  ILLEGAL  SEIZURE  BT  A 
SHERIFFS  BAILIFF  IN  KERRY. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  b^  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  3 
a.m.  on  the .  30th  nhimo  a  -  Sherd's 
baOiff,  named  John  Daly,  made  an  illegal 


seizure  of  cattle,  the  property  of  Patrick 
Casey,  a  tenant  of  Mr.  D.  O^Connell,  at 
Feeromoyle,  County  Kerry ;  that  the 
bailiff,  on  being  called  upon  to  exhibit 
his  authority,  assaulted  the  tenant  and 
his  son,  who,  for  acting  in  self-defence, 
were  arrested,  taken  in  custody  to  Cahir- 
civeen,  10  miles  distant,  detained  there 
in  the  bridewell  for  two  days,  bail  being 
refused,  and  finally  discharged  at  the 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  following  day,  on 
the  ground  that  the  seizure  was  illegal ; 
whether  it  was  legal  to  place  the  cattle, 
not  in  a  public  pound,  but  in  a  private 
building,  the  property  of  the  Sheriff's 
bailiff,  and  to  detain  them  after  the 
seizure  had  been  declared  illegal ;  and 
whether  the  police,  before  affording  pro- 
tection to  the  bailiff,  adopted  any  means 
to  satisfy  themselves  whether  he  was 
authorised  to  make  the  seizure  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  :  I  have  called  for 
a  Report  on  this  question,  but  have  not 
yet  received  it.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  be  good  enough  to  repeat  the 
question  on  Monday  next, 

CHEMICAL  WORKERS. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint, 
&c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
a  Departmental  Committee  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  conditions  under 
which  chemical  workers  carry  on  their 
employment ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  the  terms  of  Reference,  and  when 
the  Conunittee  may  be  expected  to  pre- 
sent their  Report  ? 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  the  question,  may  I  also  ask  him 
if  he  is  in  a  position  to  say  what  progress 
has  been  made  by  the  Departmental 
Committee  inquiring  into  dangerous 
and  unhealthy  industries,  such  as  the 
\7h1te  lead  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  the 
fact  that  such  a  Conunittee  has  been  ap- 
pointed. The  terms  of  Reference  require  * 
the  Committee  to  deal  with  the  matter 
both  generally  and  in  the  case  of  alkali 
works  and  the  manufacture  of  bichromate 
and  chromium  compounds,  with  parti- 
cular reference  to  the  following  points  :— - 
(1)  How  far  these  manufactures,  as  at 
present  carried  on,  injuriously  affect  the 
health  of  the  workpeople,  and  how  far 
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the  injnriouB  effects  depend  upon  the  age 
and  sex  of  the  operatives ;  (2)  what 
means  can  be  adopted  to  abate  the  in- 
jurious effects  of  the  manufacture  ;  (3) 
what  special  regulations  should  be 
adopted  to  protect  vats  and  other 
dangerous  places  and  utensils  used  in  the 
manufacture  ?  As  regards  the  date 
when  the  Committee  may  be  expected  to 
present  their  Report,  I  can  only  say  that 
the  field  of  the  inquiry  is  an  extensive 
one.  Much  valuable  information  has 
been  obtained  at  Widnes  and  St.  Helens ; 
but  the  Committee  still  propose  to  visit 
such  important  centres  as  Flintshire, 
Glasgow,  Northwich,  and  Newcastle,  and 
therefore  I  do  not  think  their  Re- 
port can  reasonably  be  expected  until 
next  month.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Northamptonshire,  a 
Committee  is  inquiring  into  the  white 
lead  and  kindred  industries.  It  is  making 
an  extensive  investigation,  and  will,  I 
hope,  report  in  a  very  short  time. 

JOHN  WYNNE'S  CHARITY. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity  Commis- 
sioner is  he  aware  that  the  Trustees  of 

John  Wynne^s  Charity,  notwithstanding 
the  express  instructions  of  the  Charity 
Conmiissioners,  are  still  refusing  to  allow 
parishioners  to  inspect  the  accounts  of 
the  Charity  ;  and  what  steps  the  Com- 
missioners intend  to  take  to  immediately 
compel  the  Trustees  to  disclose  the 
accounts  of  the  Charity  ? 

The      PARLIAMENTARY 

CHARITY    COMMISSIONER    (Mr. 

T.    E.    Ellis,    Merionethshire) :     The 

Commissioners  are  without  information, 

other  than  that  derived  from  the  hon. 

Member  himself,  that  the  Trustees  of 
John  Wynne's  Charity  still  refuse  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  law 
relative  to  the  production  of  the  accounts 
of  Parochial  Charities,  to  which .  their 
attention  was  called  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  rector  on  behalf  of  the  Trustees  on 
July  13.  The  Commissioners  have  since 
addressed  a  second  letter  to  the  rector, 
asking  to  be  informed  whether  the 
above-mentioned  provisions  have  been 
complied  with.  The  further  steps  to  be 
taken  by  the  Commissioners  will  depend 
on  the  nature  of  his  reply  to  this  com- 
munication.    In   case   the  reply  of  the 

.Mr.  Asquith 


rector  is  unsatisfactory,  the  Comnus- 
sioners  will  make  an  order  for  the  doe 
production  of  the  accounts. 

HAULBOWLINB   DOCKYARD. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  he  is  aware  that  the  87 
men  lately  discharged  from  Haul- 
bowline  Dockyard  are  now  out  of  work  ;. 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  breakwater 
behind  the  Dockyard  has  been  left  in  & 
half-finished  condition  ;  and  whether  the 
Admiralty  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  giving  much-needed  employment  bjr 
completing  this  necessary  structure  ;  aiid 
also,  in  view  of  the  scarcity  of  hay,  of 
finding  profitable  employment  for  the 
unemployed  workmen  in  cutting  and 
saving  the  grass  at  present  growing  over 
the  Haulbowline  Docks  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) : 
(a.)  It  has  not  been  practicable  to  re- 
employ the  87  men  lately  discharged 
from  Haulbowline  Dockyard  ;  but  a  few 
of  them  will  probably  be  re-entered 
shortly,  as  found  necessary.  ThensBiber^- 
employed  by  the  Admiralty  from  tine  to 
time  depend  on  the  new  works  and 
repairs  in  progress,  for  which  provisiiM^ 
is  made  in  the  Annual  Estinmtes.  (b.) 
The  work  of  covering  the  earth-bank» 
behind  the  Dockyard  with  a  stone  face 
has  been  partially  carried  out,  and  there 
remains  about  one-fourth  of  the  work  to 
be  done  when  funds  are  available.  Thi» 
service  is  not  of  an  urgent  nature,  and 
has  had  to  give  way  to  more  pressing 
claims,  owing  to  want  of  funds,  (c./ 
Profitable  employment  could  not  be 
found  in  cutting  the  grass  on  the  "  Ex- 
tension Works,^*  as  it  is  not  considered 
worth  saving. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  May  I  aek 
whether  the  amount  provided  in  the 
Annual  Estimates  will  be  spent  within 
12  months  on  this  Dockyard  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  That  is  cer- 
tainly the  intention  ? 

BOGUS  CLUBS  IN  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  the  recent  disclosures  in  the 
Dublin  Police  Courts  as  to  the  mischief 
being  done  by  bogus  clubs,  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  the  extension  to  Ireland 
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of  the  BegiBtratioD  of  Clubs  Bill  now 
before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  subject.  I  have  not 
had  time  to  examine  the  Clubs  Registra- 
tion Bill  safficientlj  close  to  enable  me 
to  saj  whether  its  provisions  should  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  repeat  the  question  in  a 
week^s  time. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Cannot  these  clubs  be  put  down  by  a 
strict  enforcement  of  the  existing  law  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  understand 
that  everything  possible  is  done  by  the 
police. 

ELEMBNTABY  EDUCATION  ACT,  1891, 

SECTION  4. 

Mr.  T.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  if  he  will  state  the  exact 
meaning  attached  by  the  Education  De- 
partaient  to  the  words  ^'  educational 
benefit  '*  in  Section  4  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act  of  1891  ? 

•The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  cannot  take  upon  myself 
to  give  any  further  definition  of  the 
words  used  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
referred  to.  The  hon.  Member  is  aware 
that  the  schools  which  come  under  this 
wction  are  very  few  in  number.  I  think 
each  case  must  be  settled  on  its  merits, 
in  accordance  with  a  reasonable  inter- 
pretation of  the  question  to  be  decided — 
namely,  whether  the  charging  of  fees 
or  the  increase  of  fees  is,  or  is  not,  for 
the  educational  benefit  of  a  particular 
district. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Hay  I  ask  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
when  a  higher  fee  is  charged  in  some 
schools  in  a  district  it  is  generally  for 
higher-class  instruction  ?  Would  not  that 
^  legarded  as  ^^educational  benefit" 
nnder  the  section  ? 

•Mr.  acland  :  The  question  of 
^cational  benefit  does  not  rest  on  that 
alone ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
^^ample  set  by  Birmingham,  in  making 
Its  two  admirable  higher-grade  schools 
^^  cannot  but  be  considered  as  for  the 
^Qcatbnal  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of 
^t  town. 


Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Does  not  this  ckiuse 
evidently  contemplate  that  a  higher  fee 
shall  be  charged  in  some  cases,  and, 
therefore,  give  the  Vice  President  dis- 
cretion to  permit  it  ? 

*Mr.  acland  :  There  is  no  question 
of  permitting  schools  now  in  existence. 
The  point  only  arises  in  the  case  of  pro- 
posed new  arrangements  as  to  schools. 

ANGLO-GBRMAN  FRONTIER  IN  AFRICA, 
Major  DARWIN  (Staffoidshire,  Lich- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  de- 
limitation of  the  Anglo-Grerman  frontier 
from  the  Coast  to  Kilma-njaro  is  yet  ac- 
complished ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  state 
the  general  terms  of  the  arrangement; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  the  Papers  in 
regard  thereto  upon  the  Table  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  agreement  has 
been  signed,  and  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  as  soon  as  the  map  attached  to  it 
can  be  prepared. 

THE  PETERHEAD  RIOTS. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Swedish 
steamers  Dagmar  and  Gelfe  have  been 
compelled  to  leave  the  ports  of  Fraser- 
burgh and  Peterhead  without  discharging 
their  cargoes  ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
no  efficient  protection  has  been  afforded 
by  the  Burgh  Authorities  ;  and  whether 
any,  and  if  so  what,  steps  have  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty^s  Government  to 
secure  the  protection  of  those  in  charge 
of  the  steamers  and  enable  them  to  dis- 
charge their  cargoes  ? 

Thb  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  Burgh  FiscAl  of  Peter- 
head telegraphs  to-day  that  no  attempt 
was  made  to  land  barrels  ;  that 
coopers  and  others  expecting  barrels  to 
be  landed  struck  work  and  gathered  to 
oppose  landing  ;  that  an  attempt  to  pull 
one  steamer  out  was  stopped  by  the 
police  ;  that  beyond  this  no  violence  or 
threats  were  reported  to  him  or  to  the 
police  ;  that  the  Magistrates  offered  the 
owners  of  the  cargoes  all  necessary  police 
protection,  if  the  cargoes  were  to  be 
landed,  but  that  the  owners  of  their  own 
accord  removed  the  steamers  to  the  bay, 
and  that  the  steamers  have  since  sailed. 
I  shall  obtain  fuller  information,  but  thus 
far  there  does   not   appear  to   be   any 
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ground  for  supposing  that  the  Local 
Authorities,  with  whom  the  duty  of  pre- 
aerving  the  peace  primarily  rests,  will 
not  perform  that  dutj. 

WORKS  ON  THE  SUCK. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  works 
on  the  Suck  are  now  approaching  com- 
pletion ;  if  the  Government  have  already 
contributed  the  money  voted  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Suck  by  this  House ; 
and  if  they  will  endeavour  to  see  this 
useful  work  completed  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
works  are  now  approaching  completion. 
The  amount  provided  in  the  Estimates 
for  the  current  year  will  make  the  total 
amount  advanced  £39,600.  This  will 
leave  £10,500  still  to  be  contributed  by 
the  Government  out  of  the  £60,000 
Grant  in  Aid.  This  £10,600  will  be  pro- 
vided in  a  future  Vote. 

BRITISH    WAR  VESSELS  AT  BANGKOK. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admu-alty 
whether  Her  Majesty^s  'war  vessels 
PaliaSy  Pignty^  and  Swift  have 
withdrawn  from  the  mouth  of  the  Menam 
and  outside  the  limits  of  the  blockade  in 
consequence  of  directions  from  the  French 
Admiral  Humann ;  and  what  British 
men-of-war  remain  at  Bangkok  for  the 
protection  of  British  subjects  and  British 
conmierce  ?  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  state  whether  the  blockade 
has  been  raised  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlk- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  So  far 
as  is  known,  the  Linnet  remains  at 
Bangkok.  A  telegram  has  been  received 
from  her  dated  Bangkok,  drd  August, 
stating  **  Blockade  raised.**  No  informa- 
tion has  been  received  as  to  the  move* 
ments  of  the  Pa//a#  and  Swift.  The  Pigmy 
is  not  off  the  Menam  River,  so  far  as  is 
known,  but  by  last  advices  was  at 
Singapore. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  ns 
whether  any  demand  was  made  for  the 
withdrawal  of  our  ships  from  certain 
limits  under  this  '*  pacific  blockade  **  ? 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


Sir  E.  grey  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  question.  We  are 
informed  that  no  demand  was  made  by 
the  French  Admiral  that  British  war 
vessels  should  leave  Bangkok,  and  their 
removal  outside  the  blockade  limita 
would  never  have  been  permitted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Grovemment. 

SUPERANNUATION    OP     BLBMBNTARY 

TEACHERS. 
Sib  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther he  will  afford  particulars  regarding 
the  Official  Committee  to  report  on  the 
plan  already  proposed  for  the  superan- 
nuation of  elementary  teachers,  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  to  com- 
pose it,  and  the  exact  terms  of  the 
Reference  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Committee  wUl 
consist  of  two  gentlemen,  Mr.  Kekewioh 
and  Mr.  Tucker,  representing  the  Edu- 
cation Department  ;  one,  Mr.  Spring 
Rice,  representing  the  Treasury,  and 
two  actuaries — Mr.  Sutton,  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  Office,  and  Mr.  Fin- 
laison,  of  the  National  Debt  Office. 
The  terms  of  the  Reference  are  as 
follows : — 

**To  consider  and  report  opon  altematiTo 
methods  of  establishing  such  system,  aad  the 
form  which  it  should  take  both  generally  and 
in  detail,  and  to  make  saggestions  as  to  the 
conditions,  amount,  and  limits  of  the  oontribo- 
tions  by  the  State,  and  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  Superannuation  Fund.  The  Com- 
mittee should  have  special  regaid  to  the 
evidence  taken,  and  tne  xecommendatians 
made,  by  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  to  consider  the  best 
system  of  providing  for  the  superannuation  of 
public  elementary  teadiers  in  En^and  and 
Wales,  as  embodied  in  the  Report  ozthat  Coo* 
mittee,  dated  the  37th  May,  1892." 

ORDNANCE  SURVEY  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  butcher  (York)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  number  of 
Civil  assistants  employed  in  conneotioD 
with  the  Ordnance  Survey  in  Ireland  it 
about  246,  and  the  number  of  labouren 
employed  in  that  connection  is  about  180; 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  GoTera- 
ment  of  Ireland  Bill,  1893,  becoming 
law,  it  is  proposed  that  these  Civil  assia- 
tants  and  labourers  shall  be  in  the  en" 
ployment  of  the  Imperial  Govenunent  or 
of  the  Irish  Grovemment ;  and,  if  of  the 
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Irifih  Government,  whether  any  provision 
has  been  made  bj  the  Government  of 
Ireland  Bill  with  a  view  of  providing 
pensions  or  gratuities  to  the  above- 
mentioned  persons  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET ;  The  number  of 
men  emplojed  on  the  Survey  in  Ireland 
comjnisee  36  Civil  assistants,  366  tem- 
porary Civil  assistants,  and  198  labourers. 
These  persons  are  officers  in  the  Public 
Senriod  within  the  meaning  of  Clause  25 
of  the  Bill,  serving  in  Ireland,  and  if  not 
retained  in  the  Imperial  Service  they  will 
be  entitled  to  continue  during  the  tran- 
sitional period,  unless  they  either  resign 
or  are  removed,  and  if  they  resign  or  are 
removed  they  will  be  entitled  to  the 
pensions  or  gratuities  provided  by  the 
clause. 

THB  INDIAN  BUDGET. 
Mb.  MACFARLANE  (Invemess- 
slure) :  I  beg,  in  pursuance  of  private 
notice,  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
8iirj  whether,  as  it  appears  improbable 
that  the  Indian  Budget  can  be  adequately 
discnssed  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session,  he  will  consent  to  postpone  the 
dificiiBsion  to  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

Mb.  BABTLEY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  same  time  name  the 
date  for  the  commencement  of  the 
Autamn  Session  ? 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
bargh,  Midlothian):  My  hon.  Friend 
opposite  wants  to  take  too  many  fences 
at  once.  I  cannot  give  any  opinion  as  to 
tbe  exact  date  of  the  Indian  Budget. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Kesolution  [3rd  August]  reported. 
^^1^^  SERVICBS    AND   RBVBNUB  DB- 
PARTMBNT8,  1893-4. 

(third  vote  on  account). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

mlT^^  *  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
•JfllfWO,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
J^P^t  <rf  the  Charges  for  the  Civil  Services 
w  Kcvenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending 
jy^  3l8t  daj  of  March,  1S94."— [See  page 

•isolation  read  a  second  time. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  agree  widi  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution.** 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  called  attention  to  several  matters 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  Ireland.  He  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Grentlenuw  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  affording  him  this  opportunity, 
and  said  he  would  endeavour  to  repaj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  courtesy 
by  brevity.  He  wished,  first,  to  direct  the 
Conmiittee*s  attention  to  a  rather  serious 
disturbance  at  Bundoran,  in  Donegal,  on 
Sunday  week.  The  Evangelisation 
Society,  an  Organisation  composed  of 
ministers  and  members  of  various  Pro- 
testant Churches,  had  been  conducting  a 
mission  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  On 
Sunday  week  the  Society  sent  two  of  its 
agents  to  Bundoran,  a  seaside  place  much 
frequented  by  visitors.  The  Society  had 
a  tent  put  up  in  a  private  field,  bj  the 
permission  of  Mr.  James  Hamilton. 
Before  the  arrival  of  the  two  evangelists 
a  Nationalist  newspaper  published  a 
leading  article,  in  which  it  was  said — 

'*  The  visit  of  the  evan^lists  to  b^n  a  pro* 
^iganda  has  aroused  deep  indignation  among  the 
Roman  Catholics, who  have  miMle  up  their  minds, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  tiiey  will  not 
permit  this  fresh  insalt  to  their  feelings  or  th«r 
religion.'* 

He  did  not  know  what  was  meant  bj 
'Afresh  insult,**  because  the  evangelists 
had  not  been  in  the  locality  before,  and 
nothing  like  an  insult  was  intended 
either  to  Roman  Catholics  or  any  other 
portion  of  the  community.  Few,  if  any. 
Catholics  attended  the  services  in  the 
tent.  It  was  asserted  that  when  the 
people  were  leaving  the  parish  church 
they  were  assailed  and  assaulted  by  a 
mob  of  over  1,000  persons,  who  had  been 
brought  from  Gleneagh  and  the  mountains 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  what  the 
Nationalist  paper  had  advised — namely, 
interfering  with  religious  liberty  under 
the  pretence  of  not  permitting  a  ^^  fresh 
insult.**  The  Rev.  Mr.  Templeman  and 
others  were  assailed  and  assaulted  on 
their  way  to  the  tent.  When  the  mob 
were  remonstrated  with  by  a  gentleman  of 
•some  position  in  the  town,  they  answered 
that  they  had  made  up  their  minds  that 
they  would  not  permit  this  sort  of  thing* 
The  tumult  lasted  something  like  an  hour 
in  the  public  streets,  and  the  town  was 
in  an  excited  state  all  night.  The  normal 
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strength  of  the  police  force  was  17 
officers,  and  others  had  to  be  called  in. 
He  gladly  admitted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  taken  every  step  in  his 
power  to  prevent  anything  like  a 
recurrence  of  these  transactions ;  bnt  he 
was  anxious  to  direct  attention  to  the 
language  of  the  newspaper,  which  said 
that  proceedings  which  were  perfectly 
legal  and  proper  could  not  be  permitted 
any  longer.  Surely  these  men  had  a 
right  to  preach  the  Gospel  in  the  open 
air  ?  Protestants  were  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  liberty  which  the  Nationalist 
newspaper  and  mob  in  Bundoran  were 
willing  to  concede  to  them — the  liberty 
of  meeting  within  four  walls  to  carry  on 
religious  services.  Protestants  had  a 
right  to  meet  on  private  property,  as  in 
this  case,  and  to  erect  a  tent,  and  they 
had  no  right  to  be  restricted  by 
Nationalist  feeling,  and,  moreover,  they 
had  no  intention  to  submit  to  such 
restriction.  Besides,  this  was  not  the 
first  time  that  such  an  occurrence  had 
taken  place.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Londonderry  had 
informed  him  that  some  time  ago  a 
similar  body  of  men  were  assailed  in  the 
same  way.  There  had  only  been  three 
arrests  made,  though  this  was  not  all  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  they  desired  to 
see.  He  would  tell  those  mountaineers 
of  Gleneagh  that  Home  Rule  had  not 
passed  yet.  What  were  these  men 
doing  ?  ICries  of  "  Go  to  East- 
bourne I "]  He  no  more  approved  of 
what  was  done  at  Eastbourne  than  he 
did  of  the  proceedings  at  Bundoran  ; 
but  the  shouts  of  the  men  from  Gleneagh 
were  for  Home  Rule,  and  they  cheered 
for  the  Prime  Minister.  That  was  the 
idea  of  religious  and  civil  liberty  they 
had  to  expect  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  got  his  way.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  not  got  his 
way  yet ;  they  were  still  under 
Imperial  control  and  Imperial  pro- 
tection, and  they  asked  that  these  evan- 
gelists should  receive  that  protection. 
The  Chief  Secretary  ought  to  have  known, 
and  his  officers  in  Bundoran  ought  to  have 
known,  from  the  information  contained  in 
this  newspaper  and  from  the  offensive 
placard  with  which  the  town  was  posted 
in  the  name  of  these  evangelists — a  placard 
for  which  no  Protestant  was  responsible 
— that  these  disturbances  were  likely  to 
take  place,  especially  as  they  had  occurred 
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under    similar    circumstances    in     other 
parts   of  the   country.     Before   he   left 
Donegal  he  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion   of    the  right  hon.   Gentlemim   to 
another   thing   in   connection  with  that 
county.       The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
knew,  no  doubt,  the  circumstances  of  the 
murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin  at 
Gweedore.     Martinis  widow  was  allowed 
compensation   by  the   Grand  Jury — he 
forgot  the  amount,  but  it  was  a  consider- 
able sum — ^f  or  the  murder  of  her  husband. 
That  sum  was  to  be   levied  off  certain 
baronies  of  the  County  of  Donegal ;  but 
the  barony  of  Gweedore,  in  which   the 
murder  took  place,  had  not  only  not  paid 
a  penny  of  the  widow^s  claim,  but  had 
not   paid   a   penny   of    county   cess   for 
some  years.     The  people  simply  declined 
to  pay.  The  matter  was  before  the  Grand 
Jury  at   the  last   Assizes.     The  Grand 
Jury  could  not  get  a  collector  to  under- 
take the  duty  of  collecting  the  county 
cess  in  the  barony  of  Gweedore  because 
the    claim   for    the   widow  of    District 
Inspector  Martin  was  involved  in  it.  The 
collectors   evidently   considered   it  dan- 
gerous to  life  to  attempt  its  collection. 
The  Grand  Jury  had  a  long  correspon- 
dence with  the  Executive  in  Dublin  on 
the  matter.     The  Executive  stated  that 
the  Grand  Jiu'y  had  not  allowed  a  suffi- 
cient   poundage   or    commission.      The 
Grand  Jury  replied  that  they  had  offered 
the    highest    poundage    or    commission 
that  the  law  allowed.     They  requested 
the  Executive  to  do  what  was  done  by 
the  late  Government  in  the  case  of  the 
compensation    of    Constable    Leahy    at 
Mitchelstown — that  was,  that  the  warrants 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Constabulary 
and  the  cess   collected  by  them.    This 
was  refused  by  the  Government,  and  so 
a  deadlock  was  reached.     Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  intend  to  maintain  tliat  posi- 
tion ?  Were  those  people — ^many  of  whom 
were  on  the  ground  on  the  Sunday  that 
Martin  was  murdered — to  escape  paying 
this  compensation  to  the  widow  of  the 
murdered  man  and  all  other  county  cess 
as  well  ?     The  third  {lotnt  to  which  he 
desired    to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  some  recent  proceed- 
ings in  the  County  of  Clare.     Vlromeal 
laughter  from  Nationalisi    MembersJ} 
He    was    aware  that    hon.   Genf 
opposite    thought    that    CI 
most  excellent  place,  and 
of    Clare    were    the 
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people  in    the  eonntrj.    But  that  was 
not  the  view  of   the  Chief   Secretary, 
because  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  held  that 
the  state  of  Clare  was  a  disgrace  to  civili- 
sation.    He  did  not  wish  to  repeat  the 
old  story  of  crime  and  outrage  in  Clare, 
but  he  desired  to  direct  attention  to  what 
had   taken  place  in  Clare  only  the  last 
week.  There  was  a  riot,  or,  at  all  events, 
an  unlawful  assembly  at  Bodyke.     He 
WIS   not    going   to   say    anything,   and 
nothing  would  induce  him   to  say  any- 
diing,  in  favour  of  Colonel  O^Callaghan, 
the  landlord  of  that  district.  If  the  case  of 
that  landlord  was  to  be'  fought  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  was  not  the  man 
to  fight  it.     But  if  the  law  were  broken 
at  Bodyke  or  elsewhere  the  officer  of  the 
kw  in  that  place  had  a  clear  duty  to  per- 
form.  Quite  recently  there  was,  what  was 
admitted  to   be,   an  unlawful  assembly, 
arising    out    of    seizures    for    rent    in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Bodyke.     Twelve 
men  were  arrested  by  the  police  on  that 
occasion  ;  they  were  brought  up  at  the 
Petty  Sessions  of  Tomgrany,  before  two 
Resident  Magistrates — but  not  under  the 
Crimes  Act — and  charged  with  having 
been  part  of  this  riotous  assembly.    The 
two  Magistrates  held  that  the  prisoners 
ought  to  be  returned  for  trial,  as  they 
were  charged  with  an  indictable  offence. 
One  of  the  Magistrates,  Mr.  Hodder,  said 
that  if  the  prisoners  were  tried  in  any 
other  county  in  Ireland  but  Clare  they 
would  be  sent  for  trial  and  would  receive 
long    periods     of    imprisonment.       Mr. 
Hodder,  whom  he  knew  personally,  was 
ooe  of  the  most  cautious  and  careful  men 
that  ever  held  the  position  of  Resident 
Magistrate  ;  and  if  Mr.  Hodder  said  that, 
he  was  bound  to  believe  that  the  case 
was  not  one  that  should  be  lightly  dis- 
missed.    The  Magistrates  had  said  that 
there  was  a  prima  facie  case  against 
these  men,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
Totumed  for    trial.      What    happened  ? 
The   Police  Inspector    intervened,  and 
^d  that  that  course  had  not  been  satis- 
factory in  the  past. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  :  He  denies  having 
11^6  such  a  statement. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  said,  it 
^**  quite  impossible  that  all  the  news- 
Papers  should  have  invented  a  npeech  for 
the  Police  Inspector,  and  he  thought  it 
was  high  time  that  the  policy  of  blaming 
^®  reporters  should  cease.  The  Police 
^^*pector  said  that  the  procedure  of  re- 


turning men  for  trial  had  not  been  satis- 
factory in  the  past.  He  was  right,  whe- 
ther he  said  it  or  not.  Beyond  all  doubt 
this  method  of  procedure  had  not  been 
satisfactory  in  the  past.  It  was  beyond 
yea  or  nay  that  the  only  result  in  all  the 
cases  of  agrarian  crime  which  came 
before  the  Assizes  was  the  discharge  of 
the  prisoners.  In  the  case  at  Tomgrany 
the  Police  Inspector  suggested  that  the 
men  should  be  bound  over  to  keep  the 
peace.  What  did  that  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  amount  to  ?  It  amounted 
to  this  :  that  in  all  agrarian  cases  there 
should  be  no  prisoners  returned 
for  trial.  That  mode  of  stopping 
the  supply  of  criminals  was  certainly 
novel.  It  was  laid  down — probably  by 
the  Irish  Attorney  General  or  the 
Irish  Solicitor  General — that  men  guilty 
of  agrarian  offences  in  Clare  were  not  to 
be  sent  to  the  Assizes,  but  were  to  be 
bound  over  under  the  ordinary  law  to 
keep  the  peace.  That  was  a  dangerous 
step  to  take  in  Clare.  Of  all  the  counties 
in  Ireland  Clare  was  the  last  place  in 
which  a  new  departure  of  that  kind 
should  be  mfrde,  and  he  would  look  with 
some  interest  to  the  explanation  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  give  in  the 
matter.  He  now  came  to  another  place 
— Limerick.  The  Chief  Secretary  had 
referred  to  the  dark  area  of  Clare, 
Limerick,  and  Kerry.  Some  weeks  ago 
he  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  by  a  question  a  meeting  of  the 
National  League  and  a  meeting  of  the 
National  Federation,  in  Limerick,  both 
convened  for  the  express  purpose  of  pro- 
testing against  some  evicted  land  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  city  being  taken  by 
a  Mr.  Bateman  and  by  the  representative 
of  a  Building  Society  for  building  pur- 
poses. Both  meetings  resolved  that  if 
the  lands  were  not  given  up  circulars 
should  be  issued  to  the  customers  of 
Mr.  Bateman,  amongst  the  farmers  of 
Limerick  and  Clare  ;  and  The  Limerick 
Leader^  the  leading  Nationalist  organ  of 
the  locality,  declared  that  if  Mr.  Bateman 
and  his  Mends  did  not  take  this  fair 
notice  they  would  have  to  take  the  cost. 
Mr.  Bateman  and  his  friends  did  not  take 
this  notice,  fair  or  unfair ;  they  insisted 
on  their  legal  right  to  take  land  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Limerick,  and  they 
continued  to  hold  possession  in  spite  of 
the  Federation  and  the  League.  These 
rival  Nationalist  Organisations   were  as 
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good  as  their  word.  Tbej  both  issued 
circulars  directed  to  the  customers  of  Mr. 
Batemao,  who  was  a  victualler  or  butcher 
in  Limerick,  and  against  the  travellers  of 
Messrs.  Denny  and  Son,  who  were  mixed 
up  some  way  in  the  matter  ;  and  as  the 
circulars  had  not  the  effect  of  inducing 
these  men  to  give  up  the  land,  the  Organi- 
sation had  taken  to  posting  boycotting 
notices  on  the  walls.  On  the  Sunday 
morning  of  last  week  about  2  o^clock  two 
constables  were  out  on  duty.  They  found 
three  men  standing  near  a  hoarding,  or 
place  where  bills  were  posted,  two  of 
whom  ran  away,  and  they  arrested  the 
third.  The  man  when  arrested  at  once 
threw  away  a  packet  of  papers,  which 
were  found  to  be  boycotting  notices.  He 
was  brought  up  at  the  Limerick  Petty 
Sessions.  There  were  nine  Magistrates 
on  the  Bench.  There  was  no  question 
about  the  identity  of  the  prisoner.  In 
fact,  no  defence  was  raised.  A  letter  was 
put  in  evidence.  It  was  addressed  to 
Samuel  Frost,  a  boy  in  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Bateman,  whose  duty  it  was  to  visit 
the  disputed  land  to  see  after  the  stock. 
The  letter  was  dated  3rd  June  and  ran — 

'*  If  you  go  oat  to  Miss  Morrison^s  land  again, 
look  out  I  Our  city  is  not  going  to  be  disgraced 
by  you  grabbers ;   and,  by  God  I  if  you  go  there 
again,  there  will  be  too  much  proof  that  you, 
were  there," 

Everyone  who  knew  anything  of  Ireland 
knew  that  by  that  notice  the  young 
man^s  life  was  threatened.  And  yet,  in 
spite  of  that  threatening  notice;  in  spite 
of  this  prisoner  having  been  arrested  with 
boycotting  notices  in  his  possession;  in 
spite  of  their  being  no  defence,  this  Bench 
of  Nationalist  Magistrates  refused  to  send 
the  case  for  trial.  The  man  was  dis- 
charged, and  walked  out  of  Court. 

An  hon.  Member  :  What  was  the 
charge? 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  said,  the  charge 
was  posting  boycotting  notices.  But  the 
Crown  Solicitor  stated  that  he  attended 
to  prosecute  by  direction  of  the  Attorney 
General ;  and  why  the  man  was 
charged  with  posting  the  notices  was  a 
question  the  hon.  Member  would  have  to 
settle  with  The  MacDermott.  The 
Attorney  Greneral  would  not  have 
directed  the  Crown  Solicitor  to  prosecute 
unless  there  was  an  offence.  And  surely 
it  was  an  offence  to  be  found  with 
boycotting  notices  near  a  hoarding  from 
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which  the  police  had  previously  pulled 
down    similar  notices.      No  doubt    the 
Chief    Secretary    would    say  —  **  What 
power  have  I  over  these  Limerick  Ma^ie- 
tmtes  ?  ^*     But  his  charge  againat    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  he  had 
deliberately    divested     himself    of      the 
power  of  dealing  with  offences  of   that 
kind.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
availed  himself  of  the  Act  that  he  foand 
on  the  Statute  Book,  and  in  operation 
when  he  came  into  Office,  he  would  be 
able  to  have  those  prisoners  in  Clare  and 
Kerry  tried  by   two    Resident    Mafp»- 
trates,  and  summarily  awarded  from  one 
to  six  months*  imprisonment.     He  woold 
now  briefly  refer  to  the  question  of  the 
classification  of  crime  by  the  Irish  OfBee, 
and  also  to  some  comments  made  upon  it 
by  the  Judges  at  Assizes.   He  had  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  the  other  day  whj 
the  attempt  to  murder  Mr.  Blood  should 
have  been   put  down    as    intimidation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied  that 
the  question  was  a  very  natural  one,  bat 
that  the  fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the  shot 
had  been  fired  at  such  a  distance  that  Mr. 
Blood  could  not  have  been  injured  by  it, 
and  that  it  could  not,  therefore,  have  been 
an  attempt  to  murder.     What  were  the 
facts  ?     He  had  them  in  a  letter  from 
Clare  written  by  a  person  who  probably 
knew  more  of  the  case  than  anyone  else. 
On  the  occasion  when  Mr.  Blood  was 
last  fired  at  he  was  fired  at  from  a  Snider 
rifle  at  400  yards    distance,    and    the 
Chief  Secretary  said  it  was  put  down  as 
intimidation  because  the  shot  could  have 
no  effect.    In  1887  Mr.  Blood  was  fired 
at  from  a  Snider  rifle  at  500  yards  dis* 
tance,  and  it  was  put  down  as  an  attempt 
to  murder.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  no  change  had  been  made  in  the 
classification  of  crime,   notwithstanding 
the  facts  that  in  1887  a  shot  fired  at  500 
yards  distance    was    put    down    as  an 
attempt  to  murder,  while  a  shot  fired  in 
1893  at  400  yards  was  pat  down  as 
intimidation    because,  forsooth,   it    wai 
fired  at  so  great  a  distance.     The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman^s  classification  might  be 
the  right  one,  but  there  was  a  change. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  It  is  not  my  cUssi- 
fication. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSBLL  :  Of  oome, 
I  do  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Genik* 
man  with  having  interested  himaalf 
personally  in  this  matter. 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  men  are  the 

the  principles  are  the  same,  and 


same, 

the  practice  is  the  same.  I  did  not 
meddle  in  the.  matter  one  waj  or  the 
other. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mnst  not  saj  that, 
because  he  would  have  to  meddle  in  the 
matter.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
responsible  for  the  government  of    Ire- 
land.    In  his  Charge  to  the  Grand  Jury 
at  Maryborough,  Mr.   Justice    O^Brien 
said  that  in  the  Return  made  to  him  by 
the  Constabulary  there  was  only  one  case 
of  arson  ;    but  before  the  Grand  Jury 
there  ^virere  nine  cases  of  malicious  burn- 
ing.     Mr.  Justice  O^Brien  did  not  say 
that  there  had  been  any  change  in  the 
classification  of  crimes,  but  simply  that 
the  Police  Returns   did    not  accurately 
represent  the  facts.      That  was  a  per- 
fectly   legitimate    statement    to    make. 
When  this  question  was  last  before  the 
House  an  hon.    Gentleman   had    asked 
whether   the  English  Judges  had  these 
Returns  placed  before  them,  and  whether 
English    Judges  made    charges  of  the 
kind.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  English 
Judges  had  not  these  facts  before  them. 
They  had  the  Chief  Constables*  Returns 
o!  the  actual  crime  before  them,  and  it 
was  with  that  they  dealt  in  their  Charges 
to  the  Grand  Juries.  But  in  England  the 
great  bulk  of  the  crime  was  made  amen- 
able, and  in  Ireland,  in  many  counties, 
the  great  bulk  of  the  crime  was  not  made 
amenable.     If  the  Judges  in  Ireland  did 
not  know  what  crimes  had   been  com- 
mitted in  respect  of  which  there  were  no 
prisoners  before  them,  they  would  have 
nothing  to  go    upon  in  addressing  the 
Grand  Jury  on  the  actual  condition  of 
the  county.     The  defence  set  up  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  that  these  cases  of 
burning  were  not  entered  on  the  Police 
Report  unless  the  Constabulary  were  cer- 
tain that  they  were  malicious.     But  they 
must  go    to  the  Grand  Jury  for  that 
question    to   be  decided ;    and    then   it 
'Would  be  too  late  for  the  Judge  to  include 
them  in  his  Charge,  because  the  Judge 
would  have  gone  away.     The  hon.  Mem- 
^  for  Shipley  suggested  that  a  number 
of  people    fired  their  own  premises  in 
order  to  get  compensation.      That  would 
he  a  worse  outrage  than  malicious  burn- 
ing, and  at  any  rate  it  did  not  remove  the 
cases  from  the  list  of  crimes.     Such  cases 
ought  to  be  on  the  sheet  laid  before  the 
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Judge  ;  and  if  they  were  placed  on  the 
sheet  till  the  Grand  Jury  had  decided 
whether  or  not  they  were  malicious,  they 
would  never  appear,  for  by  that  time  the 
Assizes  would  have  been  over. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  They  are  not 
agrarian  outrages. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that 
might  be,  but  all  the  same  they  ought  to 
be  on  the  Return.  His  contention  was 
that  the  Judges,  not  finding  these  cases 
on  the  Returns,  were  justified  in  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Grand  Jury  to  the 
fact.  It  was  not  fair  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  charge  the  Judges — who 
had  simply  complained,  as  they  had  a 
right  to  do,  that  the  Police  Reports  were 
not  accurate — with  attacking  the  Execu- 
tive. They  were  doing  nothing  of  the 
kind.  At  the  Kilkenny  Assizes  there 
was  a  case  which  the  Police  Inspector 
had  not  put  on  the  Return  at  all.  There 
was  a  Unionist  meeting.  It  was  held  at 
Waterford  before  those  Assizes,  was 
attended  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Power,  the 
incumbent  of  Kilkenny  Parish,  and  by 
two  of  his  parishioners.  Eve^yone  would 
admit  that  they  had  a  right  to  go  to  this 
meeting  without  being  punished.  But 
what  happened  ?  Mr.  Power's  church 
windows  were  broken,  and  boycotting 
notices  were  posted  on  the  houses  of  the 
two  parishioners,  cautioning  people  to 
hold  no  intercourse  with  them.  That 
was  the  freedom  of  opinion  they  had  in 
certain  parts  of  Ireland.  The  Police 
Inspector  did  not  report  a  word  of  this  to 
the  Judge.  He  wished  to  protest  against 
such  tyranny.  Were  Unionists  to  be 
able  to  attend  religious  services  and 
political  meetings  only  by  the  consent 
and  grace  of  the  Nationalists  ?  Some 
years  ago  he  should  have  had  the 
enthusiastic  support  of  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  in  his  protest. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :   Hear,  hear  I 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  why 
he  had  not  that  support  now  ?  The 
position  he  took  up  was  not  that  there 
had  been  a  change  in  the  classification  of 
crime  since  the  Grovernment  came  into 
Office.  What  he  said  was  that  the  Irish 
Judges  ought  not  to  have  been  attacked 
by  the  Treasury  Bench,  as  they  were 
attacked,  because  they  simply  declared 
that  the  Returns  laid  before  them  by  the 
Constabulary  were  not  accurate  repre- 
sentations of  the  facts.  There  was 
another  matter  to  which  he  wished  to 
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refer.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
the  Chief  Secretary  made  considerable 
changes  in  the  constitution  of  Asylums 
Boards  by  putting  on  a  considerable 
number  of  Roman  Catholics.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  attacked  for  his 
action.  But  he  did  not  join  in  those 
attacks,  as  he  believed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  perfectly  justified  by 
his  defence  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  not  represented  on  those  Boards 
according  to  their  numbers.  But  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  County  Down.  In  that  county 
there  were  106,000  Presbyterians, 
73,000  Roman  Catholics,  and  65,000 
Protestant  Episcopalians.  According 
to  the  theory  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Presbyterians  ought  to  have 
had  a  majority  on  the  County  Asylums 
Board  ;  but,  while  the  Episcopalians  had 
nine  representatives  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  six,  the  Presbyterians  had  only 
two.  Upon  what  theory  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  constructed  that  Board  ? 
Presumably  it  was  because  the  Presby- 
terians were  opponents  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  their  representation  was  so 
small.  He  supposed  it  was  thought  the 
Presbyterians  could  be  trampled  on  with 
impunity.  But  they  could  not.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  why 
it  was  that  a  leading  man  among  the 
Presbyterians — Mr.  R.  S.  Corbett,  J.P. 
— ^and  a  Unionist  candidate  for  South 
Down  at  the  Election  of  1886  was  dis- 
missed from  the  Asylums  Board  ?  The 
last  question  which  he  wished  to  raise  he 
only  brought  forward  from  a  sense  of  duty. 
He  had  done  his  best  to  have  the  matter 
settled  outside  the  House,  but  he  had 
failed.  It  was  the  .case  of  one  of  the 
candidates  for  a  Professorship  in  the 
Marlborough  Street  Training  College, 
Dublin.  Marlborough  Street  College 
was  established  very  shortly  after  the 
National  system  of  education  was  brought 
into  existence,  and  for  a  very  long  time 
it  was  the  only  College  where  teachers 
could  get  trained.  It  was  a  strictly  un- 
denominational College.  As  years  went 
on  the  denominationalists  succeeded  in 
getting  Training  Colleges  of  their  own — 
two  Roman  Catholic  and  one  Episcopa- 
lian. The  College  in  Marlborough  Street 
was  left  on  its  undenominational  basis, 
and  was  largely  attended  by  Presby- 
terians and  Methodists.  Quite  recently 
Professor  Joyce,  who  was  at  the  head  of 

Mr.  r.  fV.  Russell 


the  College,  resigned  after  a  service   of 
50  years,  and  his  resignation  was  vieived 
with  regret  by  all  concerned  with  edaca- 
tion  in  Ireland.     It  became  necessarj-  to 
elect  a  successor,  and  a  number  of  caodi- 
dates  came  forward,  but  it  was  at  last 
narrowed   down   to  two.     He   did    not 
know  either  the  one  or  the  other  of  their 
religious   opinions.     Against  the  moral 
character  of  one  of  these  candidates  Pro- 
fessors   in    the    College    made    serious 
charges.     The    Board    felt    themselves 
compelled  to  order  an  investigation,  whidi 
was  held  by  the  two  secretaries  of  the 
Board.     It  was   proved  that   Professor 
Joyce  some  10  years  ago  declined  to  pot 
this   man   over  a  class  of  girls  in  the 
drawing  school,  and  left  a  Minute  to  that 
effect.     Two   National    school   teachers 
gave  evidence  that  they  had  seen  this 
man   in   a  state  of  intoxication   in   the 
streets  of  Dublin  with  people  he  ought 
not  to  have  been  with.     The  secretaries 
acquitted  him,  and  a  Minute  was  passed 
by  the  Board  to  that  effect.     When  he 
went  to  an  election  seven  members   ol 
the  Board  voted  for  and  seven  against 
him.     The  Resident  Commissioner,  Sir 
Patrick  Keenan,  three  ex -secretaries,  aod 
three    other    Commissioners  voted    for 
him.     The   Chief  Baron,   Lord  Jostioe 
Fitzgibbon,      and       the      Presbyterian 
and     Methodist     Commissioners    voted 
against  him.    The  matter  came  up  again, 
and  the  votes  were  six  to  six.     In  the 
meantime  the  Presbyterian  Church  sent 
in  a  protest  against  bis  candidature,  and 
a   Presbyterian   Commissioner  who  had 
voted  for  him  refused  to   vote  in   his 
favour  again.     The  election   was   then 
adjourned  till  October.     This  matter  was 
first  introduced  into    the  House  by   a 
question  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite. 
On  the  part  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
he    desired    to  say   that,  inasmuch    as 
students  of  that  Church,  young  men  and 
young  women,  were  attending  this  Train- 
ing College,  they  could  not  consent  to 
have  a  man  against  whom  such  charges 
had  been  made  placed  over  thelnstitutioa. 
If  he  was,  it  would  result  in  the  breaking 
up  of  the  College.    Even  supposing  the 
man  had  been  wrongly  charged  and  thai 
the  pase  was  one  of  suspicion,  to  pot  him 
over  such  an  Institution  would  be  nothing 
short  of  a  calamity.      This  undenomi* 
national    College    had     maintained    its 
existence  under  difficulties  ;  it  had  many 
opponents,    even     in     the     House    of 
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Commons,  and  he  desired  that  it  should 
not  have  to  contend  against  this  appoint- 
ment, but  that  a  Professor  should  be 
selected  against  whom  nothing  could  be 
alleged.  He  had  brought  forward  the 
case  now  because  the  election  had  been 
adjourned  until  October,  when  the  House 
iHToald  not  be  sitting,  and  on  behalf  both 
of  Presbyterians  and  Methodists  he  pro- 
tested against  this  man  being  forced  on 
the  Institution  bj  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
apon-Tjne) :  I  think  the  last  case 
mentioned  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  is  really  a  reductio  ad  ahsurdum 
of  the  principles  on  which  he  and  his 
Section  would  desire  the  Irish  Administra- 
tion to  be  conducted.  I  am  not  responsible 

for  the  Marlborough  Street  Training 
College  except  in  a  very  narrow  Parlia- 
mentary sense.  Anyone  who  is  acquainted 
with  the  history  of  the  relations  between 
the  Executive  Government  and  the 
National  Board,  certainly  from  Mr. 
Forster's  time  downwards,  is  aware  that 
the  Executive  Government  as  a  rule, 
almost  without  exception,  do  not  enter 
into  the  minute  details  of  the  working  of 
those  establishments.  It  would  be  per- 
fectly impossible  to  carry  on  the  working 
of  those  establishments,  and  leave  the 
National  Board  with  any  free  adminis- 
trative power  whatever,  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant  are  to 
meddle  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
Let  the  House  understand  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  just 
done.  Here  is  a  man  who  is  a  candidate 
for  a  position  in  this  Training  College. 
Charges  of  an  odious  kind  were  brought 
against  that  gentleman — as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  the  two  Secretaries  held  a 
long  inquiry,  extending  over  four  days, 
into  those  charges.  The  Report  of  those 
Secretaries,  with,  I  presume,  the  evidence, 
was  submitted  to  the  Board,  and  at  the 
end  of  it  the  14  Commissioners  present 
passed  a  resolution  in  these  very 
words — 

**  The  Commissioners  are  satisfied  of  the  in- 
oocenoe  of  this  gentleman,  and  that  no  imputa- 
tion rests  apon  his  moral  character/' 

I  pass   no  opinion  upon   the  policy   or  t 
expediency  of  choosing  this  gentleman,  | 

VOL.  XV.       [fourth  series.] 


but  I  do  say  that  it  is  a  matter  for  the 
deepest  regret  that  any  hon.  Member  in 
this  House  should  think  it  right  or  fair 
to  drag  this  candidate — who  has,  at  all 
events,  so  far  as  the  voting  has  yet 
gone,  half  the  Board  behind  him — should 
drag  him  on  to  the  floor  of  this  House 
and  expose  this  matter  to  the  fierce  light 
of  Parliamentary  discussion,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  no  Member  of  this  House  ba?< 
any  right  to  pronounce  judgment  uprn 
the  man^s  conduct.  I  say  it  is  a  mon- 
strous thing  to  seek  the  intervention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  an  afiair  of 
this  kind  at  this  stage.  The  final  deci- 
sion of  the  Commissioners  has  to  be  taken* 
in  October,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
monstrous  thing  to  attempt  to  prejudice 
their  decision  by  getting  up  a  storm  in 
the  House  of  Commons  against  this  gen- 
tleman,'while,  at  the  same  time,  no  mate- 
rial is  furnished  on  which  the  House  can 
form  a  judgment. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Was  the  exonerating 
resolution  passed  without  a  division  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  very  glad 
my  hon.  Friend  has  put  that  questiou. 
The  resolution  was  passed  unanimously^ 
though  it  is  quite  true  that  when  the 
Board  came  to  consider  on  the  same 
occasion  whom  they  should  choose  seven 
voted  against  the  gentleman  in  question 
and  seven  for  him  ;  but  that  division,  for 
aught  I  know,  bearing  in  mind  the  pre- 
vious resolution,  was  on  general  grounds. 
The  hon.  Member   has  referred   to  the 

Resident  Commissioner,  and  with  bad 
taste,  I  think.  All  I  can  say  is,  I  re-> 
ceived,  on  last  Saturday,  an  accouut 
from  the  Resident  Commissioner  himself 
of  his  share  in  the  transaction,  and  I  learu 
that  when  this  gentleman  was  first  pro- 
posed Sir  Patrick  Keenan  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  these  charges.  I  need  not 
go  into  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment. That  is  a  matter  for  the  National 
Board  to  determine.  I  can  quite  imagine 
they  may  feel  that  if  the  Presbyterian 
Church  adheres  to  the  resolution  since 
passed,  it  may  be  open  to  doubt  whether 
it  would  be  politic  to  appoint  tliis 
gentleman  ;  but  I  hold  that  it  would  not 
be  proper  that  any  Church,  without 
producing  any  kind  of  evidence  of  tlie 
reasons    upon   which   they   found   their 

3  L 
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exclusion,  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  preventing  the  Commissioners  from 
choosing  the  man  whom  they  think  hest 
fitted  for  the  post.  Now  I  will  pass  to 
the  other  matters  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  fit  to  raise  in  connection 
with  the  Irish  Administration.  The 
hon.  Member  began  with  a  reference  to 
certain  disturbances  at  Bundoran,  and 
he  made  a  very  passionate  and  loud 
appeal  as  to  the  free  exercise  by  the 
subjects  of  the  Queen  of  their  right  to 
proselytise. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  not 
a  fair  observation.  I  said  nothing  about 
proselytising. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  withdraw 

the  word  proselytise,  and   will   say,  of 

their  rights  to  preach.      There  .  is    no 

difference  of  opinion  between  the  hon. 

Member  and  myself  on  the  principles  of 

the    right  of  freedom  of  political  and 

religious  meetings  as  now  expressed  by 

the  hon.  Member.     I  only  wish  that  the 

hon.  Member  had  bethought  himself  of 

those  principles  during  the  last  six  years. 

The  hon.  Member  quoted  from  a  leading 

article  in  a  paper  called  The  Donegal 
Vindicator  with  reference  to  the  Evan- 
gelists, and  said  the  Grovemment  must 
have  known  that  it  would  lead  to  dis- 
turbance, and  why,  then,  did  they  not 
make  extra  provision  ?  But  the  Execu- 
tive Government  did  make  extra  pro- 
vision. They  sent  25  extra  men  to 
Bundoran  before  the  proceedings  in  the 
Evangelist  tent  began.  As  for  the  hon. 
Member's  account  of  what  did  happen, 
it  really  was  one  of  the  grossest  bits  of 
exaggeration  that  I  have  ever  heard, 
even  from  Ireland.  I  have  read  all  the 
official  Reports  on  the  subject,  and  there 
was  not  a  word  about  1,000  men  having 
come  in  for  the  purpose  mentioned,  or  for 
any  purpose.  There  was  no  doubt  a 
crowd  gathered  round  the  tent,  but, 
though  the  circumstances  were  exciting, 
the  police  were  perfectly  able  to  preserve 
the  peace.  There  was,  no  doubt,  an 
attack  on  Mr.  Templeman,  and  some 
rudeness  was  ofiered  to  his  sister ;  but, 
as  I  understand,  it  was  rather  of  a  gallant 
than  of  a  controversial  character.  She 
very  properly  .resented  it,  and  a  scuffle 
arose,  but  it  was   entirely  unconnected 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


with  any  general  view  as  to  the  preach- 
ing in  the  tent.  It  was  a  personal 
scuffle,  and  so  far  from  lasting  an  hoar, 
as  the  hon.  Member  said,  my  information 
is  that  it  did  not  last  more  than  a  couple 
of  minutes. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  spoke 
of  the  general  disturbance  attending*  the 
tent  service. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  was  the 
only  distiu'bance  that  took  place. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  there  were 
two  separate  disturbances. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  have 
read  the  papers  more  carefully  than  the 
hon.  Member,  and  that  is  not  so. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY :  There  were 
none  of  the  police  present. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  they  were  not 
in  the  very  area  where  the  assault  on 
Miss  Templeman  took  place  ;  but  they 
were  effectually  preserving  the  general 
peace  in  the  crowd  round  the  tent. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  Mr, 
Templeman  was  coming  from  evening 
service  at  the  church  to  the  tent  when 
he  was  assaulted. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Quite  true,  but 
he  found  himself  in  this  crowd  round  the 
tent. 

Mr.  MACARTNT:Y  and  Mr.  T.  W. 
RUSSELL  :  Not  at  aU. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Mr.  Templeman 

found   himself  in  the  crowd  drawn  to. 

gether  by  the  services.     It  was  asked 

why  the  police  did  not  arrest  the  persons 

concerned  in  the  assault  on  Mr.  Temple* 

man.     As  I  have  said,  the  assault  on  the 

lady  took  place  in  a  very  limited  area^ 

and  when  the  police  got  to  the  spot  the 

persons  concerned  had  got  away;  bat 

they  arrested    three  persons   coonected 

with  the  general  uproar,  and  I  am  told 
that  it  was  nothing  more  than  an  uproar. 
There  is  one  fact  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  after 
hearing  the  language  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber about  1,000  men  coming  to  suppress 
the  freedom  of  preaching  at  Bundoran, 
and  that  is  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a 
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'acrvice  condacted  in  that  tent  by  Evan- 1 

felists   eveiy  evening  since,  and   there  | 
as  not  been  a  trace  of  disturbance  or 
Interference  with  them.      What  becomes 
of  all  the  highlj-coloured  pictures  which 
the  hon.  Member  drew  of  the  attempt 
in  Bnndoran   to   put   down   freedom  of 
preaching  and  of  religious  service  ?     I 
am  told    that    there  are  both  Catholics 
and  Protestants  in  Bnndoran  who  were 
Sony   that  the  Evangelists     had    come 
there ;    but   since  the   first  disturbance, 
which  was  accidental  and  productive  of 
no  serious  injury,   everything  has  been 
tranquil.     What  is  the  good,  merely  for 
the  sake  of  getting   a   small  crumb  of 
political  capital,  of  stirring  up  the  dying 
embers  of  religious  prejudice,  as  the  hon. 
Member  did  when  he  began  his  speech  ? 
With  regard  to  the  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Member   in  reference  to  the  Gweedore 
cess,  he  wanted  to  know  why  we  have 
not  ordered  the  Constabulary  to  execute 
warrants  for  the  collection  of  the  county 
cess  ?      I  am  not  aware  of   the  precise 
facts   connected  with  Gweedore  ;   but  I 
hold  strongly  the  view — I  do  not  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
thought  when  he    was   in    Office — that 
at  all  events  this  case  needs  very  care- 
ful examination ;     it   is    very  doubtful 
whether  it  is  wise  to    issue  these  war- 
rants to  the  Constabulary.       I  think  it 
woald    be  a  very  bad  precedent,  and  I 
dispute  the    hon.    Gentleman's   doctrine 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment to  order  the  Constabulary  in  all 
cases  to  execute  warrants  for  the  collec- 
tion of  the  county  cess. 

Mr.    T.    W,    RUSSELL    said,    he 

simply  asked  whether  the  Government 

were  going  to  do  anything,  or  whether 

they  were  going  to  let  these  people  go 
scot  free  who  were  responsible  for  the 
murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  the  spurit 
in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  approaches 
this  very  narrow  point  of  administration. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  The  cess  is 
for  Inspector  Martinis  widow. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  point  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  attacked  the  Go- 
vernment for  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
wigin  of  the  imposition  of  this  county 
^^^'    It  is  a  small  matter  of  adminis- 


trative detail,  and  in  the  reference  he  has 
made  to   this   lamentable   event  of  the 
death  of  Inspector  Martin  he  has  tried  to 
stir  up  political  prejudice,  just  as  before 
he  tried  to  stir  the  religious  passions  of 
gentlemen   opposite,  though  I  am  glad 
to  say  the  attempt  did  not  succeed.  Then 
the   hon.    Member    went    into    County 
Clare,  and  told  the  House  that  a  Resident 
Magistrate,   Mr.   Hodder,   used    certain 
language  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  pro- 
ce^ings   which   were  taken  against   a 
certain   number    of    persons   who   were 
charged  at  Bodyke,  and,  with  astonishing 
courage,   stated  that  District  Inspector 
Feeley   used  language  of    a   somewhat 
similar  kind — namely,  that  it  was  no  use 
sending   prisoners   for    trial    in   County 
Clare.    Now,  I  have  here  before  me  an 
explicit    and    categorical    denial     from 
Inspector  Feeley  that  he  used  a  single 
word  of  the  language  imputed  to  him  by 
the   hon.  Member.     The  hon.   Member 
seems  to  have  expected  that  some  such 
denial  would  be  forthcoming,  for  he  said 
that  the  view  he  put  forward  was  right, 
whether  the  District  Inspector  used  the 
language   or  not.     That  is  the  way  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  argues  as  to 
the  demerits  of  the  Irish  Administration. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  language 
used   by   the  Resident  Magistrate,  Mr. 
Hodder,  is  a  proof  that  the  Government 
are  taking  a  new  departure,  and,  instead 
of  sending   cases   for  trial,  are  getting 
minor   notice  taken  of   misdeeds  of  the 
kind  referred  to.     The  hon.  Member  was 
kind  enough  to  exculpate  me,  and  said 
the  responsibility  for  this  action  must  lie 
with    the    Attorney    General    and    the 
Divisional  Commissioner.     Now  let  me 
say,  once  for  all,  that  it  is  entirely  on 
myself  that  the  responsibility  lies,  and  I 
cannot  let  the  Attorney  General  or  the 
Divisional    Commissioner     rest     for    a 
moment  under   what   the  hon.  Member 
regards  as  a  charge.     Most  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  are  taken  on  my 
own   personal   responsibility,   and  I  am 
here  to  answer  for  all  that  is  done  in  these 
matters.     If  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
a  little  more  careful  he  would  have  seen 
that  even  if  the  men  in  question  had  been 
committed  for  trial,  they  would  not  have 
been   tried  at  Ennis  at  all,  but  at  the 
Winter  Assizes  in  Cork,  so  that  the  Go- 
vernment lost  nothing  by  giving  up  the 
I  power  of  change  of  venue.     Mr.  Hodder, 

3  L  2 
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experienced  and  learned  as  he  is — and  he 
is  a  gentleman  of  whose  legal  competence 
both  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  myself  are 
satisfied — seems  to  have  thought  that 
because  charges  in  the  order  book  clearly 
showed  that  an  indictable  offence  bad  been 
committed,  it  was  not,  therefore,  in  his 
power  to  bind  the  defendants  to  the  peace. 
If  Mr.  Hodder  used  language  of  that 
kind  he  was  mistaken,  because  if  persons 
charged  with  an  indictable  offence  are 
brought  before  a  Magistrate*  and  if  in  the 
opinion  of  the  prosecuting  counsel  the 
facts  do  not  disclose  circumstances  of 
such  gravity  as  to  justify  the  committal 
of  the  defendants  for  trial,  the  Magistrate 
has  it  within  his  power  to  bind  the  de- 
fendants to  keep  the  peace  under  his 
ordinary  commission.  That  is  the  clear 
law  of  the  matter.  Mr.  Hodder,  owing 
to  an  inadvertence  of  the  Petty  Sessions 
Clerk,  mistook  the  form  of  summons 
under  which  the  men  had  been  brought 
up.  The  latter  part  of  the  summons, 
calling  on  the  defendants  to  show  cause 
why  they  should  not  be  bound  over  to 
keep  the  peace,  was  omitted  from  the 
order  book ;  and  Mr.  Hodder's  remarks, 
as  far  as  I  understand  from  his  own 
Report,  were  Tiased  on  a  misconception  ; 
and  on  referring  to  the  summons  itself  he 
saw  at  once  that  the  course  proposed  by 
the  District  Inspector  was  a  perfectly 
regular  one.  As  for  the  offence  itself, 
obstruction  of  the  police,  especially  in 
cases  like  that  of  Bodyke,  is  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  you  cannot  afford  to 
trifle  with  obstruction  and  resistance  to 
the  police  in  a  place  like  Bodyke.  But 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  facts  of  the 
case  are  not  of  such  gravity  as  neces- 
sarily made  a  committal  for  trial  with  a 
heavy  sentence  the  only  way  of  dealing 
with  it.  There  may  be  circumstances 
under  which  the  most  trifling  breach  of 
the  peace  deserves  to  be  severely  dealt 
with  ;  but  such  circumstances  were  not 
present  in  this  case.  I  recapitulated 
these  circumstances  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion, but  I  will  recapitulate  them  briefly 
again.  Two  caretakers,  with  their  police 
escort,  went  out  for  the  purpose  of  occu- 
pying evicted  farms.  When  they  arrived 
at  a  certain  townland  they  made  a  delay 
of  a  few  minutes ;  and,  as  is  likely  to 
happen  in  such  a  case,  a  crowd  assembled, 
several  members  of  which  hooted  and 
groaned  at  the  caretakers.     On  the  police 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


cautioning  the  crowd,  most  of  them  de* 
sisted ;  but  some  half-dozen  persisted  in 
following  the  caretakers.  These  few 
persons  were  afterwards  joined  by  a 
number  of  children,  and  in  the  result 
three  stones  were  thrown  in  the  direction 
of  the  caretakers  and  the  police ;  bat 
nobody  was  struck  by  them.  The  police 
then  warned  the  people  that  they  would 
use  force  if  they  did  not  disperse,  and 
the  crowd  then  dispersed.  The  circttm- 
stances  were  reported  to  the  authorities, 
who  directed  that  any  persons  who  ooold 
be  identified  as  having  taken  part  in  the 
stone  -  throwing  should  be  proceeded 
against,  with  a  view  to  having  them 
bound  over,  and  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner approved  of  that  course.  The  honu 
Member  thinks  there  has  been  a  great 
miscarriage  of  justice,  and  yet  theee  are 
the  facts. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  simply 
acting  on  what  Mr.  Hodder  is  reported 
to  have  stated. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  report  in  the 
newspapers,  I  am  informed,  is  not  accu- 
rate ;  but  apart  from  that,  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  the  judgment  of  the  Divisional 
Commissioner,  representing  the  Executive 
Government,  is  more  important,  and 
ought  to  weigh  more  with  the  House  of 
Commons  as  to  the  precise  amount  of 
gravity  of  the  wrong  done,  than  the 
dictum  of  a  Magistrate.  It  is  a  most 
dangerous  thing  to  get  into  the  habit  of 

quoting  the  dicta  either  of  Magistrates 
or  Judges  as  to  the  course  the  Executive 
Government  should  take.  I  hare  no 
more  to  say  with  regard  to  that  Tom- 
greaney  case.  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  Doyle  of  Limerick,  the  man  who  was 
found  with  the  boycotting  notice  in  his 
possession,  he  was  arrested  by  the  police 
and  taken  before  a  Bench  of  10  Magis* 
trates,  five  of  whom  refused  to  convict, 
four  of  whom  took  the  opposite  view, 
and  one  of  whom  refused  to  take  any 
part  in  the  proceedings.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber finds  fault  with  me  because  I  have 
not  overruled  the  decision  of  the  five 
Magistrates  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  throughout 
his  administration  took  the  very  opposite 
view.  He  always  said — and  no  one 
doubted  that  what  he  said  was  perfectly 
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troe — that  the  Executive  Grovernment 
did  not  interfere  with  magisterial  dis- 
cretion, and  he  should  regard  it  as  the 
gravest  and  the  grossest  impropriety  if  he 
attempted  anything  of  the  kind.  Are 
we  to  decide  off-hand  ?  Are  we  to  say 
all  the  Magistrates  acted  wrongly,  and 
immediately  take  fresh  proceedings  ?  I 
told  the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  still  a 
matter  for  consideration,  and  then  the 
hon.  Member's  reply  was — **Ah,  you 
now  begin  to  consider  it,  because  I  am 
bringing  down  the  House  of  Commons 
on  you."  With  all  respect  to  the 
Honse  of  Commons,  I  do  not  think 
that  even  that  Assembly  would  make 
the  Executive  Government  in  Ireland 
undertake  proceedings  of  that  kind  ;  and 
I  do  not  think  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  more  they  understand  these  pro- 
ceedings and  the  spirit  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  brought  forward  this  case, 
will  impugn  the  action  of  the  Irish 
executive  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  was  entirely  wrong,  in  con- 
nection with  this  case,  in  his  account  of 
what  he  called  my  divesting  myself  of 
powers  given  by  the  Crimes  Act.  It  is 
not  so,  because  he  forgets  that  one  of  the 
boasts  of  his  own  friends  when  they  loft 
Office  was  that  they  had  practically 
dropped  the  Crimes  Act.  What  cer- 
tainly is  true  is  that  they  had  dropped 
that  portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  which 
many  of  those  who  supported  them  in 
their  administration  and  otherwise  con- 
sidered the  most  valuable  part — namely, 
summary  jurisdiction  for  boycotting 
notices,  intimidation,  and  so  forth.  That 
part  of  the  Crimes  Act  was  dropped 
before  we  came  into  Office.  As  for  the 
powers  of  summary  jurisdiction  in  cases 
of  riot  and  unlawful  assembly,  these 
powers  remain  intact,  and  therefore  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  at  all  accurate. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  classification  of 
offences,  the  hon.  Member  and  those  who 
agree  with  him  in  Irish  matters  persist 
in  the  suspicion  that  somehow  or  other  a 
l^reat  change  has  taken  place  in  the 
system  of  classification.  What  was  the 
proof  he  put  forward  ?  It  was  one  of 
the  most  remarkable  that  even  the  hon. 
Member's  ingenious  mind  could  devise. 
He  referred  to  the  shooting  at  Mr.  Blood, 
and  said  the  outrage  was  not  recorded  as 
an  attempted  murder  because  the  shots 
were  fired  at  a  distance  of  400  yards, 


while  under  the  Chief  Secretaryship  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach)  a  case  was  so  recorded, 
although  the  shots  were  fired  from  500 
yards ;  and,  therefore,  there  must  have 
been  a  revolution  in  the  system  of  classi- 
fying these  cases,  because,  forsooth,  a 
rough  guess  fixes  one  .distance  at  400 
yards  and  another  at  500  yards  I 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  It  could  not 
be  a  rough  guess,  because  a  Snider  rifle 
was  dropped  on  the  spot,  and  the  distance 
was  accurately  measured. 

Mb.   J.    MORLEY:    I   was  at  the 

place  the   other  day,  and   in   this  case 

there  was  no  Snider  rifle  found  at  all, 

and  no  kind  of  rifle  or  any  other  weapon 

was  found.  There  may  have  been  in  the 
case  which  occurred  during  the  Chief 
Secretaryship  of  the  Member  for  Bristol. 
But  can  anything  be  more  childish  or 
frivolous  in  the  way  of  proof  that  there 
has  been  a  revolution  in  the  system  of 
classification  in  the  interests  of  the 
present  Government  than  to  state  that 
there  was  this  discrepancy  of  100  yards 
in  a  rough  guess  as  to  distance  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  find  I  am 
wrong  in  saying  that  a  Snider  rifle  was 
found.  A  cartridge  case  of  a  Snider 
rifle  and  the  tracks  of  two  men  were 
found  at  a  certain  point 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  which  case— this 
or  the  former  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  And  that  is 
a  matter  of  proof  very  nearly  as  good  as 
a  rifle. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  House  will 
see  that  this  serious  charge,  or  rather 
innuendo,  because  it  has  not  yet  taken 
the  shape  of  a  charge,  as  to  a  revolution 
in  classification  rests  on  proof  of  that 
kind,  which  is  really  so  childish  that  it  is 
not  worth  detaining  the  House  upon  it. 
The  hon.  Member  also  referred  to  some 
remarks  made  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
and  he  said  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
had  never  stated  that  there  was  a  change 
of  system  of  classification.  I  am  not  sure 
as  to  that,  because  I  have  not  had  time 
to  read  through  his  words  ;  but  my  im- 
pression was  that  there  was  some  indication 
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of  that  kind.  The  hon.  Member  accuses 
me  of  attacking  the  Judges.  I  have  not 
attacked  them ;  but  what  I  have  said — and 
I  shall  certainly  always  repeat  it — is  that 
the  course  taken  by  this  learned  Judge 
in  cross-examining  the  County  Inspector 
in  open  Court  in  Clonmel  the  other  day 
was  a  course  open  to  grave  objection. 
That  was  all  I  said.  Unlike  the  hon. 
Member,  I  may  have  strong  feel- 
ings, but  I  do  not  like  using  violent  and 
strong  language,  otherwise  stronger 
language  than  that  might  have  been 
used.  But  this  is  what  strikes  me  as 
curious  :  that  though  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  has  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
for  a  number  of  years,  he  has  never 
found  out  until  now  that  there  is  anything 
faulty  or  defective  in  the  system  of 
classification.  Everybody  who  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  a<hninistration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland,  every  County  In- 
spector who  has  to  make  Beturns  to  the 
Judges,  knows  perfectly  well  that  there 
has  been  no  change,  not  an  iota  of  change 
in  the  classification,  and  that  precisely 
the  same  material  has  been  presented  to 
the  Judges  and  in  the  same  form  during 
the  last  12  months  as  has  been  the 
practice  and  custom  to  present  through 
a  good  many  12  months  before  ;  and  I 
may  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  adds  to  the 
notion  of  the  impartiality  which  people 
like  to  see,  especially  in  Ireland,  among 
those  who  administer  the  law  that  these 
remarks  should,  for  the  first  time,  have 
been  made  af t^r  a  change  of  Government. 
Now,  Sir,  the  last  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  in  respect  oi  the 
Governors  of  lunatic  asylums.  With 
respect  to  the  names  of  Governors  of 
the  lunatic  asylum  of  the  County  Down 
the  hon.  Member  tells  us — and  I  think 
rightly — that  there  are  in  County  Down 
106,000  Presbyterians,  65,000  members 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  73,000 
Boman  Catholics,  and  that  there  are  six 
Governors  who  are  Boman  Catholics, 
nine  who  are  members  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  only  two  who  are  Presby- 
terians. Now,  upon  that  matter  I  can 
only  say  that  the  appointments  on  those 
Boards  all  over  Ireland  was  an  extremely 
laborious  and  very  difficult  task.  I  felt 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  undertake  that  task, 
because  it  seemed  to  me-— and  here  I 
believe  the  hon.  Member  agrees  with  me 
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— [Mr.  T.  W.  BussELL  :  Hear,  hear  I J 
— that  it  was  our  duty  to  undertake  tbat^ 
task,  because  it  is  a  monstrous  thing  th&t. 
in  nearly  all  the  counties  in  Ireland  where^ 
the  percentage  of  Boman   Catholica  ii^ 
the  population  was  enormous  that  yet  oa 
the  Boards  of  Governors,  consisting  of 
20  or  25  gentlemen,  sometimes  not  more 
than  one  or  two  Boman  Catholics  w€r& 
members.     I  do  not  believe  any  Member 
in  the  House — neither  the  Member  for- 
North    Armagh  nor    the    Member    for 
South  Belfast — would  deny  that  it  wa» 
time  to  put  an  end  to  that  state  of  things* 
Very  little  fault,  I  am  bound  to  say,  ha» 
been     found     with     our     nominations, 
difficult  though  the  task  was.     We  maj 
have  made  some  oversights  in  the  matter 
of  County  Down,  and  I  may  say  here  that 
perhaps  I  did  not  draw  a  sufficient  dis-* 
tinction   between   the   members   of    tha 
Church  of  Ireland  and  the  Presby  tenant. 
Wanting  to  make  up  the  balance  betweea 
Boman    Catholics    and    Protestants,    I 
admit  I  did  not  sufficiently  recognise  tho 
difierence    between   the   Protestant  de* 
nominations  ;  but  as  to  the  hon.  Member 
saying  that  I  desired  to  trample  upon  the 
Presbyterians,  I  can  only  say  that  is  an 
instance  of  the  exaggeration  which  has* 
pervaded  the  whole  of  his  speech  tkift 
afternoon.     He  knows  very  well  that  1 
have  no  desire  whatever  to  trample  upoo 
the  Presbyterians,  any  more  than  upon  the 
Episcopalians  or  the  Boman  Catholics. 
As  to  the  dismissal  of  certain  gentiem^i, 
I  cannot,  of  course,  say  ofi*-hand  what 
the  circumstances  were.    I  repeat,  that 
in  the  case  of  the  County  Down  and  in 
all  other  cases  of  the  kind  we  did  the 
best  we  could.     In  one  or  two  instances^ 
or  perhaps  in  three  or  four   instanoea^ 
oversights  were  pointed  out  to  us,  and  I 
believe  in  most  of  those  cases  we  hava 
repaired  those  oversights  so  far  as  we  could.. 
I  can  only  say  that  I  will  do  the  best  I  can 
in  the  next  revision  to  redress  the  balance,, 
and   give   the   Presbyterians   their   fair 
share  of  representation.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  opened  up  the  general  qaes* 
tion  of  the  state  of  Ireland.     If  he  had 
gone  through  the  Judges^  Charges  at  the 
recent  Assizes  he  would  find — and  the 
House  will  be  glad   to  know  it^— that» 
excej^ng  a  very   small  area,  which  i» 
certainly  far  from   satisfactory,  in    the 
case  of  33  Judges*  Charges  the  report  ia- 
AS  satisfactory  as  possibly  ooold  be,  aod^ 
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thai  the  improvement  in  the  oonditioD  of 
Irehind  and  the  course  of  restoration  to 
jMaee  and  order,  which  began,  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit,  under  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  has  gone  on  through 
an  unbroken  progress,  and  the  improve- 
ment is  every  month  continued. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£•) ':  I  think  the  House  will  have  de- 
rived great  satisfaction  from  the  closing 
eeotences  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
speech.  The  perennial  problem  of  deal- 
ing with  Irish  crime  is  one  which  must 
caofie  great  anxiety  to  whoever  is  re- 
sponsible to  this  House  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  Irish  affairs,  and  I  am  per- 
fectly certain  that  no  man  feels  the 
weight  of  that  responsibility  more  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  a  minute  survey 
of  the  controversy  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  ;  but  I  will 
deal  only  with  three  or  four  points  which 
have  been  raised.  The  first  of  these 
lelates  to  the  collection  of  the  county 

oess  in  that  part  of  Donegal  where  I 
learn — I  was  not  aware  of  it  before — 
that  for  some  years  past  no  county  cess 
has  been  collected.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman declines  to  admit  that  he  is  bound 
to  entrust  the  collection  to  the  Constabu- 
lary in  the  event  of  the  ordinary  officials 
failing  to  collect  it.     With  that  general 
proposition  I  am  not  inclined  to  quarrel. 
No  hard-and-fast  rule  can  be  laid  down, 
but  all  my  hon.  Friend  said  was  that  if 
the  county  cess  was  not  collected  because 
ite  collection  involved  some  controversy 
eonnected  with  Irish  politics  or  agrarian 
eiime,  then  the  Executive  Government 
ought  to  consider  seriously  whether  they 
eould  allow  the  duty  of  paying  the  local 
rates  to  fall  into  abeyance,  or  whether 
they    would   take   steps  to   enforce    it. 
It     is    a    very    serious     responsibility 
to    allow     the    county     cess     in     any 
district  to  be  repudiated  year  after  year. 
With  regard  to  what  took  place  before 
Mr.  Hodder,  I  have   no  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  an  accu- 
rate version  of  what  that  gentleman  said 
and  what  the  Constabulary  officer  said ; 
bat  the  reason    why   my  hon.  Friend 


f  brought  that  case  before  the  House  was 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  anxious   to  avoid   bringing 
certain  cases  to   trial,   and    that    their 
anxiety  not  to  do  so  was  justified  by  the 
fact  that  whenever  cases  had  been  sent 
to  trial  in  that  particular  county  no  at- 
tempt had  been  made  by  the  juries  to  do 
justice.     Perhaps   I   should  say,  in  any 
case  arising  out  of  an  agrarian  quarrel, 
there  has  been  no  attempt  at  the  last  two 
Assizes   on   the   part   of     Clare  juries 
to  execute  their  bounden  duty.     That 
was  ample  justification  for  my  hon.  Friend 
and  others  interested  in  Ireland  to  watch 
with  critical  eye  every  step  taken  which 
might  throw  light  on  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  these  Assizes. 
As  to  the  question   of  classification,  I 
accept  fully  the  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  there  has  been  no  change 
of  policy  whatever.     But,    Sir,  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  mi»-^ 
understood  the  particular  case  my  hon* 
Friend  brought  forward  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Blood.     He  mentioned  that  this  im- 
fortunate  gentleman   had  been  tired  at 
three  times.     On  two  occasions  the  shot 
was  fired  at  long  ranges  with  a  Snider 
rifle,  and    one    of    the    Returns    made 
was  '^  attempted  murder,"  and  the  other 
"intimidation."     I  agree  that  no  great 
weight  ought  to  be  laid  on  the  difierence 
between  400  and  500  yards  ;  but  unless  it 
can  be  shown  that  in  the  second    case- 
there  were  circumstances  connected  with 
the  firing  of  the  shot  which  obviously 
proved  that  it  was  not  intended  to  take 
effect,  I  do  say  that,  whether  the  prin-^ 
ciple  of  classification  has  been  changed 
or  not,  to  put  the  case  down  as  one  of 
simple  intimidation  is  absolutely  absurd* 
I  do  not  know  how  high  the  courage  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  mounts ;  but  I 
know  I  do  not  wish  to  be  fired  at  from  a 
distance  of  400  yards  by  a  Snider  rifle,  and 
should  resent  such  an  attempt  being  put 
down  merely   as   intimidation,  and    not 
attempted   murder.       The    Government 
may  have  information  in  their  possession 
to  show  that  Mr.  Blood  was  not  fired  at ; 
but,  if  so,  it  should  be  stated.     But  if  the 
shot  was  fired  at  Mr.  Blood — whether  at 
400  or  500  yards— out  of  a  Snider  rifle, 
I  say  it  was  wholly  ridiculous  to  describe 
that  attempted  assassination  as  intimida- 
tion.    That  is  not  the  only  peculiarity 
with  regard  to  the  classification  of  crime 
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brought  before  us.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemau  has  repeated  the  critleism — ^I 
will  not  use  a  stronger  word — he  made  on 
a  previous  occasion  upon  the  Chief  Justice 
of  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I  understand  it  to 
be  the  duty  of  a  Judge  of  Assize  in  Ire- 
land to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
condition  of  the  counties  in  which  he  is 
carrjing  on  trials  with  regard  to  serious 
crime.  If  it  be  admitted  that  that  is  his 
duty,  I  cannot  see  how  he  is  to  perform  it 
unless  he  be  permitted  to  examine  the 
officer  who  makes  the  Returns  ;  and  if  all 
that  can  be  alleged  against  the  Chief 
Justice  is  that  he  so  carried  out  his  duty, 
I  fail  absolutely  to  understand  on  what 
principle  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects 
to  that  system  on  which  the  action  of 
this  distinguished  Judge  was  based.  But 
I  go  further 

:     Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Perliaps  the  right 

<hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  explain 

•that  hitherto   these   interviews   between 

the  Judge  of  Assize  and  the  officer  have 
"been  private  ;  on  the  present  occasion, 
for  the  first  time,  the  cross-examination 
was  made  in  open  Court. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
present  in  my  mind  all  the  particulars, 
nor  do  I  know  what  the  special  justifica- 
tion for  any  change  otf  procedure  may  be, 
if  change  of  procedure  occurred ;  but,  on 
the  broad  principle  I  have  already  men- 
tioned, I  cannot  see  that  there  is  any  room 
for  attacking  the  Chief  Justice.  But  I 
•go  further,  for  it  appears  that  the  result 
of  the  learned  Judge's  examination, 
whether  public  or  private,  was  to  show 
.that  two  or  three  serious  errors  had 
-occurred.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has 
done  well  in  calling  attention  to  these 
important  matters,  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  we  could 
not  have  ascertained  this  had  the  exami- 
nation not  taken  plaee. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  was  understood  to 
assent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Chief 
Justice  said  the  Inspector  was  quite 
right  in  what  he  had  done ;  but  there 
.  was  a  mistake — ^probably  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations — ^with  regard  to  a 
case  of  intimidation,  which  did  not 
Mr,  A,  J.  BcUfour 


appear  in  the  statistics,  which  could  only 
be  brought  out  by  this  examination  by 
the  Judge-  of  Assize  of  the  officer  re- 
sponsible.    It  must  be  admitted  that  if 
a  case  of  serious  crime  was  not  before 
him  when  it  ought  to  have    been,  the 
Chief  Justice  was  justified  in  asking  for 
particulars.     No  one  would,  of  course,  say 
that  there  was  any  desire  on  the  part  of 
the    right    hon.     Crentleman     (Mr.     «J. 
Morley)  to  cook  the  statistics.      It  is 
clear,   I  think,   that   public   benefit  has 
been  derived  from  calling  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
very  serious  mistakes  have  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  enumeration  and  classifica- 
tion of  these  cases.      That  is  all  I  deeire 
to  say  on  the  subject.     I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  acknowledge  that 
my   hon.   Friend  has  done  well  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter.     I  will  only  say, 
in  conclusion,   one   word,   repeating  the 
congratulations  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— and  not  to  him   only  but   to  the 
House — on  what  we  are  assured  is  the  im- 
proved condition  of  social  life  in  the  dis- 
turbed districts. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  said, 
he  had  intended  to  bring  forward  tKe 
question  of  Irish  light  railways ;  but 
there  were  only  a  few  minutes  left  to 
them,  and  he  could  not  do  so  at  any 
length.  He  would,  however,  call  atten- 
tion to  the  burdens  which  had  been  cast 
upon  the  cesspayers  of  his  constituency 
in  connection  with  the  construction  and 
working  of  the  Tralee  and  Dingle  Light 
Railway.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  construction  of  light  railways  had 
been  a  great  convenience  to  many  locali- 
ties ;  but  in  some  districts  they  had  been 
badly  constructed  and  badly  managed, 
with  the  result  that  cesspayers  who 
guaranteed  a  portion  of  the  interest  on 
the  capital  of  the  undertaking  were 
saddled  with  heavy  financial  burdens, 
representing,  with  local  taxation,  between 
5s.  and  6s.  in  the  £1  on  the  Poor  Law 
valuation.  The  line  was  36  miles  io 
length,  and  cos t  £  1 20,000.  The  tax  was 
a  very  serious  matter  for  the  people,  who 
had  no  voice  in  the  management  of  the 
line.  It  was  constructed  under  the 
County  Kerry  Grand  Jury,  and  passed 
by  the  Board  of  Works  in  Irebuid  and 
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the  Board  of  Trade.      But  the  people  of 
the  district  had  uo  more  to  saj  to  the 
construction  of  the  line  than  to  railways 
in  the  moon.      There  was  no  idea  at  the 
time    of    the   project   passing   that   the 
liabilities  would  be  so  great.     There  was 
one  way  of  meeting  the  difficulty.      His 
(Sir  T.  £smonde's)  Colleagues  and  him- 
self had   introduced  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the   Irish   Light   Railways,   which   had 
passed     the    Second    Reading,    and    he 
would    ask    the    Government    to    take 
it  up  and  endeavour  to  carry  it  into  law. 
The   right    hon.   Gentleman   the   Chief 
Secretary  would  remember  that  the  Bill 
hid  passed  its  Second   Reading.     They 
(the  Nationalist  Party)  were  not  tied  to 
the  drastic  provisions  of  this  Bill.     They 
Duly  wished  to  obtain  some  further  relief 
for  those  concerned  in  the  working  of 
these  railways.     He  would  suggest  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  representing 
the  Government  should  consider  whether 
they  could  adopt  the  view  of  the  people 
of  the  district  and  of  the  Irish  Members. 
He  hoped  they  would  have  an  assurance 
that   the  Government  were  prepared  to 
take  up  the  Bill  and  carry  it  through. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) 
said,  the  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion between  the  Irish  Government, 
the  Treasury,  and  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works,  with  a  view  to  considering 
whether  any  plan  could  be  adopted  so  as 
to  relieve  the  pressure  on  the  cesspayers 

in  the  districts  iu  which  the. light  rail- 
ways existed,  and  so  meet  the  wish  of 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  remind  his  hon. 
Friend  that  this  scheme  had  been  passed 
by  the  Grand  Jury,  and  had  been  carried 
out  on  the  strength  of  the  guarantee. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  said,  they  only 
guaranteed  a  proportion. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  might 
8oon  be  able  to  state  how  far  they  could 
go.  It  was  a  question  as  to  how  far 
the  Irish  Government  and  the  Treasury 
^uld  agree  upon  the  proposals  to  carry 
out  the  object  in  view. 

'    Mr.    macartney    (Antrim,    S.) 
8ftid,  there  were   proposals  in  the   Bill 


which  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon 
Baronet  which  were,  in  his  opinion,  open 
to  serious  objection.  He  would  not  dis- 
cuss them,  however.  He  merely  rose  to 
revert  for  a  moment  or  two  to  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  before  the  House 
prior  to  that  which  had  just  been  raised 
He  was  not  surprised  at  the  attitude  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  towards  the  late 
Administration.  It  was  an  extremely 
convenient  course  for  him  to  adopt,  and 
could  be  taken  in  connection  with  the 
"angelic  theory"  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much  during  the  past  few 
months.  He  could  say,  however,  that 
the  information  given  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  not  prepared  in  accordance 
with  the  immediate  facts  of  the  Bundoran 
case.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  Constabulary 
were  absolutely  insufficient,  and  they 
failed  after  due  notice  had  been  given 
to  the  police.  The  local  Nationalist 
organ,  used  the  most  inflammable  lan- 
guage for  the  purpose  of  inciting  the 
passions  of  the  people.  He  did  not  care 
whether  The  Vindicator  was  right  or 
the  Constabulary  was  right.  One  fact 
remained — that  the  disturbance  took 
place.  He  (Mr.  Macartney)  had  had  a 
report  sent  him  by  an  eye-witness,  who 
stated  that  Mr.  Templeman  and  his  sister 
— the  lady  who  accompanied  him — were 
attacked  as  they  were  coming  not  from 
the  Evangelistic  services,  but  from  the 
church.  Some  200  or  300  roughs 
had  been  drinking  in  the  neighbour 
hood  ;  and  some  of  them  insulted  the 
lady,  and  the  disturbance  then  arose. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  infor- 
matioD  about  what  happened ;  he  could 
not  have  any,  as  there  were  no  police 
about  at  the  time.  They  were  engaged 
elsewhere.  He  thought  they  were  justi- 
fied  

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  and  agreed 
to. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (MONEY) 

BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 
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CANAL  RATES,   TOLLS,  AND   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL    ORDER    (LEEDS    AND 
LIVERPOOL  CANAL  BILL).— (No.  420.) 
•  Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (NAVIGATION 
OF  THE  RIVERS  AIRE  AND  CALDER) 
BILL.— (No.  422.) 

•    Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL    TOLLS     AND     CHARGES    PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (GRAND  JUNCTION 
CANAL)  BILL.-(No.  421.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CANAL     TOLLS    AND     CHARGES     PRO- 
VISIONAI.     ORDER    (WARWICK    AND 
BIRMINGHAM  CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  423.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act 
(1890)  Amendment  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  Bill, 
London  Improvements  BiU,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH    (LONDON)   ACT    (1891) 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

.  On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Stuart^  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,"  with 
lespect  to  the  removal  of  refuse,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Stuart,  Sir  J.  Lubbock, 
Mr.  Pickersgiil,  Colonel  Hughes,  and  Mr.  Benn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  432.] 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT   (PLUMSTEAD 
AND   hackney)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Metropolis  Management  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Hughes,  The  Attorney 
General,  Sir  A.  Scoble,  Mr.  Pickersgiil,  and  Mr. 
Bousfield. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  483.] 

SALE   OP  GOODS   BILL. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Alexander  Cross  be  dis- 
charged from  further  attendance  on  the  Select 
Committee  on  Sale  of  Goods  BilL 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Asher  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee.—(JVr.  Maiyoribanks.^ 


PUBLIC   WORKS   LOANS   (nO.  2) 

[remis^ion]^ 

Beeolntion  reported, 

"That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
mission  of  certain  loans  made  by  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners  to  the  Rosolaie 
Harbour  Commissioners,  in  pursuance  of  may 
Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  prorfaion  for 
certain  purposes  relating  to  Local  Loans.** 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  <No.  2)  BILI-. 

(No.  436.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  ftnd  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

CERTIFIED  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS. 

Copy  presented, — of  Model  GenoiU 
Rules  for  the  Management  and  Discipliae 
of  Certified  Industrial  Schools  for  the 
Detention  of  Children  [bj  CommandJ  x 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CERTIFIED  REFORMATORY  SCHOOLS^ 
Copy  presented,— of  Model  General 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Manage* 
ment  of  Certified  Reformatory  Schools 
for  the  Detention  of  Juvenile  OffenderB 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  ACT, 

1875. 

Copy  presented,— of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  28th  July,  1893,  for  regulating  the 
holding  of  the  Summer  and  Winter 
Assizes  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL, 
Copy  presented,-— of  Order  in  Council* 
dated  28th  July,  1893,  approving  a 
Memorial  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Admiralty  for  reducing  the  number 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  Pensions  allotted 
to  Lieutenants,  and  allotting  one  addi- 
tional Pension  of  £35  a  year  to  the  ranks 
of  Chief  Gunner,  Chief  Boatswain,  and 
Chief  Carpenter  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

PILOTAGE. 

Copy  presented,^-of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  28th  July,  1893,  approving  certain 
Bye-laws  made  by  the  Pilotage  Anthoritj 
of  the  Port  of  Dublin  [by  Act]  ;  to  1^ 
upon  the  Table. 
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EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAK 


SUPPLY— COMMITTBE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'Tiiat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BILLS    PASSED    TWICE    BY    THE 
COMMONS. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
rose  to  move — 

"That  it  is  desirable  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  promotion  of  necessair  legislation 
tbat  any  Bill  which  has  twice  passea  this  House, 
but  has  failed  to  pass  elsewhere,  should  become 
Law  if  with  the  support  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  it  shall  again  pass  through  the  House 
of  Ccmmons  in  the  same  Parliament  and  should 
receive  the  assent  of  the  Crown." 

In  proposing  this  Resolution  he  founded 
Mmself  upon  two  propositions :  In  the 
first  place,  our  Government  had  existed 
for  more  than  600  years,  and  had  lasted 
80  long  because  the  political  genius  of 
the  people  had  altered  and  developed  it 
to  meet  the  varied  needs  and  desires  of 
each  succeeding  generation ;  and,  secondly , 
because  present  circumstances  made  it 
*l>8oluteIy  necessary  there  should  be  a 
further  development. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  storey  said,  he  proposed  to 
wtablish  these  two  propositions  by 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  remarkable  changes  that  had  taken 
place  so  far  as  two  of  the  governing 
powers  of  the  State  were  concerned — he 
referred  to  the  Crown  and  the  Commons. 
Now,  as  to  these  two  essential  portions  of 
the  Government  there  had  been  remark- 
able changes,  and  changes  in  the 
^"^tion  of  development.  The  Crown 
f^'Ji^ned,  but  its  claims  and  powers  had 
been  modified  in  all  directions.  The 
w)wij  Qmjg  claimed  to  rule  by  right 
^^e;  now  it  was  content  to  reign  by 


right  of  Parliamentary  arrangement.  Of 
old  it  claimed  to  initiate  Bills,  and  all 
the  two  Houses  had  to  do  was  to  assent 
to  them ;  now  the  initiation  of  Bills 
remained  with  the  two  Houses,  and  assent 
rested  with  the  Crovm.  Of  old  the 
Crown  clainoed  to  tax  « without  the 
consent  of  Parliament ;  now  Parliament 
taxed  without  consent  of  the  Crown* 
Of  old  it  claimed  to  imprison  without 
law  ;  now  no  one  could  be  put  in  jeopardy 
-^in  this  country,  at  any  rate— but  by 
due  process  of  law.  Fifthly,  the  Crown 
down  to  1780  claimed  to  choose  Minis* 
ters  ;  nowadays  that  duty  rested  with 
the  House  of  Commons.  Of  old  the 
Crown  claimed  to  veto  Bills ;  now  the 
Crown  practically  assented  to  the  Bills 
passed  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
becoming  the  law  of  the  land.  He 
thought,  therefore,  he  was  correct 
in  saying  that  the  Crown  had  there 
been  popularised.  It  had  lost  in  power, 
but  had  gained  in  popularity  by  adapting 
itself  to  the  ideas  and  to  the  needs  of  the 
present  time,  the  keynote  of  our  political 
philosophy  being  that  the  Crown  existed 
for  the  people  and  not  the  people  for  the 
Crown.  How  was  it  with  Parliament  ? 
Had  there  been  change  there,  and  had 
been  development  ?  In  the  process  of 
centuries  the  House  of  Commons  had  there 
taken  to  itself  the  power  of  the  purse,  by 
which  it  controlled  the  Government  Of 
the  country,  the  rise  and  fall  of  Minis*^ 
tries,  and  the  Dissolution  of  Parliaments* 
The  Commons  claimed — and  he  trusted 
they  would  sustain  the  claim — to  deter- 
mine, through  the  action  of  Ministers, 
the  time  of  Dissolution,  refusing  to  con-^ 
cede  to  any  power  outside  the  walls  of 
this  Chamber  the  right  to  say  when  the 
Commons  should  go  back  to  the  country. 
These  were  remarkable  changes,  but  not 
more  remarkable  than  those  which  had 
been  made  in  the  Constitution.  It  could 
not  be  said  by  any  man  who  would  read 
history  aright  that  up  to  1832  the 
Commons  of  England  represented  the 
people  of  England.  He  bad  a  curious 
analysis  which  had  been  made  of  the 
House  of  Commons  as  it  existed  in  this 
country  in  the  year  1816.  In  that  year 
— the  year  after  the  great  French  War — 
there  were  658  Members  of  that  honour- 
able House,  and  of  those  301  were  elected 
by  the  direct  choice  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  117  were  elected  by 
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gentlemen  in  the  House  auder  the  control 
of  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords,  14 
Members  were  elected  directly  by  the 
Crown,  and  of  the  whole  658  only  171, 
or  a  little  over  one-fourth  of  the  whole, 
could  be  called  the  Representatives  of  the 
free  and  independent  electors  of  the 
country.  The  Act  of  1832  made  a 
difference,  as  did  the  Act  of  1867  and  the 
Act  of  1884,  and  in  the  last-named  year 
they  came  to  this  position  for  the  first 
time  :  that,  broadly,  they  could  say  that 
the  House  of  Commons  represented  the 
large  proportion  of  the  grown  men  of  the 
country,  and  there  were  many  who 
thought  that  until  the  Commons  were 
elected  by  all  grown-up  people,  each 
possessing  one  vote,  we  should  not  have 
come  to  the  end  of  the  chapter.  Now, 
he  thought  he  had  established  the  pro- 
position that  enormous  changes  had 
been  made  as  to  the  position  of 
the  Crown  and  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Commons.  The  Conmions 
stood  now  representative  in  the  main  of 
the  Bill.  The  Crown  stood  now  as  the 
honoured  servant  of  the  people.  How 
was  it  with  the  House  of  Lords  ?  Had 
there  been  any  development  there  ?  No. 
Whilst  the  Crown  had  been  popularised, 
and  whilst  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  popularised,  the  House  of  Lords 
had  exhibited  not  progression  but  retro- 
gression. Originally  summoned  as  of 
grace  by  the  Crown,  noble  Lords  now 
elaimed  to  be  summoned  as  of  right. 
Secondly,  in  its  origin  and  its  early 
history,  the  House  of  Lords  was  non- 
hereditary  in  the  main,  but  it  had  become 
hereditary  in  the  main.  Of  old  it  con- 
tained a  majority,  sometimes  of  one 
political  Party  and  sometimes  of  another  ; 
but  now  the  great  majority  of  the  Peers 
was  of  one  political  Party,  and  the  House 
had  degenerated  into  a  Tory  Club.  The 
House  of  Lords  claimed  now  to  possess 
the  power  of  permanent  veto — a  power 
which  the  English  Commons  would  never 
permit  to  be  exercised  by  a  King,  and 
yet  one  which  was  claimed  to  be  exer- 
cised by  the  500  kinglets  of  the  other 
House.  And  now  the  Leader  of  the 
other  House  had  for  the  first  time  claimed 
the  power  of  decreeing  when,  and  how, 
and  where  the  Dissolution  of  the  House 
of  Commons  should  take  place.  He  called 
this  not  progression  but  retrogression, 
and   he  invited   the  House   to  consider 

'  Mr,  Storey 


that,  whilst  the  House  of  Commons  had 
popularised   itself    by   bending    to   and 
placing  itself  in  accord  with  the  will  of 
the  people,  and  had  thereby  become  more 
powerful  than  ever,  the  other  House  had 
retrogressed  until  it  had  lost  all   touch 
with  popular  feelings  and  wishes.     We 
had  a  House  elected  by  the  people  and  a 
House   not  elected  by  the  people,  and 
what    was    the  result — what  was    the 
result  upon  the  Crown  ?     Why,  that  it 
could  not  depend  upon  both  Houses  being 
in  harmony  with  the  nation^s  views  at 
any  time.     They  had  the  spectacle  of 
gentlemen  agreeing  to  a  Bill  who  did  not 
themselves   think   it   was   good  for  the 
nation.      The  consequence  was  that  the 
Crown  could  not  obtain  the  counsel  and 
assistance  of  the   wisest  and   best  and 
most  experienced  of  its  subjects.    The 
House  of  Lords  put  forward  a  claim  to 
review  the  work  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  when  objection  was  taken  to 
their  doing  so   they   pleaded   time  and 
usage  in  their  favour.     But  in  1641  the 
sturdy    Parliamentarians    informed    the 
King  that  they  could  not  admit  time  and 
usage  as  pleas  in  support  of  encroach- 
ments upon  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
He  should   be  inclined  in   1893  to  say 
that    when    they   had    popularised    the 
Crown  and  popularised  the  Commons  they 
should  do  their  best  to  bring  the  House 
of    Lords     in    line    with    the    popular 
inclinations    and    desires    of   the   times. 
What  was  the  complexion  of  the  other 
House — which  claimed  to  decide,  and  to 
decide  permanently,  what  should  be  the 
fate  of  Bills  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
He  found  that  the  House  of  Lords  con- 
sisted of  five  or  six  Princes  of  the  Blood, 
26  Bishops  and  Archbishops,  16  Scotch 
Peers,  28  Irish  Peers,  four  or  five  Law 
Lords,  and  about  470  other  gentlemen. 
The    Bishops    and   Archbishops   repre- 
sented the  Church  of  England.     But  the 
Church  of  England  did  not  stand  alone — 
there  were  other  Churches  as  great  and 
as  pious  and  as  useful,  and  yet  they  were 
all  without  representation  in  the  House 
of  Lords.     The   Scotch  Representative 
Peer'  did  not  represent  the  Scotch  people, 
nor  the  Irish  Representative  Peers  the 
people  of  Ireland.     It  was,  however,  a 
far  more  serious  thing  that  the  House  of 
Lords,  which  in  the  old  days  contained 
a  fair  proportion  of  all   Parties   in  the 
State,    and   which — notably  In    1688— 
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hononrablj  distinguished  itself  bj  stand- 
ing on  the  side  of  the  people,  was  now 
entirely  a  Tory  Assembly.     No  Liberal 
measure  of  importance  could  be  passed 
through  it.     The  House  of  Lords  did  not 
reflect    the    changing    opinions    of    the 
people  of  England,  sometimes  Whig  and 
sometimes  Radical,  and  sometimes  Tory. 
Whatever    the   opinions    of  the   people 
might  be,  the  House  of  Lords  remained 
represeDtative  of  the  Tory  Party  only. 
The  House  of  Lords  claimed  to  exercise 
a  perpetual  veto— a  veto  being  a  thing 
which  the  House  would  never  accord  to 
Kings.     A   suspensory   veto   they   had, 
bat      the     House     of     Commons     had 
always    resisted    the    attempt     of     the 
other    House  to  say  that  the  House  of 
Conunons  should  not  have  its  way.     And 
it   was    now  too  much  for  these    500 
kinglets  to  claim  the  right  to  say  that 
such  and  such  a  thing  should  not  be.  There 
were  hon.  Members  listening  to  him  who 
would  say  that  this  never  happened  in 
practice.     But   be  would   undertake   to 
prove  before  he  finished,  by  reference  to 
historical  facts,  that  that  did  happen  in 
practice,  and   that   the' House  of  Lords 
had  claimed,   and    successfullv    claimed 
through  a  whole  generation,   to  prevent 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  represented 
the  people,  from  carrying  out  the  views 
at  which  it  had  arrived.     It  was  said  at 
the  present  juncture  that  the  House  of 
Lords    would     compel    this    House    to 
dissolve.       Well,  without  entering  into 
controversial  matter,   he   desired  to  say 
that  it  must  be  apparent  to  everyone  who 
chose  to  consider  the  matter  from  a  political 
point  of  view  that  the  House  which  held 
the  purse  possessed  a  strong  weapon  ;  but 
the  Body  which  had  the  power  to  dictate 
to  the  House  which  held  the  purse  pos- 
sessed the  stronger  power,  and  would  be 
DMWter.     He  apologised  for  having  ex- 
patiated on  these  points,  but  he  wanted 
to  show  that  the  general  run  of  events  as 
to  the  Crown   had  been  to  bring  it  into 
'accord  with  the  people,  and  the  general 
ran  of  events   as  to  the  Commons  had 
^n  to  make  the  House  really  representa- 
tive of  the  people,  whilst  the  general  run 
of  events  and  the  claims  on  the  part  of 
the  other  House  had  been  to  put  them 
out  of  harmony  with  the  people,  and   to 
bring  them  into  antagonism   with    the 
other  two   powers  which  governed  the 
^untry.     Surely   it  was  an  anomaly  to 


have,  on  the  one  hand,  the  Crown  de* 
pending  on  the  people,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  imelected  House  of  Lords,  which 
was  not  dependent  on  the  people,  saying 
that  it  would  choose  its  own  time  to 
accede  to  what  the  Commons  had  agreed 
to  and  what  the  Crown  was  willing  to 
accept.  But  the  answer  to  that  was 
plain.  The  answer,  in  English,  was — 
*^  Well,  it  is  an  anomaly,  but  from  a  com- 
mon-sense point  of  view  does  it  work  ?'* 
A  Member  of  the  House  the  other  day 
said  to  him — ^'  Whenever  I  am  told 
here  that  a  thing  is  an  anomaly,  I 
vote  for  it  straight  away,  because  I 
know  that  of  all  things  an  Englishman 
loves,  the  thing  he  loves  dearest  is 
an  anomaly."  Certainly  it  was  an 
anomaly  that  they  should  possess  a 
House  of  Lords  thus  constituted.  Did  it 
work  ?  If  he  thought  it  did,  he  wpuld 
sit  down — because  he  was  an  English- 
man himself,  and  he  frankly  admitted 
that  he  did  not  care  twopence  whether  a 
thing  was  an  anomaly  or  not  if  it 
practically  worked  for  good  and  im- 
proved the  condition  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  Did  it  work  ?  Yes ;  the 
arrangements  between  the  Lords  and  Com- 
mons at  the  present  time  worked.  They 
worked  to  prevent  or  delay  all  reform,  to 
produce  weak  and  insufficient  measures 
on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  Ministries, 
and  to  keep  the  House  of  Commons  for 
ever  spending  its  time  and  strength  in 
amending  what  had  been  badly  done. 
Mr.  John  Bright  had  said,  near  the  end 
of  a  long  life  of  usefulness — 

*'  1  am  scarcely  able  to  discover  one  single 
measure  important  to  English  freedom  which 
has  come  from  the  voluntary  consent  and  good 
will  of  the  Lords," 

["  Oh  !  "]  He  was  tempted  to  say,  by 
that  expression  of  dissent  from  hon. 
Gentlem  en  opposite,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  whose 
absence  he  deplored  and  whose  support 
he  had  naturally  expected,  not  very  long 
ago  said — 

"  The  atmosphere  of  the  House  of  Lords  is 
detrimental  to  Liberal  legislation.  The  Bills 
which  we  have  prepared  with  so  much  care  and 
labour  meet  in  these  exalted  regions  with  a 
most  inhospitable  treatment.  They  are  fre- 
quently massacred ;  they  are  frequently  mal- 
treated, and  they  are  generally  so  mutilated 
and  disfigured  that  they  are  ipast  all  recogni- 
tion." 
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Tbat,  he  took  it,  was  literally  true.  The 
Aildwer  given  was  that  the  House  of 
Lords  passed  the  Bills  at  last.  But  how 
^*  at  last  ?  **  Hon.  Members  in  the  House 
of  Commons  spent  their  energy  ;  they 
sp^nt  their  strength  and  intellect  year 
after  year  in  trying  to  give  effect  to  the 
principles  which  they  believed  in ;  but 
the  Bills  passed  by  them  were  thrown 
out  again  and  again  in  another  place. 
And  still  they  were  told  that  the  House 
of  Lords  passed  the  Bills  at  last.  Well, 
he  should  be  able  to  show  before  he  had 
done  what  that  "  at  last  **  meant.  What 
did  that  mean  ?  He  was  tempted  to  ask 
the  House  what  was  the  use  of  a 
Second  Chamber  ?  There  were  some 
hon.  Members  near  him  who  did  not 
believe  in  a  Second  Chamber.  He  did 
not  know  that  he  disagreed  with  those 
hon.  Members  ;  but  he  would,  for  the 
moment,  argue  as  though  a  Second 
Chamber  was  necessary.  What  was  the 
use  of  a  Second  Chamber  ?  Its  use  was 
to  review  the  hasty — it  might  be  the  ill- 
considered — legislation  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Lord  Salisbury  had  said 
about  a  year  ago  of  the  House  of 
Lords — 

"  All  it  does  is  to  suspend  a  matter  for  the 
dedaion  and  solemn  judgment  of  the  country." 

He  agreed  with  Lord  Salisbury  that  this 
was  me  duty  of  the  Second  Chamber. 
If  we  had  a  second  House  of  that  kind 
he,  for  one,  would  never  make  any  com- 
plaint whatever.  Then  Lord  Salisbury 
said — 

^*  No  one  can  assert  that  the  House  of  Lords 
has  ever  attempted  to  set  up  any  other  opinion 
as  supreme  in  this  country  except  the  opinion 
of  the  nation  itself." 

Well,  of  all  the  shocking  utterances  ever 
made  by  a  noble  Lord,  he  had  never 
heard  one  to  exceed  that.  Was  the 
statement  true  in  fact  ?  The  House  of 
Lords  had  never,  in  60  years,  passed  a 
complete  and  sufficient  measure.  It  had 
persisted  in  obtruding  its  own  ideas  and 
prejudices  into  every  measure  passed  by 
the  Commons.  He  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  extract  the  history  of  a  few  of  the 
measures  that  had  been  passed,  or 
attempted  to  be  passed,  in  the  last  60 
years.  Out  of  about  50  cases,  he  had 
extracted  12  relating  to  all  sorts  of 
things  and  all  portions  of  the  population. 
He  would  take  first  the  case  of  Irish 
municipal  reform.  In  1837  the  Commons 
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passed  an  Irish  Municipal  Reform  Bill, 
and  they  passed  it  again  in   1838  aod 
in      1839.         Yet,      in      1893,      Irish 
municipal    reform    still     remained     un* 
achieved.     Next  there  was  the  case  of 
Irish  land.  It  was  in  1843,  when  he  was 
three  years  old,  that  the  Devon  Com- 
mission reported  on  the  eondition  of  Irish 
land,  and  claimed  that  there  should  be 
inunediate  reform.  In  1846  Lord  Stftakj, 
afterwards   the   Earl   of   Derby,   passed 
through  the  Commons  a  Bill  for  cobh 
pensation  for  Irish  tenants.     In   1864  a 
similar  Bill   was   passed   by   a   private 
Member,  and  it  was  not  till  1870  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the    present    Prime 
Minister   (Mr.   W.   E.   Gladstone)   was 
able  to  pass  his  moderate  and  insufficient 
Bill,  nor  till  1881  that  it  could  be  said 
that  the  Commons  had  really  made  an 
honest  effort  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Irish  land.     So  that  there  was  a  period 
of  66  years  as   to   the  Irish  municipal 
franchise,  and  one  of  26  years  as  to  InA 
land,  between  the  time  when  the  Com* 
mons   first  passed  a  Bill  and  the  time 
when  a  measure  was  passed  by  the  Lords. 
Then  there  was  Catholic  Emancipadon. 
The  Commons  passed  a  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation Bill  in  1821 ;  the  House  of  Lords 
could  not  or  would  not  pass  it  till  1829, 
and  why  it  passed  then  history  recorded. 
That  was  a  period  of  eight   years.    A 
Bill  for  the  abolition  of  University  tests 
was  passed   by  the  Conunons   in  1834| 
and  again   in    1868,    1869,    1870,    and 
1871.    In  1871  the  other  House  pleased 
to  pass  it.    The  period  between  the  fint 
time  when  the  Commons  passed  the  Bill 
and  the  time  when  the  Lords  passed  it 
was  37  years — ^the  average  life  of  a  man, 
A  Bill  for  dealing  with  Irish  tithes  was 
passed   by  the  Commons  in  1837  by  a 
majority  that  must  make  the  month  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  water 
—a  majority  of  229  to  14.     The  other 
House  could  not  be  induced  to  pass  tbe 
BiU  till  1868— a  period  of  21  years.  The 
Commons  passed  a  Bill  for  the  aboUtioD 
of  Church  rates  in  1866,  and  again  in  1856, 
1868,  1860,  1867,  and  1869.     In  1869 
the  other   House  registered  the  decree 
that    the  Conunons  had    so  long   ago 
made,   and   after  a  period  of  14  y^^** 
Church  rates  were  abolished.    Then  there 
was  the  case  of  the  Burials  Bill,  whi^ 
simply    claimed     that     Nonconfonni«t8 
should  be  buried  as  decently  as  their 
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neighbours.     The  Commons  passed  the 
Bill    in    1873,    and    it     was    not    till 
1880 — seven      years     after — that     the 
other  House  could  be  induced  to  pass  it. 
The  Commons  passed  a  Bill  to  relieve 
the  Jews  of  disabilities  in  1833 ;  but  the 
other  House   could   not  be   induced   to 
register  that   decree  till  1858 — a  period 
of  25  years.      In  1792  the  Commons  re- 
solved in  favour  of  the  emancipation  of 
slaves,  and  it  was  not  till  1807 — 15  years 
Ister — ^that   the  other  House   could  be 
brought  to  adopt  the  same  view  as  the 
elected  Representatives  of  the  people.  It 
WM  the  Christian  law  in  this  country  for 
a  long  period  that  a  man  who  stole  5s. 
from  a  shop  should  be  hanged.     In  1810 
the  Commons   passed  a  Bill  putting  an 
end  to  this  enormity;  but  it  was  10  years 
later  before   the  other  House   could  be 
persQfcded   to  adopt  the  same  measure. 
Then  there  was  the  case  of  public  educa- 
tion.   In  1807,  on  the  proposition  of  Mr. 
Whitbread,  one  of  the  most  honourable 
Members  of  Parliament  that  ever  existed 
in  this  country,  a  Bill   was  passed  pro- 
viding for  the  education  of  the  common 
people.      That  Bill  was  defeated  in  the 
other    House    twice,    and    when    Lord 
Brougham  brought  into  the  other  House 
a  Bill  for  a  similar  purpose  it  was  only 
admitted  to  a  First  Reading.     It  was  not 
till  1870  that  the  other  House  could  be 
induced  to   act   with   the   Commons  in 
making  provision  for   public  education. 
I«astly,  he  must  instance  what  was,  he 
thought,  the  most  atrocious  case  of  all. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  laugh 
when  he  gave  the  familiar  instance  of  the 
I>ecea8ed  Wife's  Sister  Bill.     The  Prime 
Mmister  described  the  successful  opposi- 
tion to    that  Bill   many  years   ago   as 
niinous.    That  Bill  had  been  before  Par- 
liament for  nearly  50  years,  and  although 
It  had  passed  the  Commons  seven  times 
and  had  received  the  support  of  the  Com- 
njons  in  one  form  or  another  18  times,  the 
Lords— and  principally    the  Bishops — 
still  stood  in  opposition  to  so  simple  a  re- 
form.     The  House  of  Review  ought  to 
"®    a     House     which    reviewed    and 
amended    and,    after    a    decent    inter- 
^^   passed ;    but    the    other    House, 
through     all     its     history,     had     been 
a  House  which  retarded  and  destroyed, 
aiid,  where  it  could  not  destroy,  mutilated, 
^0    best   efforts  the    Commons    were 
*ble  to  make.    This  being  the  history  of 


the  past,  what  did  the  House  and  the 
Government  expect  would  be  the  history 
of  the  future  ?  There  were  great 
measures  to  pass.  There  was  a  Home 
Rule  Bill.  Would  the  Home  Rule  Bill  be 
treated  differently  from  other  measures  ? 
There  were  some  things  that  Radicals 
like  himself  cared  for  more  even  than  for 
Home  Rule.  There  was  the  question 
of  the  English  land.  Did  anybody 
believe  that  the  House  of  Lords,  as  at 
present  constituted,  would  act  differently 
as  to  land  reform  than  it  had  done  in  the 
past  ?  There  was  the  question  of 
religious  equality.  Would  the  other 
House  treat  that  question  differently 
from  the  way  in  which  it  had  treated 
other  questions  ?  As  it  was  in  the 
beginning,  and  was  now,  so  it  ever 
would  be  unless  a  radical  change  were 
effected.  He  saw  an  hon.  Member  near 
him  who  said  that  the  change  he  pro- 
posed was  a  very  weak  one.  He  did  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend.  He  thought 
he  would  b^  in  Order  in  asking  what  were 
the  remedies  his  hon.  Friends  proposed* 
One  man  said — "Abolish  the  Lords." 
That  would  be  no  better  than  a  revolu- 
tion. [Sir  R.  Temple  :  Hear,  hear  I  ] 
A  revolution  in  this  country  was  not 
effected  in  a  short  period  without  the 
effusion  of  blood ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
neither  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  nor  himself  was  inclined  to  shed 
any  blood  in  this  matter.  They  would 
not  even  descend  to  fisticuffs.  Joking 
apart,  he  asked  the  House  to  consider 
what  was  the  remedy.  Not  only  Radicals, 
but  many  worthy  Conservatives,  would 
admit  that  the  want  of  relation  between  the 
Commons  and  the  Lords  was  an  unde- 
sirable thing.  He  would  like  to  know 
how  the  Lords  were  going  to  be  abolished? 
He  was  not  going  to  run  his  head  against 
that  wall,  if  he  could  find  any  other  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.  He  knew  what  the 
old-fashioned  prejudices  of  Englishmen 
were.  There  was  nothing  that  was  more 
truly  said  about  his  unfortunate  country- 
men than  that  they  "dearly  loved 
a  lord."  He  would  point  out 
to  his  Radical  friends  that  if 
they  did  achieve  the  abolition  of  the 
XiOrds  they  could  not  get  much  further, 
because  they  would  be  iuce  to  face  with 
a  much  more  difficult  problem.  Were 
they  going  to  have  a  Second  House  or 
not  ?    If  not,  they  would  find  a  great 
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manj  people  against  them,  and  if  tbej 
were  they  would  make  masters  for  them- 
selves instead  of  servants.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  said  that  his  remedy 
would  be  to  make  Peers.  Let  the  House 
just  think  of  it !  In  1832  the  Reform 
Bill  was  passed  by  threatening  to  make 
40  Peers.  He  wondered  how  many 
Members  of  the  House  would  be  pre- 
pared to  make  the  number  of  Peers  that 
they  (the  Radical  Party)  would  consider 
necessary.  If  they  took  the  550  Peers, 
500  would  be  found  on  one  side  and  50 
on  the  other.  Did  anybody  want  to  make 
500  Peers  ?  He  frankly  confessed  that 
he  would  not  make  500  Peers,  even  if 
they  were  all  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  He  would,  of  course, 
trust  the  hon.  Member  himself  ;  but  if 
he  had  a  son  they  could  not  say  what  he 
would  do,  and  the  Ifust  state  of  the  other 
House  might  be  worse  than  the  first. 
Another  proposal  was  that  the  Crown 
should  summon  only  such  Peers  as  it 
willed  ;  but  there  might  be  difficulties 
about  that  proceeding,  and  his  own  remedy 
was  preferable  to  either.  Suppose  the 
House  of  Commons  passed  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  this  year,  and  the  Lords  threw 
it  out.  If  it  went  up  from  the  Commons 
to  the  Lords  a  second  time  and  was  again 
rejected,  it  would  then,  under  this  pro- 
posal, pass  into  law  upon  receiving  the 
assent  of  the  Crown. 

An  hon.  Member  :  How  about  the 
people? 

Mr.  storey  said,  he  had,  perhaps, 

been  unfortunate  in  his   selection   of  a 

Bill ;  but  he  would  take  as  an  illustration 

the  Deceased  Wife^s  Sister  Bill.     Could 

any  hon.  Gentleman  give  any  sufficient 

reason  why  that  Bill   should   not  pass 

into  law  ?     Other  Bills  had   taken  10, 

20,  30,  and  even  40  years  to  pass  ;  and, 

on  the  average,  no  Bill  of  any  import- 
ance passed  under  five  or  six  years. 
Therefore  the  proposal  did  not  seem  to 
be  unreasonable.  His  proposal  would  be 
a  great  relief  to  a  Liberal  Ministry  and 
a  great  advantage  to  this  House. 
The  present  arrangement  was  histori- 
cally bad.  The  House  of  Commons 
was  in  touch  with  the  people,  and  was 
obliged   every  few  years  to  go  to  the 

Mr,  Storey 


people ;  and  it  might,  therefore,  \» 
trusted  to  provide  the  laws  which  (^ 
people  needed.  Ministers,  however, 
could  not  settle  their  Bills  according^  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  or  the  desirei  of 
this  House  ;  but  they  had  to  make  those 
Bills  small  and  weak,  so  that  they  might 
not  offend  the  prejudices  of  the  other 
House.  The  result  was  weak  legisla- 
tion here  and  obstruction  there.  The 
time  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
spent  in  amending  the  bad  measures  that 
had  been  passed,  and  the  suggestion  he 
made  to  his  Radical  friends  and  to  the 
Liberals  of  the  country  was  not  that  they 
should  spend  their  strength  in  attempting 
to  abolish  the  House  of  Lords,  but  that 
they  should  put  before  the  country  in  the 
old  English  common-sense  fashion  his 
simple,  practical,  and  sufficient  remedy, 
which  was  that  when  this  House  had 
twice  passed  a  Bill  and  the  House  of 
Lords  had  twice  thrown  it  out  the  other 
House  should  be  left  out  in  the  cold ;  and 
the  will  of  the  people  expressed  in  this 
House,  joined  with  the  will  ol  the 
Crown  expressed  in  the  signature  of  the 
Act,  should  conclude  the  legiahitioo. 
He  did  not  wish  to  monopolise  time,  as 
many  others  would  desire  to  speak ;  bat 
he  would  conclude  by  stating  that  the 
present  system,  being  historically  bad, 
involved  weak  legislation,  obstruction, 
and  the  spending  of  time  in  passing 
Amending  Acts.  He  had  pleasure  in 
moving  the  Resolution — 

"That  it  is  desirable,  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  ppomotion  of  necessary  legislfttioB, 
that  any  Bill  which  has  twice  passed  tbds  Hoose, 
but  has  &iled  to  pass  elsewhere,  should  become 
Law  if,  with  the  support  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  it  shall  again  pass  throufirh  the  Hoose 
of  Ck>mmon8  in  the  same  Parliament  and 
should  receive  the  assent  of  the  Crown.'' 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.K,  Hey- 
wood)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Resohi- 
tion,  and  he  did  so  because  it  was,  he 
thought,  the  only  practical  measure  of 
reform  that  was  at  present  within  the 
reach  of  the  country.  The  hon.  Man- 
ber  had  pointed  out  that  although  einee 
1832  there  had  been  a  number  of 
valuable  reforms,  there  had  been  prac- 
tically no  reform  in  the  procedure  and 
constitution  of  the  other  House ;  but  he 
had  omitted  to  state  one  reform.  Until 
1868  the  other  House  had  the  power  of 
voting  by    proxy ;   but   in    that  year  a 
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Standing   Ord^*  was  passed  which  sus- 
pended that  power,  and  it  could  not  be 
reYired  unless  bj  Motion  after  two  dajs' 
notice  had  been  given.    Another  change 
had  been  made  in  the  earlj  constitution 
of  the  House  of  Lords  which  had  led  to 
the  evils  of  which  complaint  was  now 
made.     The   Peers   had  originally  been 
summoned    from    time  to   time  bj  the 
Crown,  but  they  had  no  right  to  sit  in 
saooession  ;  and  it  was  not  until  after 
many  centuries  of  its  existence  that  the 
House  of  Lords  passed  a  Besolution,  in 
which  this  House  had  no  part,  decreeing 
that  in  future  the  ddest  sons  of  Peers 
should  succeed  to  their  fathers,  and  from 
that  Resolution  all  the  evils  had  flowed. 
The  only  justification  for  the  exercise  of 
the  veto    over   this   House    was  either 
that  the  power  was  exercised  by  a  supe- 
rior body,  or  else  that  it  had  been  exer- 
cised in  such    a   way  as    to    make  the 
continuance  of   that  power  desirable  in 
the  future.      But  the  exercise  of  that 
power  in  the  past  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
instead    of  justifying     its    continuance, 
demonstrated  the  necessity  for  some  such 
alteration  as  that  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend.     In  illustration,  he  would  refer 
to  the  opposition  with  which  the  House 
of  Lords  had,   year  after  year,  met  the 
Jewish  Disabilities  Bill,  and  also  the  Bill 
which    opened  the   U  Diversities  for  the 
admission  of  Nonconformists.     Since  the 
latter  Bill  was  passed  in  1 87 1 ,  the  majori  ty 
of  the  distinctions  even  at  the  older  Uni- 
versities  had  been   won  by  Nonconfor- 
loists.      The  action  of  the  other  House 
had  been  to  deprive  the  House  of  Commons 
of  the  services  of  many  men  of  the  Hebrew 
faith,  and  abo  of  Nonconformists,  who 
might    have    rendered  service   to  their 
cotmtry  in  this  House.      The  only  other 
justification  for  the  continued  exercise  of 
the  veto  by  the  House  of  Lords  would  be 
that  they  were  a  superior  Body.     But  the 
tnen  who  occupied  the  Benches   of  the 
other   House  did  so,   not  because  they 
could    point    to    any     superiority,     but 
because    they   were   the   sons    of  their 
fathers,  though  they  might  have  inherited 
none   of    the    distinctions    which    their 
fathers    had     acquired.       Besides,    the 
House  of  Lords  was   altogether  out  of 
touch  with  the  people.     They  all  remem- 
bered the  notable  expression  of  the  Chief 
Secretary   for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
when  he  said  that  the  House  of  Lords 
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would  have  either  to  be  mended  or  ended. 
He  never  heard  those  words  uttered 
before  a  Liberal  audience  that  they  did 
not  interrupt  the  speaker  by  saying  that 
it  must  be  ended,  not  mended.  They 
would  remember  what  had  occurred  on  a 
London  Bill  not  long  ago,  when  a  great 
Municipality,  which  wished  to  have  its 
interests  represented  on  a  Conservancy 
Board,  was  obstructed  by  the  Lords,  and 
a  Conference  was  necessary  after  the 
Commons  had  disagreed  with  the  Amend- 
ments sent  down  to  it.  The  three  years 
which  the  Amendment  would  give  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  sufficient  time 
to  enable  them  to  point  out  any  defects 
which  there  might  be,  if  defects  there 
were,  in  the  measures  which  might  be 
sent  up  to  them.  It  was  essential  that 
any  Assembly  which  claimed  the  right 
to  legislate  for  the  people  should  be 
^' broad  based  upon  the  people^s  will.*' 
The  existence  of  the  House  of  Lords 
could  only  be  justified  by  bringing  its 
powers  into  more  harmony  with  popular 
and  democratic  rights.  The  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
was  not  present  noiw,  but  in  1885  he  ex- 
pressed his  views  upon  the  character  of 
the  other  House  by  saying  ^'the  other 
House  is  a  permanent  Conservative  or 
High  Tory  Committee.'*  Since  that  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  passed 
over  to  the  other  side,  and  now,  no  doubt, 
he  wished  that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
remain  a  permanent  Conservative  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  it  might  oppose  the 
legislation  which  the  country  demanded. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  is  desirable  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
promotion  of  necessary  legislation  that  any  Bill 
which  has  twice  passed  this  House,  but  has 
fail^  to  pass  elsewhere,  should  become  Law  if 
with  the  support  of  the  Govgnment  of  the  day 
it  shall  again  pass  through  Wie  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  same  Parliament  and  should  receive 
the  assent  of  the  Crown," — QMr.  Storey f) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  that 
if  what  had  been  stated  in  the  course  of 
the  Debate  as  to  the  views  and  wishes  of 
the  Radicals  in  the  House  and  in  the 
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many  people  against  them,  and  if  thej 
were  thej  would  make  masters  for  them- 
selves instead  of  servants.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labonchere)  said  that  his  remedy 
would  be  to  make  Peers.  Let  the  House 
just  think  of  it  I  In  1832  the  Reform 
Bill  was  passed  by  threatening  to  make 
40  Peers.  He  wondered  how  many 
Members  of  the  House  would  be  pre- 
pared to  make  the  number  of  Peers  that 
they  (the  Radical  Party)  would  consider 
necessary.  If  they  took  the  550  Peers, 
500  would  be  found  on  one  side  and  50 
on  the  other.  Did  anybody  want  to  make 
500  Peers  ?  He  frankly  confessed  that 
he  would  not  make  500  Peers,  even  if 
they  were  all  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  He  would,  of  course, 
trust  the  hon.  Member  himself  ;  but  if 
he  had  a  son  they  could  not  say  what  he 
would  do,  and  the  last  state  of  the  other 
House  might  be  worse  than  the  first. 
Another  proposal  was  that  the  Crown 
should  summon  only  such  Peers  as  it 
willed  ;  but  there  might  be  difficulties 
about  that  proceeding,  and  his  own  remedy 
was  preferable  to  either.  Suppose  the 
House  of  Commons  passed  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  this  year,  and  the  Lords  threw 
it  out.  If  it  went  up  from  the  Commons 
to  the  Lords  a  second  time  and  was  again 
rejected,  it  would  then,  under  this  pro- 
posal, pass  into  law  upon  receiving  the 
assent  of  the  Crown. 

An  hon.  Member  :  How   about  the 
people  ? 

Mr.  storey  said,  he  had,  perhaps, 

been  unfortunate  in  his   selection   of  a 

Bill ;  but  he  would  take  as  an  illustration 

the  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill.     Could 

any  hon.  Gentleman  give  any  sufficient 

reason  why  that  Bill   should   not  pass 

into  law  ?     Other  Bills  had   taken  10, 

20,  30,  and  even  40  years  to  pass  ;  and, 

on  the  average,  no  Bill  of  any  import- 
ance passed  under  five  or  six  years. 
Therefore  the  proposal  did  not  seem  to 
be  unreasonable.  His  proposal  would  be 
a  great  relief  to  a  Liberal  Ministry  and 
a  great  advantage  to  this  House. 
The  present  arrangement  was  histori- 
cally bad.  The  House  of  Commons 
was  in  touch  with  the  people,  and  was 
obliged   every  few   years  to  go  to  the 

Mr.  Storey 
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people ;  and  it  might,  therefort  _ 
trusted  to  provide  the  laws  whi<iL 
people  needed.  Ministers,  hon*y 
could  not  settle  their  Bills  acoordfcie, 
the  wishes  of  the  people  or  the  desk, . 
this  House  ;  but  they  had  to  maket,^ 
Bills  small  and  weak,  so  that  they 
not  offend  the  prejudices  of  the 
House.  The  result  was  weak 
tion  here  and  obstruction  there, 
time  of  the  House  of  Coming 
spent  in  amending  the  bad  measi 
had  been  passed,  and  the  sugg< 
made  to  his  Radical  friends  and 
Liberals  of  the  country  was  not 
should  spend  their  strength  in  atf 
to  abolish  the  House  of  Lords, 
they  should  put  before  the  country 
old  English  common-sense  fasl ' 
simple,  practical,  and  sufficient 
which  was  that  when  this  Hoi 
twice  passed  a  Bill  and  the  H< 
Lords  had  twice  thrown  it  out  the 
House  should  be  left  out  in  the  cold 
the  will  of  the  people  expressed  in 
House,  joined  with  the  will  of 
Crown  expressed  in  the  signature 
Act,  should  conclude  the  le^ 
He  did  not  wish  to  monopolke 
many  others  would  desire  to  speak  ; 
he  would  conclude  by  stating  that' 
present  system,  being  historically 
involved  weak  legislation,  obsl 
and  the  spending  of  time  in 
Amending  Acts.  He  had  pleasureii 
moving  the  Resolution — 

"That  it  is  desirable,  in  the  public 
and  for  the  promotion  of  necessary  leg 
that  any  Bill  which  has  twice  passed  this 
but  has  &iled  to  pass  elsewhere,  should  ' 
Law  if,  with  the  support  of  the  Goremi 
the  day,  it  shall  again  pass  through  the 
of   Commons   in    the   same    Parliament 
should  receive  the  assent  of  the  Crown.** 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S J:.,  H< 
wood)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Ri 
tion,  and  he  did  so  because  it  was, 
thought,  the  only  practical  measure  of 
reform  that  was  at  present  within  tli* 
reach  of  the  coun^.  The  hon.  Mes^ 
ber  had  pointed  out  that  although  sioot 
1832  there  had  been  a  numb^  of 
valuable  reforms,  there  had  been  prae* 
tically  no  reform  in  the  procedure  and 
constitution  of  the  other  House ;  but  be 
had  omitted  to  state  one  reform.  Until 
1868  the  other  House  had  the  power  of 
voting  by    proxy;   but   in    that  yenr  a 
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countrj  was  accurate,  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  this  Motion  ought  to  be  re- 
jected. According  to  the  statements  of 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Motion, 
their  constituents  and  the  Radical  Party 
generally  were  in  favour  of  ending  the 
House  of  Lords  rather  than  mending  it. 
And  yet  they  came  forward  with  a 
Resolution  for  the  purpose  of  mending  it. 
They  were,  therefore,  not  carrying  out 
the  wishes  of  those  whom  they  repre- 
sented, and  no  worse  offence  could  be 
committed  according  to  the  Radical 
creed.  But  what  was  really  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Resolution  ?  Here  was  a  pro- 
posal that  where  a  Bill  had  twice  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  and  had  failed  to 
pass  the  House  of  Lords,  if  it  again 
passed  this  House  and  had  the  support  of 
>the  Government,  it  should  become  law 
straight  away  if  the  Crown  assented. 
There  might  have  been  no  discussion  on 
the  Bill.  If  the  Bill  had  secured  the 
assent  of  the  present  Government,  in  all 
human  probability  it  would  be  a  Bill  that 
had  not  been  discussed,  because  when  Bills 
were  discussed  the  Government  became  by 
no  means  enamoured  of  them,  and  they 
changed  them  or  withdrew  them  ;  but  so 
long  as  they  were  not  discussed,  or  some 
portion  of  them  had  not  been  discussed, 
that  portion  was  pretty  sure  of  having 
the  support  of  the  Gt>vemment.  There- 
fore, the  Resolution  was  suggested  to  the 
hon.  Member  fof  Sunderland  and  his 
friends  by  their  passion  for  passing  into 
law  measures  that  had  not  been  discussed. 
They  knew  the  difficulty  of  passing 
extreme  measures  if  discussion  was  per- 
mitted; and,  therefore,  they  desired  to 
curtail  the  rights  of  the  chief  deliberative 
Assembly  in  the  Kingdom,  as  the 
easiest  way  of  getting  Radical  legislation 
or  Irish  legislation  into  the  shape  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  was  in  favour  of  one 
Chamber  only. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  never  said  so  ;  but 
I  will  not  deny  it. 

Mb.  darling  said,  he  had  gathered 
from  the  hon.  Member^s  speech  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  one  Chamber  only.  If 
he  was  in  error  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
Member  would  contradict  him.  As  the 
hon.  Member  favoured  a  system  under 
which  there  should  be  only  one  Chamber, 
of  course  he  was  anxious  to  do  all  that 

Mr.  Darling 


he  could  to  weaken  and  bring;'  into  con- 
tempt the  House  of  Lords*      The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  the  period  when 
the  Peers  and  the  Commons  sat  in  one 
Chamber  together.    If  they  -were  to  have 
but  one  Chamber  was  it  to  be  a  Chamber 
of   that  kind  ?  The   hon.  Member  con- 
demned the  encroachment  of  the  Honse 
of  Lords.     What  was  this  Resolntion  bat 
encroachment  ?    Even  if  they  nvent  back 
to  the  time  of  Edward  II,  they  i?rould  not 
find  that  the  House  of  Commons  ever 
had  the  power  of  passing  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment without  the  assent  of  the   House  of 
Lords.    How   did  tliis   House    g'et    its 
power  ?     It  got  it  by  encroachment. 

Mr.  storey  :  It  got  it  as  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  people. 

Mr.  darling  said,  no  one  would 
venture  to    deny    that    the     House    of 
Commons  did  not  represent  the  people  on 
the  great  question  of  the  day,  and  yet  it 
was  proposed  that  this  House   should 
encroach  on  the  powers  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  which  did  represent  the  feelings  of 
the  people  on  the  great  issue  of  the  dAj^ 
which  the  Government  would  discovw 
whenever  they  chose  to  take  the  opinioo 
of  the  country  upon  it.     If  jiothing  could 
justify  encroachment,  how  could  the  hon. 
Member  justify   this  Resolution,   which 
was  an  encroachment  on  the  powers  of 
the  House  of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  storey  :  All  power  rests  with 

the  people.     This  House  represents  the 

people,  and  as  their  powers  must  be  the 
powers  of  the  people,  all  they  have  can- 
not be  an  encroachment  on  anybody. 

Mr.  darling  said,  it  was  true  that 
all  power  rested  with  the  people,  but 
with  the  people  as  represented  in  the 
Legislature,  composed  of  the  Queen,  the 
Lords,  and  the  Commons.  All  power 
did  not  rest  with  the  people,  if  the  people 
meant  those  who  broke  up  Tory  meetiog* 
and  attended  Radical  gatherings. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  roiuutes  brfofc 
Eleven  o*clock  tiU  UontUy  oeit 
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LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL. 

Consideration  of  Commons  Amend- 
ments to  Lords  Amendments  and  Com- 
mons Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  some  of 
the  Lords  Amendments  considered 
(according  to  Order). 

The    chairman    op   COMMIT- 
TEES (The  Earl  of  Morley)  said,  he 
woald  make   a   short  statement  of  the 
Amendments  he  proposed  to  move,  and 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  was  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  Commons*  Amendments 
to  the  BiU.       Their   Lordships   would 
remember  that  there  were  three  points 
involved  in   these  Amendments.      The 
first  was  the  representation  of  the  London 
Countj  Council  on  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy Board,  the  second  the  representa- 
tion of  the  London  County  Council  on 
tbe  Lea   Conservancy  Board,   and    the 
third  the  sum  to  be  spent  on  investiga- 
tions by    the  London  County   Council. 
When  the  Bill  came  before  their  Lord- 
ships' House  it  was  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee over  which  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
presided,  and  they  rejected  the  Amend- 
ment as  to  the  first  point,  representation 
on  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board,  on 
the  ground  that  other  parties  who  .ought 
to  be  represented  were  not  brought  into 
the  proposal.     When  the  Bill  went  back 
to  the  Commons  they  boldly  re-inserted 
the  Amendment,  though  he  ventured  to 
think  they  would  have  done  better  if, 
instead  of  insisting  on  its  re-insertion, 
they  had,   by   amending  it,  given  their 
lordships'  House  some  indication  of  the 
direction  in  which  they  wished  to  pro- 
ceed.   But,  that  not  having  been  done, 
^here  was  still  an  indication  in  what  took 
place  in  the  other  House  as  to  what  were 
the  desires  of  the  Commons.     He  had 
"«d  an  opportunity  of  conferring  on  the 
rohject   with    the    Authorities    of    the 
House  and  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  the  result  was 
«e  Amendments  of  which  he  had  given 
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notice.'    It  was  proposed,  with  regard  to 
the    Thames    Conservancy  Board,    that 
instead     of    four     representatives     the 
London    County   Council   should    have 
three,    and    that    these    representatives 
should     be     re-inforced     by     a     single 
representative    from    each    of   the    four 
riparian  counties  of  the  lower  navigation, 
Middlesex,    Surrey,    Kent,   and    Essex. 
But  it  was  postponed  that  this  arrange- 
ment should  be  in  force  only  for  three 
years,   and  that,  in  the  meantime,  next 
year   the    Thames    Conservancy   Board 
should  introduce  a  Bill    to   amend   the 
Public  and  Private  Acts  dealing  with  its 
constitution  and  powers.     The  introduc- 
tion of  that  Bill  would  give  an  opportu- 
nity for  an   investigation  of  the  whole 
constitution  and  powers  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy.     As  far  as  his  own  opinion 
went,  he  would  have  much  preferred  that 
any  alteration  of  the  Board  should  have 
been  postponed  until  after  an  inquiry  had 
been  held.     That  would  have  been  much 
the  more  regular  and  expedient  course  to 
have  pursued;    but   that   was    not    the 
opinion  of  others,  and,  therefore,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  should  come  to 
an  arrangement  which  should  as  little  as 
possible  prejudice  the  course  to  be  taken 
next  year,  or,  at  the  latest,  the  year  after. 
Next  year,  as  he  had  said,  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board  would  bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing    with     their     constitution     and 
powers  ;    and    if   they   failed  to  do   so 
power  was  given  to  the  London  County 
Council  to  bring  in   such  a  Bill  either 
next  Session  or  the  Session  after,  or  the 
Session  after  that  again.     With  regard 
to   the  Lea,  he  advised    the   House  to 
adhere  to  its  Amendments.     He  ventured 
to  think  that  there  was  no  cause  to  inter- 
fere with   the  constitution  of  the  Lea 
Conservancy,   upon  which  the  London 
County  Council  had  already  one  repre- 
sentative, at  least  until  an  investigation 
as  to  the  powers  and  constitution  of  the 
Board  should  be  made.     With  regard  to 
the  third  point,  the  House  would  remem- 
ber that,  in  the  first  instance,  the  London 
County  Council  had  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  spend  £10,000  a  year  on  investigations 
and  negotiations  which  affected  the  in- 
terests of  their  constituents.   That  power 
was  struck  out  in  this  House  after  the 
matter  had   been  before  a   very  strong 
Committee.     The  Amendment  now  re- 
turned from  the  Commons,  but  very  much 
modified.    It  was  now  proposed  that  the 
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sum  should  not  exceed  £1,000,  unless 
with  the  assent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  understood  from  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  London  County  Council 
that  they  would  prefer  that  the  words 
"  with  the  consent  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board "  should  be  omitted,  and 
they  were  content  to  leave  it  at  a  maxi- 
mum sum  of  £1,000  a  year.  To  that 
Amendment  he  thought  their  Lordships 
would  have  no  great  objection.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  provi- 
sion as  to  the  spending  of  a  further  sum 
with  the  assent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  struck  out,  so  that  not 
more  than  £1,000  a  year  should  be  spent 
on  investigations  ;  and  the  London 
County  Council  were  willing  to  accept 
that  compromise.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendments  of  which  he  had  given 
notice. 

Moved,  That  the  Lords  do  not  insist 
on  the  omission  of  the  first  two  para- 
graphs of  the  Amendment  on  page  1  to 
which  the  Commons  have  disagreed,  but 
propose  to  amend  the  said  paragraphs  so 
re-instated  as  follows  : — 

The  first  two  paragraphs. 

"Ami  whereas  the  River  Thames  passes 
through  or  by  the  Admiuistrative  County  of 
London  and  the  counties  of  Middlesex,  Surrey, 
Kent,  and  Essex,  in  this  Act  called  "  the 
riparian  counties/'  and  the  Councils  of  the 
riparian  counties  are  interested  in  the  flow  of 
the  river,  and  the  purity  of  the  water,  and  the 
conservancy  thereof  : 

(20  and  21  Vict,  c  cxlvii.) 

"And  whereas  the  Councils  of  the  riparian 
counties  have  no  representation  on  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Boani  constituted  under  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1857,  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same,  and  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Councils  should  be  empowered  to  appoint 
members  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board  for 
a  limited  period,  as  hereinafter  provided,  and 
that  provision  be  made  for  the  consolidation 
and  amendment  of  the  public  and  local  Acts 
relating  to  the  conservancy  of  the  River 
Thames  so  far  as  regards  the  constitution  and 
powers  of  the  Conservancy  Board." 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment 
to  omit  paragraph  three  of  the  said 
Amendment. 

Lords*  Reason. 

The  Lords  insist  on  the  above 
Amendment,  because  the  London  County 
Council  is  already  represented  on  the 
Lea  Conservancy  Board,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  giving  the  Council  further  repre- 
sentation is  not  of  so  urgent  a  nature  as 
to  require  to  be  dealt   with   (if  at  all) 

The  Earl  of  Morley 


until   the   general    constitution    of    the 
Board  is  under  consideration. 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  upon  the 
Amendment  on  page  3,  line  10,  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed,  and  agree 
to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Com- 
mons therein,  but  propose  to  amend  the 
re-instated  paragraph  as  follows  : — 

Paragraph,  page  3. 

"  And  whereas  it  has  been  doubted  whether 
the  Council  have  legal  power  to  expend  money 
in  investigating  certain  subjects  of  general  im- 
portance to  the  inhabitants  of  London.  And 
it  is  expedient  that  powers  should  be  conferred 
on  the  Council  to  enable  them  to  expend 
money  in  investigating  such  subjects." 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  upon  their 
Amendment  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed  on  page  5,  line  15,  but 
propose  to  amend  the  same  as  follows : 
"  Representation  of  County  Councils  on 
Thames  Conservancy  Board." 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  on  their 
Amendments  to  leave  out  Clauses  3  and 
4,  but  propose  to  amend  the  same  as 
follows  : — 

(Representation  of  Council  on  Thames  Conser- 
vancy Boanl.) 
"  (8.)  For  a  period  of  three  years  from  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  number  of  the 
Conservators  of  the  River  Thames  shall  be 
thirty  instead  of  twenty- three,  and  the  addi- 
tional Conservators  may  be  elected  as  herein- 
after provided  : — 

(1.)  It  shall  be  la^^ful  for  the  Council  to 
elect  three  persons  out  of  their  c»wn 
body  to  be  Conservators,  and  the  several 
persons  so  elected  shall  hold  office  as 
Conservators  for  the  term  of  three  years 
from  the  passing  of  this  Act,  if  they 
shall  so  long  continue  to  be  members  of 
the  Council ; 

(2.)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  each  of  the 
Councils  of  the  riparian  counties  of 
Middlesex,  Surrey,  Kent,  and  Essex,  to 
elect  one  person  out  of  their  own  boily 
to  be  a  Conservator,  and  each  per- 
son so  elected  shall  hold  office  as  Con- 
servator for  the  term  of  three  years  from 
the  passing  of  this  Act  if  he  shall  ao  loog 
continue  to  be  a  member  of  the  Council 
by  which  he  is  elected. 

(3.)  Any  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Coaiet- 
vator  occasioned  by  the  death,  resigna- 
tion, remoA'al,  or  disqualification  of  any 
member  80  elected,  shall  be  filled  up  with 
all  convenient  speed  by  the  election  of  a 
new  Conservator  by  the  Council,  by  whom 
the  vacating  member  was  elected. 

"  The  additional  Conservators  elected  by  the 
CoundU  of  the  riparian  counties  shall  (dopag 
the  said  period  of  three  years  and  rabject  to  thie 
provisions  of  this  Act  and  as  from  the  passing 
thereof)  severally  have  the  same  powers,  func- 
tions, duties,  privileges,  and  obligations  as  other 
Conservators  under  the  Acta  relating  to  tht 


1401     London  County  Council    (7  August  1893)  ( General  Powers )  Bill.  1402 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  on  their 
Amendments  in  the  title  of  the  Bill  to 
which  the  Commons  have  disagreed,  but 
propose  to  amend  the  same  as  follows  : — 

In  the  title  lines  2  and  3  ("  to  proTide  for  the 
representation  of  certain  County  Councils  on 
the  Thames  Conservancy  Board  ")  ;  lines  7  and 
8  ("investigations  on  various  subjects"). — (7%^ 
Clmlrman  of  Committees^  The  Earl  of  Morley.) 

Viscount  HAMPDEN  said,  he  would 
not  oflFer  any  hostile  criticism  on  the 
agreement  which  had  been  come  to  be- 
tween the  two  Houses,  for  it  seemed  un- 
deniable that  the  London  County  Council, 
on  behalf  of  the  London  ratepayers,  and 
the  other  County  Councils  named  by  his 
noble  Friend,  as  representing  their  con- 
stituents, had  an  absolute  claim  to  be 
represented  on  the  Thames  Conservancy  • 
Board.  But  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  there  were  other  interests  concerned ; 
and  if  it  had  been  known  that  a  com- 
promise of  t  lis  kind  was  going  to  be 
effected   on    the   basis   suggested,  those 


Conser\'ancj  of  the  River  Thames,  and  shall 
fonn  part  of  the  corporate  body  of  the  Conser- 
vators of  the  River  Thames. 

(Thames    Conuervancy    Acts    to    remain    un- 
affected.) 

"  (4.)  All  the  provisions  of  the  Thames  Coli- 
aenrancy  Acts,  or  of  any  other  Act  relative  to 
the  powers,  functions,  duties,  privileges,  obliga- 
tions, or  proceedings  of  the  Thames  Conser- 
vators as  a  body,  and  all  acts  and  proceedings 
done,  taken,  or  pending  by,  against,  or  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Conservators  as  a  body,  shall  remain 
anaffected  by  the  addition  to  and  incorporation 
with  that  body  of  the  seven  Conservators  added 
by  this  Act,  and  (except  only  as  is  in  this  Act, 
eipressly  otherwise  provided)  shall  in  ail  re- 
spects continue  and  be  as  if  this  Act  hatl  not 
l«en  passed,  but  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board 
shall  in  the  Session  of  Parliament  to  be  held  in 
the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
four,  introduce  a  Local  Bill  to  consolidate  and 
amend  the  l*ublic  and  Local  Acts  relating  to 
the  Conservancy  of  the  River  Thames  so  far  as 
reganls  the  constitution  and  powers  of  the  Con- 
aer^'ancy  Board,  and  if  the  Boanl  fail  to  intro- 
duce Huch  a  Bill,  or  if  such  Bill  shall  not 
become  law,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  l<«ondon 
County  Council  to  introduce  such  a  Bill  in  the 
then  next  or  the  next  following  Session  of  Par- 
liament." 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendments 
to  leave  .out  Clauses  5,  6,  and  7,  to  which 
tlie  Commons  have  disagreed. 

Lords'  Reason. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment 
for  the  Reason  assigned  for  their  insist- 
ing upon  their  Amendment  to  omit  Para- 
graph 3  of  the  Amendment  on  page  1. 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  on  their 
Amendment  on  page  11,  line  1,  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed,  but  pro- 
pose to  amend  the  same  as  follows  : — 
"Power  to  expend  monev  in  investiga- 
tion." 

The  Lords  do  not  insist  on  their 
Amendment  to  omit  Clause  15,  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed,  and  agree 
to  the  Amendment  made  bj  the  Com- 
mons to  leave  out  from  the  beginning  to 
("  From ")  in  line  5,  They  propose  to 
amend  the  rest  of  the  clause  as  amended 
hy  the  Commons  as  follows  : — 

Clause  15  as  amended. 
(As  to  investigations,  negotiations,  &c.) 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
Council  shall  have  power  to  expend  money  in 
investigating  subjects  of  general  importance  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  county  as  such. 

*"  Provided  that  this  section  shall  not  autho- 
rise the  Council  to  expend  in  any  one  financial 
year  any  greater  sum  than  one  thousand  pounds 
in  relation  to  subjects  with  regard  to  which  but 
for  this  enactment  the  Council  would  not  have 
power  to  expend  money." 


other  interests  would  certainly  have  made 
a  claim  to  have  proper  representation  on 
that  Body.  The  London  Water  Com- 
panies paid  a  large  sum — about  £15,000 
or  £16,000  a  year — to  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board,  and  were  more  interested 
than  any  other  Bodies  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  flow  and  purity  of  the  river.  They 
had  80  far  been  well  content  with  the 
administration  of  the  Conservancy,  and 
he  did  not  for  a  moment  allege  that  this 
change  would  in  any  way  prejudice  their 
interests ;  but,  as  the  representative 
element  was  going  to  be  introduced  on 
the  Board  and  the  degree  of  representa- 
tion was  to  be  extended,  he  submitted 
that  the  Water  Companies  had  a  very 
strong  claim  to  representation.  So  long 
as  they  were  under  statutory  obligations 
to  supply  London  with  water  they  had 
also  a  good  claim  to  representation  on 
the  Lea  Conservancy  Board.  As  he 
understood  that  it  was  too  late  now  to 
suggest  any  Amendment  to  the  Bill,  he 
would  content  himself  by  simply  entering 
a  caveat  to  the  effect  that  the  other 
Bodies  referred  to,  including  the  London 
Water  Companies,  could  not  regard  any 
settlement  of  the  question  as  satisfactory 
or  permanent  which  did  not  fully  recognise 
their  interests  and  admit  their  claim  to  a 
share  of  representation  on  the  Boards. 

3  N  2 
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•The  Earl  of  JERSEY  said,  he  was 

authorised   by    the    Middlesex    County 

Council  to  state  that  they  approved  of 

the   arrangement  which  gave  them  one 

representative ;  but  he  desired  to  ask  the 

noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees 

whether  even  then,  at  the  last  moment, 

it  was  not  possible  to  give  representation 

on  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board  to  the 
Counties  of  Berks,  Bucks,  and  Oxford  ? 
The  basis  on  which  the  settlement  had 
been  arrived  at  was  evidently  riparian 
representation.  He  would  point  out  that 
the  Bill  to  be  brought  in  by  that  Body 
next  year,  as  stated  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  would  be  introduced  by  the 
members  now  chosen  to  form  the  Board, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  in  the  drawing 
up  of  that  Bill  the  riparian  rights  of 
those  three  counties  should  be  recognised. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  he 
feared  it  would  be  impossible  to  comply 
with  the  suggestion  to  give  representa- 
tives to  the  County  Councils  of  Berks, 
Bucks,  and  Oxon,  and  pointed  out  that 
there  was  the  difference  between  those 
three  counties  and  the  four  counties  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Amendment — that  the 
direct  interests  of  the  counties  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Earl  and  two  others  slightly 
interested  were  confined  to  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  Thames  between  Staines 
and  Cricklade,  and  that  they  were  already 
represented  on  the  Board  by  four  mem- 
bers. He  quite  admitted  that  the  con- 
stituencies from  which  those  members 
were  elected  might  not  be  wholly  satis- 
factory ;  but  there  was  that  distinction. 
Still,  he  thought  the  question  was  one 
which  might  be  fairly  considered  when 
the  forthcoming  Bill  was  before  Parlia- 
ment. All  the  Bodies  which  had  been 
mentioned  would,  of  course,  have  the 
opportunity  of  bringing  their  views  before 
whatever  tribunal  might  have  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  He  himself  would  have 
refused  to  move  the  Amendments  he 
then  submitted  to  their  Lordships  at  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill,  unless  he  had 
clearly  understood  that  the  present 
arrangement  was  of  a  temporary 
character,  and  that  the  whole  question 
relating  to  the  Conservancy  Board  would 
be  open  before  very  long. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a 
Reason  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons  for 
the  Lords  insisting  on  the  said  Amend- 
ments :  The  Committee  to  meet  forth- 
with :  Report  from  the  Committee,  read, 
and  agreed  to  ;  and  a  Message  sent  to  the 
Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with  the 
Amendments  and  Reason. 

INDIA  (SILVER  PLATE), 

motion  for  an  address. 

•The     Earl    of    NORTHBROOK 

called  attention  to  the  existing  obstacles 

to  the  importation  of  manufactiu^  silver 

from   Her   Majesty^s   Indian   territories. 

He  reminded  the  House  that  an  Act  was 

passed  by  the  Legislative  Council  of  India 

on  the  26th  June  last,  under  instnictionB 

from  Her  Majesty ^s  Government,  which 

closed  the  Indian  Mints  to  the  free  coinage 

of  silver.     He  was  not  going  to  enter  into 

the  merits  of  that  important  matter,  and 

only  wished  to  point  out  the  great  hardship 

which  the  measure  had  inflicted  apon  the 
holders  of  uncoined  silver  in  India.  On 
June  25  any  man  in  India  who  owed  his 
neighbour  50  rupees,  and  had  raw  silver 
of  the  weight  of  50  rupees,  could  at  once, 
at  a  small  charge,  change  his  raw  silver 
into  rupees,  and  pay  bis  debt. 
On  June  27,  after  the  Act  was  passed,  a 
holder  of  raw  silver  of  the  weight  of  50 
rupees  could  not  get  50  rupees  for  it,  but 
only  the  price  which  it  would  fetch  in  the 
market.  That  hardship  was  fully  pointed 
out  in  the  very  able  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, presided  over  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  ;  but  the 
amount  of  uncoined  silver  in  the  hands  of 
the  people  of  India  was  not  estimated  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  amount  of  the  loss  could  not 
be  judged  from  the  information  contained 
in  the  Report.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  in  a 
very  able  address  which  he  dehvered  a 
few  days  ago  in  the  City  of  Loudon,  esti* 
mated  the  amount  at  from  £130,000,000 
to  £200,000,000  sterling.  He  did  not 
know  upon  what  data  that  estimate  was 
made  ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that  there  was  a 
very  large  amount  of  uncoined  silver  in 
the  hands  of  the  people  of  India,  It  had 
been  the  custom  in  India  to  ragmrd 
rupees  and  uncoined  silver  in  the  shape 
of  ornaments  of  different  kinds  as  being 
freely  interchangeable.  If  anyoDe 
wanted  a  piece  of  silver  plate  made  be 
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simply     gave      so      many     rupees     by 
weight     to     the     workman,     who,     on 
completing     the      article,      was      paid 
something  for  his  work.      In  the  same 
way    the     Indian    cultivator,    if     short 
of  rupees  for  paying  his  taxes  to   the 
Government,  took  silver  ornaments  in  the 
possession  of  himself  and  family  to  the 
village  banker,  who  at  once  gave  him, 
at  a   very  slight  charge,  rupees  in  ex- 
change.    The  practice  of  the   humbler 
classes,  therefore,  had  been  to  keep  their 
savings  in  silver  ornaments,  which  ihey 
could  exchange  for  rupees  when  neces- 
sary.    So  much  had  that  been  the  case 
that  at  the  time  of  the  cotton  famine  in 
England,    when    immense   quantities  of 
silver  were  exported  from  this  country 
to   Bombay    in     exchange    for    Indian 
cotton,  the    cultivators   went  about  for 
some  time  with  silver   wheels  to   their 
carts.      That    would     show     that    the 
mass  of  silver  in  the  hands  of  the  people 
of  India  must  be  very  great.  The  present 
depreciation  in  the  value  of  that  silver 
could  be  calculated  with  fair  accuracy. 
In  The   Times  of  that  day  he  read  that 
the  value  of  the  rupee  in  the  markets  of 
India  was  now  Is.,  whereas  before  the  step 
which  the  Government  had  recently  taken 
the  value  was  Is.  3d.     Thus  the  silver 
in  a  rupee,  which  was  now  worth  only  the 
20th  part    of   a  gold  sovereign,  was,  a 
short  time  ago,  worth  a  16th  part — a  loss 
of  one-fifth,  or  20  per  cent.      The  loss 
caused  by  this  change  to  the  natives  of 
India  as  holders  of  silver  must,  therefore, 
be  very  great,  and  he  was  by  no  means 
<nre  that  there  would  not  be  a  greater 
loss  still ;   for  when  silver  was  no  longer 
to  be  the  standard  of  value  in  India,  and 
could  not  be  coined  in  the  Indian  Mints, 
it  was  difficult  to  place   limits  on   the 
extent  of  its  depreciation  as  a  market- 
able    commodity.       This    loss    having 
l>6en  occasioned    by    the   action  of   the 
Indian    Legislature    under    instructions 
from    Her     Majesty^s     Government,    it 
was  the  obvious  duty  of  the  Government 
*»  take  care  that  they  did  nothing  to 
obstruct  other  uses  of  silver,  so  that  the 
loss  infiieted    upon    holders    might    be 
"litigated    as   much   as   possible.       He 
Would  not  dilate  upon  the  measure,  but 
would  assume  that  it  was  right,  and  that, 
w  the  public  interests,  the  change  had  to 
be    made.       Our     legislation     in     this 
country  had  been,   and   still  was,  most 
elaborately  obstructive  of  free  trade  in 


silver.       Up     to     a     few     years     ago 
the      trade     ^was      weighted      by      an 
Excise   Duty  of  40  per   cent,  upon  the 
value   of    silver  articles   made    in    this 
country,  and  an  Import  Duty  purporting 
to  be  of  the  same  amount  ;  but   it  had 
been   proved   that,   in  consequence  of  a 
system  of  rebate  allowed  to  the  English 
manufacturers,   the    Import  Duty    upon 
Indian  silver  gave  considerable  protection 
to  the   English  manufacturers.     A  long 
correspondence  took   place  between  the 
Indian    Government,    successive   Secre- 
taries of  State  for  India,  and  the  English 
Treasury  upon  the  subject ;  the  extreme 
hardship  was  pointed  out  and  was  not 
denied,   as  had  been  the  case  also  with 
regard   to   the   Home    Charges    of    the 
Army,    but     nothing    was     done    until 
in      1890     the      Government     of      the 
noble   Marquess   opposite   removed   the 
duties    upon     silver    plate  ;     and     Mr. 
Goschen,   who    was    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  intending  apparently  to  re- 
move  any    obstacle    that    remained    in 
respect  of  the  importation  of  silver  plate, 
suggested   to  the  Government  of  India 
that  a  system  of  halt-marking  should  be 
introduced   in     India,    and    that    goods 
marked   there    and    imported  into    this 
country     should     not    be    assayed    and 
marked   here ;  so  that  there  might  be  a 
free  import  of  Indian  silver  goods.     The 
Government    of    India,    however,   held 
that  a  system  of  hall-marking  silver  plate 
in  India  was  impracticable  on  account  of 
the   distances   that   the  small  manufac- 
turers would  have  to  send  their  goodfe  to 
be   marked.     Neither   was   there  a   ne- 
cessity for  it  in  India,  where  everybody 
was  an  adept  in  detecting  the  value  of 
silver.      The    matter,    therefore,    stood 
as    it    was    before  ;    and    although    the 
duties  had   been  repealed,    our    system 
of  hall-marking  prevented  any  consider- 
able  trade    in    silver    articles    between 
India  and    England.     The   standard   of 
purity  of  silver,   entitling  it  to  be  hall- 
marked, was  in  this  country  925-1, OOOths 
of  silver  to  25-l,000ths   of  alloy.     The 
standard  of  the  Indian  rupee,  which  had 
governed    the  manufacture   of  silver   in 
India,  was  91 6-1, OOOths  of  pure  silver  to 
34-1, OOOths  of  alloy,  there  being,  there- 
fore, a  difference   of  9-1, OOOths  of  alloy 
only  between  the  standards  of  purity  in 
the  two  countries.     Nevertheless,  silver 
plate  conforming  to  the  Indian  standard 
and  manufactured  in  India  could  not  be 
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hall-marked  in  this  country  ;  and  until 
a  few  years  ago,  if  it  was  sent  here 
to  he  hall-marked,  it  was  actually 
smashed  to  pieces  and  then  sent  back 
to  India.  One  celebrated  case  had  oc- 
curred where  some  fine  silver  articles 
imported  into  this  country  by  Messrs.  Orr, 
of  Madras,  were  destroyed  in  that  bar- 
barous manner.  An  alteration,  however, 
had  been  made  in  that  system  ;  and  he 
believed  that  now  an  Indian  manufac- 
turer who  should  send  over  silver  that 
was  not  up  to  the  standard  for  hall- 
marking would  be  graciously  allowed  to 
ship  it  back  again  to  India  in  the  state  in 
which  it  came,  but  he  would  not  be 
allowed  to  sell  it.  There  was  a  measure 
on  the  Statute  Book  passed  with  the 
object  of  permitting  the  importation  into 
England  of  certain  articles  of  silver  ware 
of  high  quality  and  providing  for  their 
exemption  from  hall-marking  ;  but  the 
restrictions  surrounding  the  privilege 
were  such  that  manufacturers  and  mer- 
chants availed  themselves  of  it  to  a  very 
small  extent  only.  Those  who  had 
inspected  the  long  array  of  presents 
given  to  the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York 
might  have  observed  that  there  were 
only  one  or  two  articles  of  fine  Indian 
silver  ware  amongst  the  whole  number. 
He  had  consulted  a  gentleman  in  the 
City  of  London,  Mr.  Carlton  Wood, 
upon  the  matter,  and  had  been  informed 
that  the  sections  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1884  were  not  taken  advantage  of  for  the 
very  conclusive  reason  that  the  exemp- 
tion from  hall-marking  was  placed  en- 
tirely in  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Customs  in  determining  whether 
the  article  was  or  was  not  a  work  of  a  cer- 
tain kind  of  Oriental  pattern  ;  and  also  be- 
cause it  was  impossible  to  prove  after 
the  articles  changed  hands  that  they 
were  identical  with  those  passed  by 
the  Customs  Commissioners.  Evidently 
no  trade  could  be  carried  on  upon 
such  a  basis.  Silver  articles  for  private 
use,  and  not  for  sale,  were  allowed 
to  be  imported  without  being  hall- 
marked ;  but  they  were  accompanied  by  a 
notice  from  the  Revenue  Department 
that  the  plate  had  been  passed  by  the 
Customs  without  assay  upon  an  assur- 
ance to  that  effect,  and  that  if  sold  without 
being  assayed  and  hall-marked  a  penalty 
"would  be  incurred  of  £50,  and  forfeiture  of 
the  goods.  That  was  for  small  articles 
sent  by  post.     A  more  elaborate  dcclara- 

The  Earl  of  Xorthhrook 


tion  was  required  in  the  case  of  goods 
consigned    to   agents    in    this    country. 
The  Customs  Regulations  were  absolutely 
prohibitive  of  any  trade  from  India  in 
silver  plate.    But  there  was  an  additional 
reason  against  the  present  system,  and 
that  was  the   practice  of  testing  silver 
plate     before      it      was      hall-niarked. 
Scrapings  were  taken  of  every  separate 
portion  of  a  piece  of  plate,  all  of  which 
were  assayed.     If  it  was  found  to  be  up 
to  the  standard  the  piece  was  marked  and 
sent  back  to  the  manufacturer.     But  it 
was  obviously  necessary,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances,  to    send   the    plate    to    be 
marked  in  an  unfinished  state.     Other- 
wise it  could  not  go  under  this  procees 
without  damage.     Thus   anyone   would 
see  in  a  moment  that  a  system  of    that 
sort   was  absolutely  prohibitive   to   the 
importation  of  any  foreign  plate,  for  the 
foreign  manufacturer  could  not  send  his 
goods  to  be  hall-marked  in  an  unfinished 
state.     Surelv    it    would   not    be  alto- 
gether   difficult    to   find    a    remedy   for 
this    grievous    injustice   to   the  Indian 
silver     trade  ?       If     the     standard     of 
purity  were  slightly  lowered,  that  diffi- 
culty might  be  got  over ;  and  if  a  less 
barbarous  process  of  testing  were  adopted, 
that  would  get  rid  of  the  further  difficulty 
he   had   mentioned.     England    was   the 
most   restrictive  and   obstructive  of  all 
nations  of  the  world   in   respect  to  the 
silver     trade.       There     was     no    other 
nation  of  Europe  which  did   not  mark 
silver-plate   of    a   lower   standard   than 
925-1, OOOths,  going  down  as  low  even  as 
800,  and  taking   different  standards  of 
purity,   and   in   the    case  of   plate    for 
export  no  standard  at  all  was  required. 
There   were    very    strong    reasons    for 
thinking  that  the  whole  system  of  com- 
pulsory hall-marking  ought  to  be  done 
away  with,  and  that  any  marking  should 
be    voluntary.     Two   nations   competed 
with  England  in  the  silver  trade — namely, 
Germany    and    the    United    States    of 
America,  and  iu  neither  was  there  any 
system  of  compulsory  hall-marking.     In 
the  United  States  there  was   not  even 
any  Government  Department  authorised 
to  put  a  stamp  on  silver  showing  the 
degree  of   purity.     One  of   the   largeet 
firms  of  silver  merchants  in  the  world — 
Messrs.   Tifiany — put   their    own    mark 
upon   their   silver  plate,  and   that   w«s 
accepted  as  a  guarantee  of  its  quality  by 
the  trade.     ^*o  doubt  some  represeotR- 
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iives  of  the  silver  trade  in  this  country 
objected  to  any  alteration  in  the  system  ; 
but  he  thought  he  had  given  a  pretty 
good  reason  for  their  objections,  and  that 
was   that   it   practically   gave    them    a 
monopoly  in  the  silver  manufacture  in  this 
country.     There  were  some  members  of 
the    trade,   however,   such    as    Mr,   E. 
Watherston,  who  had  steadily  advocated 
the  abolition  of  hall-marking  for  many 
years,    as    it    absolutely   prohibited   the 
ex  port  of  silver  plate  from  the  country,  and 
it  was  obvious  that  such  a  system  handi- 
capped     English     manufacturers     very 
seriously  in  the   markets  of   the  world. 
Moreover,  the   reason   for  hall-marking 
had  ceased  to  exist.     It  was  first  intro- 
duced in  the  28th  year  of  Edward   I., 
and  the  reason  given  in  the  Preamble  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament  was  "  so  that  none 
should  work  worse  silver  than  money." 
At  that  time  silver  was  the  coinage  of 
the  realm,  and  that  Act  was  passed  in 
order  to  prevent  base  silver  being  put 
»bout  the  country.     Of  course,  silver  was 
now  no  longer  the  coin  of  the  realms,  but 
simply  a  token.     The  Prime  Minister  was 
a  strong  monometallist ;  but  his  orthodoxy 
should  not  lead  him  so  far  as  to  persecute 
silver.     All  that  was  wanted  was  that 
silver,  though  it  could  not  be  put  on  an 
equality  with  gold  as  a  standard  value, 
might  have  a  chance.     Silver  had  been 
reduced  100  per  cent,  in  value  within  their 
Lordships'  own  recollection,  and  a  great 
opening  would  be  found  for  it  if  these 
restrictions  were  removed.     It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  sound  economical  policy  to 
remove  them.     Another  point  was  that 
no   unfortunate   shopkeeper    could    sell 
silver   l>eyond    a    very    small    quantity 
without  taking  out  a  licence.    The  largest 
firm  of  stick  manufacturers   had  stated 
that   three-fourths    of    their    customers 
had  given   up   keeping    silver-mounted 
goods    rather   than   risk   a   prosecution. 
He  hoped   he  had  shown  that   in   this 
matter  the  natives  of  India  had  a  real 
grievance,  and  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  getting  rid 
of  the  system  of  compulsory  hall-mark- 
ing.    It   was   only   simple  justice   that 
every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  use  of 
silver  in  the  manufactures  and  commerce 
of  India  should  be  without  delay  entirely 
removed.     The  noble  Earl  concluded  by 
moving  for  a  copy  of  the  Resolution  of 
the  Government  of  India  of  November, 
1890,  on  the  subject  of  hall-marking  silver. 


Moved,  '*  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  copy  of  a  Resolution 
of  the  Government  of  India  of  the  6th  of 
November  1890,  on  the  subject  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  system  of  hall-marking  of  silver 
plate  into  India."— (T^  Earl  of  NorthbrooU,) 

The  lord   PRESIDENT  of  the 

COUNCIL    AND    SECRETARY     op 

STATE    FOR    INDIA    (The  Earl    of 

Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  my  noble 
Friend,  before  he  entered  upon  the  im- 
mediate matter  of  his  Motion,  made 
some  remarks  about  the  recent  change 
m  the  Indian  Currency  Laws.  I  do  not 
think  so  very  important  a  question  can 
be  conveniently  discussed  on  such  a 
Motion  as  that  before  the  House.  But 
I  should  not  like  to  pass  one  or  two  of 
my  noble  Friend's  observations  entirely 
without  notice.  All  he  said  with  regard 
to  the  natives  of  India  being  prevented 
from  taking  their  uncoined  silver  to  the 
Mint  and  getting  it  coined  into  rupees- 
was  perfectlj  true  ;  but  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  any  ground  for  my  noble 
Friend^s  statement  that  the  rupee  has 
fallen  in  value  in  India. 

•The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  It 
was  in  The  Times  of  to-day. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  do 
not  know  what  may  have  been  in  The 
Times ;  but  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
rupee,  which  is  the  point,  has  not  been 
effected  by  the  change  in  the  currency. 
The  power  of  the  rupee  in  India  to  pur- 
chase gold  is  unaffected.  I  am  told  that 
the  present  price  of  gold  purchased  in 
India  is  Is.  3^.  as  represented  by  the 
rupee.'  The  exchangeable  value  of  the 
rupee  as  a  coin  in  India  cannot  be  lowered 
by  what  has  taken  place.  It  is  the 
question  of  the  uncoined  silver  on  which 
my  noble  Friend's  argument  is  based  ;: 
and  I  agree  that  as  the  uncoined  silver 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  natives  of  India 
can  no  longer  be  made  available  as  coin^ 
and  is,  therefore,  only  worth  the  actual 
gold  price  of  silver  for  which  it  can  be 
sold,  it  is  highly  desirable  that  all  ob- 
stacles to  the  free  use  of  silver  in  other 
ways  should  be  removed.  My  noble 
Friend  has  explained  with  great  clearness 
the  question  of  hall-marking  ;  but  it  is  a 
matter,  I  am  told,  of  extreme  difficulty, 
and  my  noble  Friend  is,  I  apprehend, 
perfectly  aware  that  the  trade  in  this 
country  is  very  strongly  against  the 
abolition  of  the  system  of  hall-marking. 
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If  that  were  not  so,  a  very  simple  change 
might  be  made  which  would  get  rid  of 
the  whole  difficulty — namely,  that  Par- 
liament should  enact  that  in  future  all 
hall-marking  should  be  voluntary  and 
not  compulsory.  I  should  myself  shrink 
from  expressing  any  decided  opinion  on 
so  abstruse  a  question  ;  but  I  have  never 
been  able  to  see  any  good  or  sound  argu- 
ment why  voluntary  hall-marking  should 
not  be  substituted  for  the  present  system. 
If  there  is  not  to  be  a  system  of  voluntary 
hall-marking,  then  the  following  diffi- 
culties occur  :  In  the  first  place,  as  my 
noble  Friend  has  pointed  out,  the  system 
of  hall-marking  in  this  country  acts  pro- 
hibitively on  the  Indian  importers,  for 
the  reason  that  if  we  enforce  the  process 
of  scraping  and  re-stamping  a  manu- 
factured article,  it  must  be  re-finished 
before  it  is  sold.  It  cannot  go  back  to 
India  to  be  re-finished,  and,  therefore,  it 
is  impracticable  to  send  manufactured 
silver  to  this  country.  In  this  way  a 
direct  disability  is  placed  on  foreign 
silver,  whether  from  India  or  elsewhere, 
and  it  acts  as  a  direct  protection  of  the 
home-made  article.  Various  remedies 
have  been  suggested,  and  rejected  by  the 
trade  and  by  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  the  whole  subject  in  1879.  The 
course  proposed  by  the  late  Government 
was  that  the  Government  of  India  should 
institute  a  system  of  hall-marking  in 
India ;  and  Lord  Cross  sent  out  a 
Despatch  in  that  sense  in  1890,  which  I 
shall  be  perfectly  ready  to  lay  on  the 
Table  in  accordance  with  my  noble 
Friend's  Motion.  At  that  time  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  sent  a  Circular  t^  the 
different  Governments  and  Mercantile 
and  other  Bodies,  asking  for  elaborate 
information  on  the  whole  subject,  and 
they  have  not  yet  replied  to  the  Despatch. 
It  is  known,  however,  that  very  con- 
siderable objections  are  raised  to  the  sys- 
tem of  hall-marking  in  India.  It  is  said 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  establish  a 
sufficient  number  of  centres  for  hall-mark- 
ing without  great  hardship  to  the  traders ; 
and  other  arguments  are  urged.  I  am 
not  sure  that  the  Government  of  India 
have  decidedly  made  up  their  minds  that 
no  system  of  hall-marking  can  be  in- 
stituted there ;  and  if  eventually  some 
voluntary  system  be  found  practicable  it 
will  be  reconunended  by  the  Government 
of  India.  They  have  also  to  inform  the 
Government  at    home,    if    they    think 

The  Earl  of  Kimberley 


such  a  system  practicable,  what  should 
be  the  standard  of  fineness  adopted. 
Another  suggestion  with  regard  to  the 
Indian  complaint  is  that  the  system  of 
assaying  by  touch  should  be  adopted  ;  it 
prevails,  I  am  told,  in  France. 

♦The  Eakl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  In 
France  only  in  small  articles ;  in  Austria 
generally. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  But 
I  am  told  that  manufacturers  here  take  a 
very   strong   objection   to  that  system, 
though,  as  I  am  unacquainted   with  the 
merits    of    it,    I    am    quite    unable  to 
determine  whether  these  objections   are 
well  founded  or  not.     Speaking  for  my- 
self, I  very  strongly  concur  in  the  geneml 
views   expressed  by   my  noble    Friend. 
The  system  that  prevails  in  this  country 
with  regard  to  silver  is  directly  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  Free  Trade  which  we 
all  profess,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  can  be 
beneficial  to  the  trade  at  home.     That 
trade   has  until  lately   been    in  a  most 
languishing  condition,  and  the  exporta- 
tion to  foreign  countries  has  been  aJmost 
nil.     That    has    been    simply  the  con* 
sequence  of  the  monopoly.     It  is  always 
found  that  wherever  there  is  a  monopoly 
there  is  stagnation,  want  of  invention, 
and  want  of  energy  and  enterprise.  Let 
me  contrast  that  with  the  svstem  in  the 
United  States.       In   the  United  States 
the  only   system   of   marking  is  by  in- 
dividual manufacturers.      You  may  say 
that  is   an   unsatisfactory   system  ;    but 
what  has  been  the  result  ?      The  result 
is    that    the    Americans    have    pushed 
their  trade  all  over  the  world,  and  their 
silver  plate  is  highly  esteemed ;  whereas 
ours,  with  all  its   hall-marking,  has  not 
succeeded  in    pushing   its   way.       I  do 
dot  see  what    we   particularly   gain    by 
this  if,  after  all   the  care  we   take,  our 
silver  does  not  find  a  market,  while  the 
silver   of  other  countries  does.      What 
advantage  have  we  gained  ?     Then  my 
noble  Friend  touched  upon  another  point 
which  seems  to  me  wholly  inexplicable. 
But,  of  course,  unless  one  is  acquainted 
with  the  arcana  of  trades,  one  cannot 
understand    the   reasons   which    prevail 
against    certain    proposals.       I    cannot 
understand  why,  on  the  face  of  it^  we 
should   not    have   various   standards   of 
silver  in  this  country  when  they  prevail  in 
all  other  countries  in  the  world.     The  ex- 
perience of  all  other  countries  shows  thai 
it  is  extremely  convenient  to  have  various 
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degrees  of  fineness  of  silver  ;  and  it 
might  naturally  be  supposed  that  it 
would  be  convenient  for  us  to  follow  in 
the  same  direction.  There  are  as  many 
as  five  standards  in  gold.  It  may  be 
said  that  as  the  manufacture  of  gold 
plate  in  this  country  is  exceedingly 
small  no  inconvenience  arises.  I  can 
only  say  that,  so  far  as  my  De- 
partment is  concerned,  our  whole 
desire  is  to  obtain  access  to 
this  country  for  Indian  silver.  Al- 
though the  Silver  Duty  has  been  with- 
drawn, mainly  because  of  the  pressure  for 
the  admission  of  Indian  siTVer,  the  trade 
in  Indian  silver  is  in  precisely  the  same 
condition  as  before — namely,  that  it 
cannot  find  its  way  into  the  markets  of 
this  country.  It  is  a  most  unsatisfactory 
condition  of  things  that  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  should  be  entirely  defeated 
because  of  a  technical  difficulty  with 
regard  to  hall-marking.  I  agree  that,  as 
raw  silver  can  no  longer  be  made  into 
rupees,  the  reasons  are  far  stronger  now 
than  before  why,  both  in  the  interests  of 
the  trade  in  silver  and  in  the  interests  of 
the  Indian  producers,  we  should  remove 
all  obstacles  to  the  export  of  Indian 
silver.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Motion 
of  my  noble  Friend. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 

Hbrschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  rise  in 

any  spirit  hostile  to  the  object  which  my 

noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 

has  in  view  ;  but  although   it  would  be 

out  of  place  on  the  present  occasion  to 

enter  on  any  discussion  of  the  Report  of 
the  Gold  and  Silver  Commission,  to 
which  I  was  a  party,  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Earl  render  it  desirable  that  I 
should  say  a  word  or  two.  The  noble 
Earl  stated  that,  according  to  The  Times 
to-day,  the  rupee  is  only  worth  Is. 

•The    Earl    of    NORTHBROOK  : 

The  criticism  made   upon   that   by   my 

noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

India  was  quite  correct.     I  apprehend 

the  statement  in  The  Times  comes  from 

the  ordinary  talk  in  Id  iia  with  regard  to 
the  rupee,  and  that  it -simply  means  that 
the  weight  of  silver  in  a  rupee  is  wortji 
Is.,  and  not  that  as  .;joined  it  represented 
that  value  ;  but  it/  is  obvious  that  the 
rupee  coin  is  not  tUe  question  we  have  to 
do  with.  ( 


The    lord     CHANCELLOR:     I 

have  no  doubt  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
passage  to  which  the  noble  Earl  re- 
ferred. Of  course,  the  intrinsic  value  of 
the  rupee  is  only  about  Is.,  having  regard 
to  the  market  price  ;  but  it  would  not  be 
correct  to  say  that  the  rupee  is  worth 
only  Is.  in  India  or  even  outside  India, 
because  it  can  be  disposed  of  for  con- 
siderably more  than  Is.  In  the  same 
sense,  no  doubt,  it  would  be  quite  true  to 
say  that  the  shilling  is  not  quite  worth 
Is.,  or  that  the  5  franc-piece  is  not  worth 
5  francs.  Of  course,  in  each  case 
that  would  refer  to  the  intrinsic 
value  of  the  silver  in  the  coin.  The 
question  of  the  market  price  of  silver  is, 
no  doubt,  a  very  important  one.  As 
regards  silver  coined  in  the  shape  of  the 
rupee,  no  mischievous  effect  has  been 
produced  by  the  closing  of  the  Mints  ; 
the  question  is  only  as  to  the  effect  upon 
uncoined  silver.  Upon  that,  as  upon  all 
other  subjects  which  we  had  to 
deal  with,  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
get  at  the  facts.  The  conclusion  at  which 
the  Commission  arrived  was  that  it  was 
extremely  improbable  there  were  any 
large  quantities  of  hoarded  uncoined 
silver  in  India,  and  that  the  hoards  such 
as  existed  were  not  in  the  shape  of  un- 
coined silver,  but  mostly  in  the  form  of 
rupees,  except  so  far  as  silver  ornaments 
could  be  referred  to  as  being  a  hoard. 
This  conclusion  was  confirmed  by  the 
fact  that  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years  past  the  amount  of  silver  coined 
into  rupees  in  India  has  equalled  the 
amount  of  silver  which  has  found  its  way 
into  India.  Silver  ornaments  may  be 
called  hoards  in  India,  though  I  question 
whether  it  is  a  strictly  accurate  expres- 
sion. No  doubt,  in  times  of  stress  and 
difficulty,  such  as  the  occasion  of  the 
Madras  famine,  considerable  quantities  of 
silver  ornaments  found  their  way  into 
the  Mints,  just  as  in  times  of  trouble  and 
poverty  in  this  country  large  numbers  of 
ornaments  are  sold  or  pledged  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  money  ;  but  it  would 
not  be  correct  to  speak  of  those  orna- 
ments as  hoards,  although  it  might  be 
that  some  proportion  of  those  ornaments 
were  really  obtained  for  the  purpose  of 
hoarding  them  as  a  monetary  reserve. 
So  far  as  silver  in  the  shape  of  orna- 
ments is  concerned,  it  has  undoubtedly 
suffered  depreciation  owing  to  the  fall  in 
value  ;  and,  as  is  pointed  out  in  the  Re- 
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port,  if  occasions  of  difficulty,  such  as 
famine,  should  arise  in  future,  it  would 
not  he  possihle  to  obtain  the  same 
amount  by  disposing  of  those  ornaments 
as  it  was  before  the  fall  in  silver  took 
place.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  now  into 
any  controversy  on  that  subject ;  but  I 
thought  it  as  well,  as  statements  have 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  very  large 
amount  of  uueoined  silver  in  India,  to  say 
that  the  best  conclusion  we  could  arrive 
at  was  that,  apart  from  ornaments,  there 
were  not  very  considerable  hoards  of 
silver  there,  and  that  as  to  ornaments 
only  a  portion  of  them  could  be  spoken 
of  as  hoards,  though  some  of  them  might 
on  occasion  become  available  to  meet 
exigencies  and  necessities. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

VISCOUNT  VALBNTIA. 

Petition  of  Arthur  Viscount  Valentia 
and  Baron  Mountnorris  in  the  Peerage 
of  Ireland,  claiming  the  right  to  vote  at 
the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland ;  read,  and  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  consider  and  Report  there- 
upon to  the  House. 

BDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

(No.  94.) 

Commons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION   (LONDON    (No.  2)    BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Commons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  BILL.— (No.  229). 

Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

COUNTY  OF  THE  CITY  OF  GLASGOW 
BILL.- (No.  235.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 


LIVERPOOL  COURT  OF  PASSAGE  BILL. 

(No.  239.) 
Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


INDUSTRIAL    AND    PROVIDENT 
SOCIETIES  BILL.— (No.  225.) 
House    in    Committee    (on    Re-com- 
mitment)   (according  to    Order):    Bill 
reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re- 
committed to  the  Standing  Committee. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Evening  Sittine  of  the 
House  To-morrow  and  on  Tuesday  the  22na 
instant  do  commence  at  a  quarter  past  Four 
o'clock.— (The  Lord  President,  E,  Kimherleif.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  pwt 

Four  o'clock 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  7th  August  1893. 


QUESTIONS. 


WATCH  BOBBERY  AT  TARBERT. 
Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col 
lege)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  James 
Findlay  was  robbed  of  his  watch  netr 
Tarbort  on  5th  August,  1891  ;  that  the 
thief  vras  in  September  of  the  same  year 
sentenced  to  six  months'  imprisonmeDt 
for  the  theft  ;  and  that  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  of  Inverary  refuses  to  give  up  the 
watch  until  a  settlement  has  been  made 
with  a  second  party  who  bought  the 
pawn  ticket  c^the  watch  from  the  thief, 
dotwithstandint  the  fact  that  security 
has  been  offere<\by  the  owner  in  view  of 
any  claim  that  Vay  arise  againgt  him ; 
and  whether,  uuV  the  circumstances 
the  Procurator  Fi^l  has  auy  right  to 
retain  the  watch  ? 
•The    lord   A^OCATE  (Mr.  J. 

ti.  Balfofr,  Clackr*"*"'  ^'^'^  *   , "" 
taking  steps  which  I  W^  ^^'  '**""  '° 
Mr.  Findlay  obtaining 
watch  without  further 


lOD 
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BEHAR  CADASTRAL  SURVEY. 
Sir    W.     WEDDERBURN   (Banff- 
shire) :   I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  with  reference  to  his 
statement  on  27th  July  that  the  heavy 
cobts  of  the  Behar  Cadastral  Survey  are 
to  be  charged  against  the  landlords  and 
tenants,    under    the    authority     of   the 
Bengal     Tenancy    Act,     whether     the 
Secretary    of    State    is  aware  that  the 
Native  Associations   of    Bengal   unani- 
mously  hold  that   the  wording  of  that 
Act,  which  refers  only  to  the  survey  of 
a  local  area,  cannot  properly  cover  the 
survey   of  a  Province  so  large  as  North 
Bebar ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
official  draft  of  the  Bengal  Tenancy  Bill, 
that  was  circulated   in   the    vernacular 
language  to   the  agriculturists  of  Behar 
in  1883,  it  was  expressly  provided  that 
the  costs  of  such  proceedings  should  only 
be  home  by  the   landlords  and  tenants 
in  two   specified   cases — namely,   when 
the  landlords  and  tenants  themselves  ask 
for  these  proceedings,  and  when  the  pro- 
ceedings are  taken   for   the  purpose  of 
settling   an   existing  dispute ;    whether 
he  is  aware  that,  in  that  official  draft,  it 
is  shown  that  the  words   "a  local  area" 
meant  an  area  for  which   a  table  of  local 
rates  and  produce  can  be  prepared  ;  whe- 
ther he    is   aware    that  the  Government 
of  India,  shortly  before   the   passing  of 
the  Bengal  Tenancy  Act,  was  pressed, 
both  in  Calcutta  and  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,   to    circulate    in    the    vernacular 
language  a  notification  of  the  voluminous 
alterations    in   the  wording   of  the  Act 
that  had  been   made  in  Committee,    and 
declined  to   do   so ;     and    whether    the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
in  India  has  been  taken  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  words   "a  local  area"  in  the  Bengal 
Tenancy  Act  ;  if  so,  whether  that  opinion 
can  be  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  G.  Russell, 
North  Beds.)  :  (1.)  No  information  has 
been  received  as  to  the  views  of  the 
Native  Associations  of  Bengal  respecting 
the  interpretation  to  be  put  upon  the 
words  "local  area."  (2.)  The  clauses 
quoted  as  to  the  cx)sts  of  a  survey  refer 
only  to  cases  in  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment acts  without  the  previous  consent 
of  the  Governor  General  in  Council. 
(3.)  The  original  Bill  did  not  define  the 
words    *Mocal    area"    in   the   restricted 


sense  quoted  by  my  hon.  Friend.  (4.)  On 
the  12th  of  March,  1885,  the  Secretary 
of  State  read  in  the  House  of  Lords  a 
telegram  from  the  Viceroy  explaining 
that  republication  of  the  Bill  in  the  ver- 
nacular was  unnecessary,  because  almost 
all  alterations  were  excisions  favourable 
to  zemindars,  and  not  new  clauses.  (5.) 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  informa- 
tion as  to  whether  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  in  India  have  been  consulted. 

JUDICIAL  AND  EXECUTIVE  FUNCTIONS 

IN  BENGAL. 
Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  I  beg  to 
ask   the   Under   Secretary  of   State  for 
India  whether  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  has  been  drawn 
to  a  scheme  for  the  separation  of  judicial 
and  executive   functions   in   Bengal,  by 
Mr.  R.  C.  Dutt,  C.T.E.,  of  the  Bengal 
Civil  Service,  which  has  appeared  in  the 
August  number  of  /nc/ta,and  which  scheme 
is  supported   and   recommended   by    Sir 
Richard  Garth,  late  Chief  Justice  of  the 
High   Court    of   Bengal;    whether   his 
attention  has   been  drawn  to  the   facts 
adduced  in  the  above  scheme  to   show 
that  it  is  possible  to  effect  such  separa- 
tion   without    increasing    the     staff    of 
officers  or  adding  to  the  cost  of  adminis- 
tration ;    and   whether,    in  view  of  the 
opinion  recently  expressed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  that  the  present 
system  of  the  union  of  judicial  and  execu- 
tive functions  in  India  is  bad  in  principle, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  appoint 
a  Commission  to  consider  and  report  on 
the   above   scheme,   or   to   devise   some 
other   practical    scheme    for    separating 
judicial  and  executive  functions  in  India? 
Mr. G.RUSSELL:  (I and 2.)  Yes, Sir. 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  been  drawn  to  the  article  referred  to ; 
but  he  is  unable,  as  at  present  advised, 
to   admit  that  the  proposed   scheme,  or 
any  practical  scheme  for  the  separation 
of  the  two  branches,  could  be  carried  out 
without   increased   expense.      (3.)    The 
Secretary  of  Stat<3,  when  expressing  the 
opinion— to  which  he  still  adheres— that 
the    union    of    judicial    and    executive 
powers   is   contrary    to   right   principle, 
added  that  it  is  impossible  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  can  find  means  at  the 
present  time  of  making  this  reform  ;  and 
he  therefore  considers  that  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  appointing  a  Commis- 
sion such  as  is  suggested. 
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ENTERIC  FEVER  AT  THE  AGRA 
CANTONMENT. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  (Cheshire,  Altrin- 
cham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  he  is  in 
possession  of  any  *  information  as  to  a 
rumoured  existence  of  enteric  fever  at 
the  Agra  Cantonment,  due  to  bad  water 
supply  ;  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  towards  ensuring  the  health  of  the 
troops  there  by  improved  drainage,  water 
supply,  or  other  necessary  measures  ? 

•Mr.  G.  RUSSELL:  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  nothing  to  add  to  the 
answer  given  to  a  somewhat  similar 
question  on  the  12th  of  June  last.  It  was 
then  explained  that  work  had  been  in 
progress  since  last  year  for  the  extension 
to  the  cantonments  at  Agra  of  the  water 
supply  from  the  Municipal  Water  Works, 
and  that  the  garrison  in  the  Fort  of  Agra 
had  been  supplied  with  the  Municipal 
water  since  1893.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  as  to  any 
recent  increase  in  the  mortality  from 
enteric  fever  at  Agra. 

CUSTOMS  OUTDOOR  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
under  the  Treasury  Minute  of  24th 
March,  1891,  relating  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Customs  Outdoor  Department, 
the  three  Surveyors  General  were  con- 
stituted.a  regular  Committee  to  be  directly 
consulted  by  the  Board  in  respect  of  pro- 
motions, and  to  bring  promotions  before 
the  Board  (p.  18),  whether,  in  the  case 
of  the  recent  promotion  of  Mr.  Wakelin, 
First  Class  ExaminiagXlfficCT,to  be  ^ur^ 
veyor,  the  Committee  of  Surveyors 
General  was  consulted  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  Treasurv  Minute  : 
and,  if  not,  why  not ;  and  how,  and  by 
whom,  the  submission  of  this  officer's 
name  for  promotion  was  made  to  the 
Board  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
Mr.  Wakelin*s  name  was  not  on  the  list 
of  officers  submitted  for  promotion  by 
the  Surveyors  General  when  consulted 
by  the  Board.  He  was  selected  by  the 
Board  on  their  own  responsibility,  as 
they  considered  that  he  was  an  officer  of 
superior  merit,    and   deserving   of  pro- 


motion. The  Board  consider  that,  as 
they  are  responsible  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  administration  of  the  Department, 
they  have  full  power,  and  are  alone 
responsible  in  all  matters  relating  to  the 
promotion  of  officers. 

LOUGH  NEAGH. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  been  able  as  yet  to  consider  the 
Memorial  addressed  by  the  pollen  fisher- 
men around  Lough  Neagh  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the 
Irish  Fishery  Commissioners,  directing 
attention  to  the  grievances  of  the  fisher- 
men who,  under  the  provisions  of  54  & 
55  Vic,  c.  20,  s.  3,  are  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  Is.  for  every  pollen  taken  under  eight 
inches  in  length,  and  praying  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  legislation  limiting 
the  penalty  to  cases  in  which  pollen 
under  seven  inches  are  taken  on  the 
ground  that  the  fishermen  are  wholly  un- 
able to  make  a  livelihood  by  the  capture 
of  pollen  of  eight  inches  in  length  ;  and 
whether  the  Government,  having  regard 
to  the  hardships  and  poverty  of  the 
fishermen  and  the  fact  set  forth  in  the 
Memorial,  and  endorsed  by  Mr.  Louis 
Smith  and  Mr.  John  Keenan,  J.P.,  Con- 
servators of  Fisheries,  that  the  change 
sought  for  would  not  injure  the  pollen 
fishery,  will  take  steps  by  legislation  or 
otherwise  for  the  purpose  of  efifectiug  the 
desired  alteration  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  Memorial  re- 
ferred to  was  not  received  until  the  4th 
t.  Any  alteration  in  the  existing 
law  wfai^^  ^^^  o^lj  ^^^  ^^  operation 
since  Jul)^*  ^^^l,  could  only  be  given 
effect  to  by^^K^^^^^^^^  ^°^  ^^®  Inspectors 

of  Fisheries  x^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^°  ^^^  ^^  ^^'^ 
result  of  the  mf^^ure  will  be  beneficial  to 
those  who  now^  object  to  its  provisions. 
In  any  case,  it  is  ^considered  that  a  period 
of,  say,  five  yearA  »^®*^^  ^  allowed  to 
elapse  in  order  P  i"*^©  ^^  "^  ^^^ 
before  the  present  DV°"»am  limit  of  eight 

inches  be  altered.       ^ 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEaVv  (^"^^  ^'O  • 
Then  I  take  it  the^f"^'*^^  ^^  ^« 
answer  is  that  the  authiTJ^®®  *"  IreUnd 
are  against  granting  th\^*^^«»"?°  ^ 
the  men  on  the  ground  tlS^T  ^®  erwting 
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law  has  not  been  long  enough  in  force  to 
give  it  a  fair  trial  ? 
Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  At  present. 


SCOTCH  LAW  OFFICERS  AND  PRIVATE 

PRACTICE. 

Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
8.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land whether  he  has  seen  a  circular  dated 
Ist  August,  1893,  intimating  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  law  firm  in  Edinburgh, 
under  the  title  of  Campbell,  Martin,  and 
Boswell ;  whether  P.  W.  Campbell,  who 
signs  the  circular,  was  recently  appointed 
principal  clerk  to  the  Second  Division  of 
the  Court  of  Session  ;  and  whether  it  is 
permissible  for  a  salaried  official  of  the 
Court  of  Session  to  continue  acting  as 
legal  adviser  to  persons  whose  cases  come 
before  that  Court  for  decision  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Until  the  hon.  Member  was 
good  enough  to  send  it  me,  I  had  not 
seen  the  circular  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion, but  in  regard  to  the  latter  portion  of 
that  question  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  Mr.  Campbell  was 
appointed  to  his  present  office  upon  the 
distinct  understanding  that  he  was  to 
abstain  from  all  Court  practice. 

MANSLAUGHTER  IN  THE  MERCANTILE 

MARINE. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  the  certificates  of  W.  M.  Craw- 
ford and  P.  F.  Fitzgerald,  as  captain  and 
mate  respectively  in  the  Merchant  Ser- 
vice, will  be  cancelled  consequent  upon 
their  conviction  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes 
on  the  1st  instant  for  the  manslaughter 
of  George  W.  Orr,  a  seaman  under  their 
orders,  on  board  the  British  ship  Watch- 
man on  the  high  seas  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  these  certificates 
have  already  been  cancelled. 


COMMITTALS  FOR  AGRARIAN  OFFENCES 

IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  can  he  state  how 
many  persons  were  returned  for  trial  to 
the  last  Quarter  Sessions  and  Assizes 
held  in   the  Counties   of   Cork,  Kerry, 


Clare,  and  Limerick  in  respect  of  agrarian 
offences  committed  in  such  counties,  and 
with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  number 
of  persons  returned  for  trial  to  the  last 
Quarter  Sessions  in  the  counties  named 
in  respect  of  agrarian  offences  was  12, 
none  of  whom,  however,  were  placed  on 
trial  at  these  Sessions,  but  were  sent 
forward  to  the  late  Assizes.  The  total 
number  of  persons  returned  for  trial  at 
the  Assizes  held  in  the  counties  named  in 
respect  of  agrarian  offences,  and  inclusive 
of  the  cases  postponed  from  Quarter 
Sessions,  was  26,  of  whom  19  were 
acquitted.  There  was  a  disagreement  of 
the  jury  in  the  cases  of  six  persons,  and 
the  remaining  case  was  adjourned  to  the 
next  Assizes  because  of  the  illness  of  a 
material  witness. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Was  the  disf^reement  in  the  case  of  six 
prisoners,  or  was  it  in  six  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  jury  dis- 
agreed with  regard  to  six  prisoners. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  thought  so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
And  why  not  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

ATTACK   ON   A  CATHOLIC    EXCURSION 
TO  LIGONIEL. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  26th  ultimo,  a  party 
of  Catholics,  returning  from  an  excursion 
to  Warrenpoint,  were  stoned  on  the  way 
to  Ligoniel,  and  several  persons  seriously 
injured  ;  whether  notice  of  the  time  of 
return  had  been  given  to  the  police  ; 
what  measures  they  adopted  in  con- 
sequence ;  and  whether  any  arrests  have 

Sir  E.  tIARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers, 
may  I  ask  him  if  it  is  not  the  case  that 
the  incident  referred  to  occurred  a  month 
earlier  than  the  date  named  in  the 
question,  and  if  it  was  not  of  so  trifling  a 
character  that  no  medical  man  was  called 
upon  to  examine  any  of  the  slight  wounds 
or  bruises  inflicted  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  date  should  be 
the  13th,  and  not  the  26th. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  right  in  his  suggestion.  I  am 
informed  that  the  excursion  referred  to 
took  place  on  the  26th  June.     The  police 
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had  received  notice  of  the  excursion  and 
took  precautions  by  drafting  into  the 
locality  some  additional  police.  It  appears 
that  the  excursionists  returned  toLigoniel 
late  at  night  in  a  number  of  brakes,  and 
that  when  passing  a  point  at  which  a 
thick  hedge  divides  the  road  from  a  field 
two  stones  were  thrown,  striking  two  of 
the  party  but  without  inflicting  serious 
injury.  There  was  no  organised  attack 
on  the  party,  and  the  stones  are  believed 
to  have  been  thrown  by  youths,  both  by 
the  police  and  by  the  people  in  the  brakes, 
who  saw  a  few  young  persons  running 
along  at  the  point  referred  to,  but  are 
unable  to  identify  them.  Every  exertion 
has  been  made  to  trace  the  offenders,  but 
so  far  without  result. 


A  FAMILY  SQUABBLE  AT  BALLYMA- 

CARRET. 

Mb.  sexton  :    I   beg  to   ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
,  of  Ireland  whether  ne  is  aware  that,  at 
about  1  a.m.  on  Sunday  the  30th  ultimo, 
a  man  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  house, 
47,  Sheriff  Street,    Bally macarret,   Bel- 
fast, into  which  a  Catholic  family  named 
Brady,  composed  of   an  invalid  mother 
and   two   daughters,  had  moved   a  few 
days  before,  and   warned   the    inmates, 
whom  he  roused  from  sleep,  that,  if  they 
did  not  get  out  of  the  house  by  4  o'clock 
that    day,   the   house  would   be   pulled 
down   about  them,  for   no  "  Papishes " 
were  wanted   there  ;    that   the    women 
began  to  pack  their  furniture  at  daylight, 
but,  the  day  being  Sunday,  were  unable 
to  get  it  removed  by  4  o'clock  ;  that  at 
that   hour  a  mob  of  some  700  men  and 
boys  assembled  before  the  house,  broke 
all  the  windows,  smashed  and  scattered 
the  furniture,  and  pelted   and  beat  the 
three  women,  chasing  them  to  a  consider- 
able distance,  and  inflicted  such  serious 
injuries  that  the  old  woman  is  scarcely 
able  to  speak,  and  neither  of  the  younger 
women  has  been  able  to  return  to  work  ; 
what  the  police  did  to  prevent  or  oppose 
the   commission    of   this   outrage ;    and 
what  arrests  have  been  made  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  occurrence  referred  to  has  formed 
the  subject  of  misleading  reports  in  the 
local  press.  The  woman  referred  to 
summoned  Haddock  for  malicious  injury 
to  her  door,  and  the  case  was  dismissed 
in  the  Police  Court  on  Friday  last.  It 
transpired  at  the  bearing  of  the  case  that 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


on  the  morning  of  the  30th  July  (Satur- 
day) Haddock   kicked  at  her  door  and 
damaged  it,  told  Mrs.  Brady  to  clear  out 
before  4  o'olock  on  the  same  date,  that 
he   would  have  no  Fenians   or  Papists 
there,  that  she  hired  a  van  for  Sunday 
to  remove  her  furniture,  that   a  crowd 
collected  and  cut  some  of  the  ropes,  that 
some  of   the  pictures  were  broken,  and 
that   clods  were   thrown   at   her.     This 
evidence  was  given  by  the  complainant, 
and   was  corroborated  by  her  daughter 
and  another  woman.     The  defence  waa 
that  Haddock  had  been  seen  talking  to 
complainant   two   hours   before   the  oc- 
currence, that  he  is  a  connection  of  hers, 
that  what  occurred  was  merely  a  family 
brawl,  that  the  Brady's  brought  it  all  on 
themselves,  that  there  are  three  or  four 
Catholic     families    living    beside    Mrs. 
Brady  who  are  on  friendly  terms  with 
their    Protestant    neighbours,   that    the 
crowd  consisted  of  30  or  40  children,  and 
that  Mrs.  Brady  threw  water  on  them 
from    a   window.      This   evidence   was 
given  by  a  Catholic  neighbour.     There 
appears  to  be  no  foundation  for  the  alle- 
gation that  bigotry  or  intolerance  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  occurrence ;  it  seems 
to  have  been  an  ordinary  family  squabble, 
and  the  police  report  that  nothing  was 
done    on    the    occasion     which     would 
warrant  them  in  taking  any  action  in  the 
case. 


POLICE  AND  SANITARY  REGULATIONS 

BILLS. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  reference  to  the  Special  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee  on  Police  and 
Sanitary  Regulations  Bills,  whether, 
before  issuing  the  Circular  suggested  by 
the  Committee,  and  before  asking  the 
House  to  re-appoint  the  Committee  in 
1894,  or  in  connection  with  that  proposal, 
he  will  give  the  House  the  opportunity 
of  re-considering  the  extent  of  interfer- 
ence with  Municipal  Corporations  and 
their  Bills,  which  has  become  habitual 
with  the  Committee,  and  in  which  a 
divergence  of  views  exists  between  some 
Members  of  the  House  and  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  he  presides  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GbVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
Committee  on  Police  and  Sanitary  Be- 
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gaUtions  in  Prirate  Bills  has  been  ap- 
pointed Qiiaiiimoaslj  for  seyeral  years. 
The  objeet  of  the  appointmeDt  was  to 
prevent  Local  Authorities  from  inter- 
fering with,  altering,  or  repealing  the 
general  law  of  the  land.  This  Commit- 
tee has,  in  mj  opinion,  rendered  very 
great  public  service  to  Local  Authorities, 
to  ratepayers,  and  to  the  general  public. 
As  the  Committee  is  appointed  annually, 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to 
oppose  such  re-appointment  next  Session 
and  to  raise  any  objections. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  ques- 
tion I  put  to  him.  Is  nothing  to  be  done 
towards  carrying  out  the  Special  Report 
of  the  Committee  before  next  year  ? 
That  Report  is  in  favour  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  special  officers  and  of  the  issue 

of  a  Circular.        

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  not  able 
to  say  whether  anything  will  be  done  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  a  special 
officer.  I  will  consider  as  to  issuing  a 
Circular.  I  think  that  may  be  necessary, 
in  order  to  prevent  people  going  to  great 
expense  in  applying  for  Acts  when  their 
object  may  be  secured  by  means  of  a 
Provisional  Order. 


SCAELET  FEVER  AT  HAKBOW  SCHOOL. 

Mb.   W.    smith    (Lancashire,    N., 
North  Lonsdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of   the  Local  Government  Board 
whether   he   b    aware    that,  during  the 
first  school   term  of  this  year — ^namely, 
between    23rd  Janiuuy,    1893,  and  12th 
March,  1893,  there  have  been  17  cases  of 
scarlet  fever   in  the  boarding  houses  of 
the  masters  of  the  Harrow  School,  the 
last  one    proving   fatal ;  that  the  occu- 
pants of  these  houses  only  number  360 ; 
and  that,  during  the  same  period,  there 
were  no  other  cases  in  Harrow,  with  a 
population  of  6,560  ;   and  whether,  with 
a  view    to  the  possible  danger  to   the 
public   health    of   Harrow,   since    these 
houses  are  scattered  over  the  district,  and 
seeing  that  afresh  case  has  occorred  tfais 
term  in  the  school,   be   will   direct   an 
inquiry   into  the  catue  of  the  outbreak 
and   its   lengtheoed  eootimiance  in   the 
houses  of  the  Harrow  Sehool  ? 
•Mb.  H.    H.   FOWLER:   The  faetJi 
generally  are   as   stated*     I   ODderttaod 
that  the  Governors  of  the  Sehool  have^ 
been  advised    by     their    own     medical 
officer,  and  have  alao  had  the  MaiatMiee 


of  Sir  William  Broadbent ;  and  they  do 
not  consider  that  the  circumstances  are 
such  as  to  require  an  inquiry  by  an 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  This  is  also  the  view  of  the 
Board^s  medical  advisers. 


LECTDBES  IN  EVENING  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTOX 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  if  he  can  inform 
the  House  with  reference  to  the  payment 
of  grants  to  evening  schools,  and  the 
Article  declaring  that  the  amount  of  such 
grant  will  be  dependent  on  the  value 
of  the  instruction  given,  how  an  Inspec- 
tor is  to  appraise  without  examination 
the  value  of  a  series  of  lectures  on  the 
life  and  duties  of  a  citizen  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclaxd,  York,  W.B., 
Rotherham)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Member^s 
question  is  already  pretty  fully  answered 
in  Paragraph  IV.  of  the  Explanatory 
Memorandum  prefixed  to  the  Evening 
School  Code.  There  is  a  strong  feeling 
among  persons  concerned  with  education 
that  the  vbits  of  inspection  without 
notice  provided  for  in  the  new  Evening 
Code  will  be  an  effective  method  of 
appraising  the  real  value  of  the  instruc- 
tion given.  Of  course,  a  lesson  in  the 
subject  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  given  in  the  presence  of  the 
Inspector  if  he  desired  it. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
Seeing  that  the  lecturers  iire  required  to 
make  the  lectures  as  attractive  as  pos- 
sible, may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  say,  for  instance,  in  the  case  of 
a  lecture  on  tne  composition  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  teacher  would 
\je  allowed  to  deal  with  the  antecedents  of 
Members  ;  and  would  he,  in  describing 
the  pTOcettn  by  which  a  Bill  l>ecomes  law, 
be  allowed  to  give  a  description  of  the 
operation  of  the  Closure  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Teachers  are  osoally 
expected  to  show  some  tact  in  teaching 
hist4>ry  of  a  modem  character;  and  I 
venture  to  think  that  as  in  tlie  past,  so 
in  the  future,  they  will  use  such  tact  and 
jodgmeot, 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Will 
the  right  boa.  Gentleman  draw  up  model 
leetorai  on  the*e  points  ? 

[Mr*  AjctAMD  gave  a  negative  sign*] 
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realised  by  the  fishermen  averaged  248. 
per  100,"  can  be  reconciled  with  the 
Schedule,  at  page  23,  where  the  prices 
given  as  having  been  obtained  from  the 
buyers  were  128.  to  248.  per  100  ;  whether 
the  deductions  made  were  Hs.  per  100 
fish  ;  whether  the  quantity  of  fish  landed 
at  this  place  was,  as  stated  in  Schedule 
at  page  23  of  Report,  4,993  hundreds  ; 
which,  at  248.  per  100,  would  give  to 
each  vessel  employed  at  Arran  during 
that  season  over  £600 ;  and  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  any  vessel  received  any 
such  sum  of  money  over  and  above  all 
deductions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  are  engaged 
on  duty  in  the  West  of  Ireland  ;  and  a» 
it  has  been  necessary  to  personally  com- 
municate with  them,  I  would  ask  the 
hou.  Gentleman  to  defer  thb  question 
until  Thursday  next — as  well  as  the 
question  which  follows,  and  the  Notice 
of  Motion  -on  the  same  subject,  which 
also  stands  in  his  name  for  to-day. 


WARNINGS  UNDEK  ARTICLE  86  OF  THE 
EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mr.    STANLEY    LEIGHTON :    I 

beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if 
he  can  inform  the  House  of  the  number 
of  schools  which  have  received  a  warning 
under  Article  86  of  the  Code  since  he 
has  been  Vice  President,  distinguishing 
between  the  voluntary  and  the  rate- 
supported  schools  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  The  number  of 
schools  warned  under  Article  86  is  stated 
in  the  Annual  Report  for  each  year.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  give  a  partial 
Return  at  this  moment.  The  Return 
next  issued  in  the  ordinary  course  up  to 
August  31  next  will  practically  cover 
the  first  12  months  of  the  present  ad- 
ministration. If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
for  it  as  a  special  Return,  and  will  move 
for  it  any  day  after  this  month,  I  will  see 
that  it  is  laid  on  the  Table. 

IRISH   MACKEREL  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
observed  that  the  Annual  Report  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  lately 
presented  to  Parliament,  so  far  as  one 
important  branch  of  sea  fishing  is  con- 
cerned, deals  only  with  the  year  1893, 
though  the  spring  mackerel  fishing  of 
1893  had  passed  before  it  was  prepared 
or  presented  ;  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  the  Inspectors  to  make  a  Report 
at  the  end  of  each  mackerel  fishing 
season,  showing  results  of  season  imme- 
diately preceding,  so  that  the  owners 
of  the  fishing  vessels  and  fishermen 
generally  might  be  able  to  gain  some  in- 
formation where  they  would  be  most 
likely  to  obtain  profitable  results  during 
the  ensuing  season  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  such  Reports  were  made  during 
the  last  years  of  Sir  Thomas  Brady's 
tenure  of  office,  and  proved  most  service- 
able to  the  fishing  interest ;  and  for 
what  reason  have  they  been  discontinued 
by  his  successor,  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  ? 
I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  the 
statement,  made  at  page  19  of  the  Re- 
port of  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries, 
lately  presented  to  Parliament,  referring 
to  the  mackerel  fishing  at  Arran  Island, 
that,  ''after  all   deductions,  the  prices 


EVENING  CONTINUATION   SCHOOL 

CODE. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  in  the  Minute  of  the  24th  July 
last  on  the  subject  of  the  Evening  Con- 
tinuation School  Code,  the  variable 
grants  of  Is.  6d.  and  Is.  for  cookery, 
laundry  work,  and  dairy  work  in  evening 
schools  granted  by  the  Code  is  with- 
drawn for  teaching  those  subjects  in 
evening  schools  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  variable  grants 
of  Is.  and  Is.  6d.  were  never  intended  to 
apply  to  cookery,  laundry  work,  and 
dairy  work,  for  which  grants  on  a  differ- 
ent  scale  are  made  in  Sub-sections  (c),  (d), 
and  e  (of)  Article  13.  The  alteration  is 
the  Minute  of  the  24th  July  was  made 
in  order  to  remove  an  ambiguity  in  the 
Article  as  it  stood. 

THE    MADRAS    AND    BOMBAY    ABMIE8 

BILL. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North-East  Manchester,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury  whether  he  will  cause  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Madras  and  Bombay 
Annies  Bill  to  be  moved  at  an  how 
when  it  can  be  duly  disousaed  ? 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  This  Bill  has  the 
rapport  not  only  of  the  Government,  but 
of  an  extraordinary  amount — in  fact,  of 
the  mass — of  Indian  authority,  and  I 
certainly  think  it  will  not  require  de- 
tailed discussion  in  the  House.  I  hope 
the  Government  may  get  it  through  in 
that  time  of  the  evening  when  Bills  are 
allowed  to  be  advanc^  which  do  not 
involve  any  serious  difference  of  opinion. 
It  will  be  inconvenient  to  set  aside  the 
Irish  Government  Bill  or  Supply  in  order 
to  take  this  Bill  at  an  earlier  hour. 

THE   EVACUATION   OF  EGYPT. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  it  is  now  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  fulfil  the 
pledges  given  by  this  country  to  evacuate 
%ypt ;  and  whether  they  intend  to 
invite  other  Powers  having  interests  in 
that  country  to  a  Conference  to  consider 
future  arrangements  in  the  event  of 
evacuation  taking  pface  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  may 
remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  events 
which  occurred  in  Egypt  in  the  early  part 
of  this  year  were  made  the  subject  of  a 
detailed  Despatch  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  and  in  .  that 
Despatch  the  views  of  the  Government 
were  fully  explained  so  far  as  those 
incidents  are  concerned.  Subsequently 
we  had  a  Debate  in  this  House  arising 
upon  a  Motion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  In  that 
Debate  the  views  of  the  Government 
on  the  general  question  were  stated  for 
the  information  of  the  House.  Nothing 
has  occurred  since  then  which  would 
enable  the  Government  to  submit  any 
further  information  on  the  subject. 

DELAYS    IN    ANSWERING    QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
May  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  would  it 
not  be  better  in  future  to  postpone  the 
Questions  until  5  o^clock,  as  when  they 
ve  now  commenced  the  Front  Bench  is 
almost  totally  unoccupied  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  the  absence 
of  Ministers  and  of  hon.  Members  is 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  to-day,  for 
the  first  time,  we  conmienced  the 
Questions  at  a  quarter  instead  of  half- 

PMt3. 
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THE  FRACAS  IN    THE  HOUSE   OF 

COMMONa 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  private  notice. 
It  is  whether,  in  spite  of  the  apologies 
offered  in  this  House  on  Monday  last,  and 
the  request  of  Mr.  Speaker,  as  repre- 
senting the  general  sense  of  the  House, 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  circular,  issued  from  the  office 
of  the  newspaper  England^  owned  by  a 
Member  of  this  House  : — 

*'  291,  Strand,  London,  August  4, 1893. 

**  The  M61^  in  the  House  of  Commons. — Dear 
Sir, — I  beg  to  call  your  special  attention  to  the 
extreme  Party  value  of  the  account  of  the 
m^l^  in  the  House  of  Commons  which  appears 
on  pp.  10,  11,  and  12  of  England  this  week.  It 
is  the  only  full  and  consecutive  narrative  which 
has  heen  published,  and  proves  clearly  that  the 
Radicals  and  Irish  were  the  cause  of  the 
disorder.  It  should  be  circulated  in  every 
constituency  and  in  all  Conservative  clubs. 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

*«  H.  Walker,  Manager." 

Whether  the  newspaper  in  question,  under 
the  date  of  August  8,  publishes  a  series 
of  highly-coloured  statements  of  a  one- 
sided and  imflammatory  character  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  endeavour  to 
turn  the  incident  to  Party  uses,  and 
avail  of  it  for  the  political  purposes  of 
one  political  Party,  he  will  reconsider 
the  attitude  taken  by  the  Government 
as  to  taking  any  steps  with  respect  to 
the  recent  disturbances?  As  an  excuse 
for  asking  the  last  question,  I  may  quote 
two  short  extracts  from  the  paper.  One 
is  this — 

^*  Mr.  Logan  is  well-known  as  a  bruiser,  and 
has  often  fought  with  navvies  and  others  in  his 
district.  Knowing  his  fondness  for  fighting, 
his  friends  were  very  anxious  about  him  on 
Thursday  night." 

The  other. is  as  follows : — 

"Some  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  followers  in  the 
Press,  wise  in  their  generation,  have  endeavoured 
to  say  that  Mr.  Gl^tone  could  not  see  or  hear 
what  was  going  on.  This  is  perfectly  fidse. 
Mr.  Gladstone  can  see  well  enough  if  he  chooses^ 
and  if  the  disturbance  had  been  caused  by  the 
Conservative  or  Unionist  Members  he  would 
have  been  prompt  enough  to  rise  to  Order  and 
to  uphold  the  Chair." 

If  the  Prime  Minister  prefers  it,  I  will 
put  the  question  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  only 
within  the  last  five  minutes  I  have  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  purport  of  the 
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questiou  which  my  hon.  Frieud  has  put 
to  me.  I  answer  it,  therefore,  without 
the  advantages  I  might  have  had  from 
a  more  deliberate  review  and  a  better 
acquaintance  with  its  terms,  which  I 
have,  perhaps,  caught  imperfectly.  Still 
I  think,  Sir,  I  have  gathered  its  general 
purport.  It  appears  to  me  to  travel  into 
a  region  where  I  do  not  think  we  should 
be  prepared  to  follow  the  editor  of  the 
newspaper  from  whom  my  hon.  Friend 
has  quoted.  The  matter  is  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  public.  If  any  improper 
language  has  been  used,  or  improper 
insinuations  made,  well,  that,  I  am  afraid, 
is  apt  to  happen  in  the  administration  of 
a  free  Press,  or  of  any  Press,  and  less, 
perhaps,  in  a  free  Press  than  any  other. 
But  it  must  happen,  and  it  must  be  left 
to  correction  by  the  good  sense  of  the 
public.  In  any  case,  however,  I  think 
that  the  judgment  of  this  House, 
recorded  especially  most  formally  in 
words  used  by  yourself  from  the  Chair, 
which  words  have  been  made  matter 
of  permanent  record — that  judgment,  I 
think,  is  to  be  regarded  by  us  as  final ; 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  anything  has 
happened  which  ought  to  lead  the  Go- 
vernment to  recede  from  the  view  they 
have  taken  of  the  subject. 

POOR      LAW     GUARDIANS     AND     THE 
UNEMPLOYED. 

Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  will  issue  a  Circular  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  setting  forth  the 
powers  possessed  by  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  setting  the  unemployed  to  work  and 
paying  them  reasonable  wages  ;  and  how 
far  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
co-operate  with  the  Guardians  in  meeting 
cases  of  exceptional  distress  caused  by 
large  bodies  of  men  being  unable  to  find 
employment  in  any  locality  ?  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  as  the  ques- 
tion was  handed  in  by  me,  it  contained 
another  paragraph  asking  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  read  a  certain 
article  dealing  with  the  powers  possessed 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  to  find  work  for 
the  unemployed ;  whether  he  agreed 
therewith;  and  whether  he  would  issue  a 
Circular  asking  Boards  to  put  the  powers 
into  operation  ? 

•Mb;  *.  H.  FOWLER :  That  is  a 
Biatfer  of  opinion,  on  which  the  House 
pdsslblj  "^ould  hardly  desire  to  have  my 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


views.  I  may  tell  the  hon.  Member  I 
am  carefully  investigating  the  whole 
question,  which  is  one  attended  with 
very  considerable  difficulty.  My  present 
intention  is  to  lay  a  case  before  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  in  order  that 
we  may  be  accurately  advised  as  to 
what  is  the  position  under  the  old  Act  of 
Elizabeth,  and  how  far  it  is  affi^cted  by 
the  Poor  Law  Act  of  1834.  I  sent  the 
hon.  Member  a  note,  asking  him  to  post- 
pone the  question. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE:  I  did  not 
receive  the  note.  When  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expect  to  get  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  H.  n.  FOWLER  :  I  shall  lose  no 
time  over  the  matter. 

BRITISH  PROTECTION  IN  TANGIER. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  a  person  named  Boubker 
el  Ganjour  is  or  has  at  any  time  been  an 
agent  of  the  British  Government,  or  of 
the  British  Minister  at  the  Shereefian 
Court  of  Morocco  ? 

*The  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  person  mentioned  in  the 
question  has  been  employed  by  Her 
Majesty^s  Legation,  and  has  received 
British  protection  in  consequence. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Is  this 
man  still  under  the  protection  of  the 
British  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Yes,  Su- ;  the  protec- 
tion  has  not  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  the  Foreign 
Office  acquainted  with  the  antecedents  of 
this  man  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  To  this  extent— that 
certain  grave  charges  were  brought 
against  him,  and  he  brought  an  action 
for  libel,  which  was  decided  publicly  in 
his  favour,  and  a  fine  of  £100  was  im- 
posed on  the  man  who  originally  made 
the  statements. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  it  a  fact 
that  certain  houses  belonging  to  this 
man  were  closed  by  the  order  of  the 
Sultan  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  say  whether 
it  is  a  fact,  but  about  this  time  last  rear 
the  Sultan  expressly  stated  that  there 
was  no  complaint  whatever  to  make  of 
him. 
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O'o.  428.) 
COXMDEitATIOX.       [fIRST    NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Gexeral  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) rose  to  move  a  new  clause 
giving  power  to  make  statutory  declara- 
don  ^  danger  to  life. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  This  clause  b  out 
of  Order  ;  it  would  require  to  be  origi- 
nated in  Committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  I  wish  to  propose  a  refereu- 
dam  clause  as  to  whether  the  Act  shall 
come  into  operation. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  clause  is  not 
in  Order,  because  it  would  require  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

[The  next  new  clause  was  in  the  name 
of  the  same  bon.  Member,  and  dealt  with 
the  limitations  of  the  powers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature.] 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  think  that  would 
properly  come  as  an  Amendment  to 
Clause  3. 

Mk.  PARB:ER  smith  :  Clause  3  is 
an  absolute  prohibition  of  certain  sub- 
jects. This  new  clause  deals  with  a 
suspension  of  certain  subjects. 
•Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  rather  coming 
to  the  help  of  the  hon.  Member  bv  !<ug- 
gesting  it  as  an  Amendment  to  Clause  3 : 
but  as  it  stands  it  is  oat  of  Order.  If 
it  were  moved  it  would  be  open  to  anj 
hon.  Member  to  propose  that  each  sub- 
ject mvolved  in  it  should  be  embodied 
in  a  separate  clause. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  I  have  a 
new  clause  to  be  inserted  after  Claiue  5, 
dealing  with  the  reservaiioo  of  the  Rojal 
Assent. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
Is  not  this  the  substaaee  of  aa  Ameod- 
ment  to  Clause  o,  and  not  a  new  elauae  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  that  h  m. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  I  have  next 
a  new  clause,  to  be  inserted  after  ClaiH^ 
7y  providing  for  re«li«triliottoa  after  10 
years. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT  r  Louth,  X.) :  !• 
not  this  subject  to  the  aaaae  mle  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Yea,  I  tbiflk  m. 


[The  next  clause,  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member,  to  be  inserted  after  Clause 
9,  dealt  with  the  appointment  of  Boun- 
dary Commissioners.] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY'  :  StiU  the  same 
point  arises  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  No ;  I  do  not  thmk 

so. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he 
desired  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
following  new  clause: — 

-  The  persons  named  in  the  Schedule  of  this 
Act  shall  with  all  practicable  despatch  draw  up 
and  submit  to  one  of  Her  Majestr's  principal 
Secretaries  of  State  a  Report  showing  Bcfaemea 
for  dividing  Ireland  into  oonstitnendea  for 
electing  Members  to  the  Legislative  Coiuicil, 
the  L^latire  Assembly,  and  the  Hooae  of 
Commons  respectively,  and  «idi  Beport  shall 
be  submitted  to  Parliament.  Provided  that  in 
such  schemes  the  number  of  dectflta  in  each 
constituency  shall  be  as  nearly  aa  may  be  pro- 
portional  to  the  number  of  Memben  returned 
bv  the  constituency,  and  provided  that  in  sudi 
schemes  the  existing  boundaries  erf  ooonties 
an^l  boroughs  shall  so  far  as  pOMible  be 
foUoweiL" 

He  regretted  having  been  called  upon  to 
move  it  so  unexpectedly,  as  he  feared  he 
could  not  DOW  do  so  important  a  subject 
the  justice  it  demanded,  and  which   he 
would  have  done   if  iiM>re  time  had  been 
allowed    him.      He    waa   bound  to  say- 
he    thought      the    Schedules    and     the 
system  of  distribution  were  roost  unfair 
and  unsatisfactory.     They  would  lead  to 
a  represenUtion  of  Ireland,  both  in  Ire- 
land and  at  Westminster,  which  wooJd  be 
by  no  means  representative  of  the  geunJBe 
opinion  of  the  people  of  IrehtwL     It  did 
not  seem  possible  for  Parijament  to  draw 
up  a   Schedule  and    arrange    the    dis- 
tribution of  seaU.      The   hon.   Member 
for  South  Tyrone  had  framed  a  distri- 
bution scheme  which  was  much    fairer 
than  the  one  contained  in  the  Schedule 
of  the  BUI ;  but,  with  all  reapeet  to  that 
hon.  Memljer,  he  held  that  it  would  be 
iDore  satisfactory  if  they  oonU  eaUblifih 
a  Boundary  Comrnifsion  with  full  and 
complete  authority  to  go  through   the 
eoautrr    and    inveatii^ate    the    fair  aad 
!  proper'  divi»ionji,    «uli«j<joentJy     hiyiiig 
.  Ijefore  Parikment  a  proper  and  adequate 
\9eheme.     Tliere   waa,  at   leaat,   a  year 
•  availal>ie  during  which  aoeh  a  ^■eation 
'  might  be  eoMwd^ffed  and  deliberated  upon. 
Ao  i«6mtelr  f««*  «*^  tmer  retttli  could 
be  thiw  olKaioed.    Thk  new  ekoK  wm 
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taken  from  the  Act  of  1886,  whereby  it 
was     proved    that    a    Boundary    Com- 
mission should  be  established  to  distribute 
the   constituencies   in  view  of   the  Re- 
distribution  Bill   of   that   period.      The 
Commission  did  make  the  investigation; 
it  presented  its  Report  to  the  Secretary 
of  State;  that  Report  was  laid  as  speedily 
as   possible  before  Parliament;  and  the 
House   was   enabled,  by   means  of   the 
materials  with  which  it  was  supplied,  to 
arrive  at  a  true  method  of  distribution. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean   (Sir  C.  W.  Dilke) 
had  pointed  out  the  impossibility,  under 
present  circumstances,  of  coming  to  any 
fair      result,     and     of     criticising     the 
Schedules  in  an  adequate  or  satisfactory 
manner.     The  House  ought  to  appoint 
an   impartial    body   of   Boundary  Com- 
missioners, and  ought  also  to  lay  down 
general  principles   for   the  guidance   of 
those  Commissioners  in  dividing  Ireland 
into  such  constituencies  as  would  give  a 
full    and     fair     representation     to     the 
different  portions   of   the   country,   and 
of     the     different     shades    of    opinion. 
It    was   notorious    that   in  the  present 
division    of    Ireland — that    division    of 
constituencies  which  the  Bill  sought  to 
perpetuate — the   representation    of    the 
South   was  extravagant,  whilst  that   of 
the  North  was  not   larger  than  the  cor- 
responding   divisions    of    England   and 
Scotland.     It   seemed  to  him   perfectly 
monstrous  that  when  they  were  making 
such  vital  and  fundamental  changes  as 
were  provided  for  in  the  Bill,  a  matter  of 
that  kind  should  be  left  untouched,  and 
that  they  should  give  to  very  small  con- 
stituencies  in   the  South    a   power  far 
beyond  that  which  they  deserved  accord- 
ing  to  their  numerical  strength,    while 
they  left  great  and  prosperous  parts  of 
the  North   with  a   representation   com- 
paratively small.     Seeing  that  the  Go- 
vernment professed    to    safeguard     the 
interests  of  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland, 
it  seemed  to  him   that    they   should  not 
leave  these  matters  where  they  were  on  the 
plea  of  want  of  time.       The   principle 
contained  in  his  clause  was  one  which 
the  Government  would  find  it  very  hard 
to  oppose,  whilst  that  of  the  Schedules 
was  one  which  they  would  find  it  equally 
hard   to   maintain.      In   submitting  his 
clause  be  was  confident  that  it  was  the 
only  proper,  fair,  and  adequate  method  of 
solving  the  problem. 

Mr.  Parker  Smith 


Clause  (Boundary  Conmiissiooers,) — 
(Mr.  Parker  5»ttM,)— brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL    (Tyrone,   S.) 
said,  that  if  the  Government  scheme  was 
one  which   had   been   adopted    by    the 
House   after  discussion,  probably  there 
would  be  something  to  be  said  for  their 
putting  it  forward  now  ;  but  inasmuch 
as    no    discussion    took    place    on   the 
Schedule  at  all,  and  as  it  was  accepted 
by    a    very    narrow    majority — 17 — he 
thought  he  should  be  in  Order  in  attempt- 
ing to  show  the  absolute  necessity    that 
existed   for  the   new  clause  of  his  hon. 
Friend.     According  to  the  Government 
proposal,   there    were  to    be    80    Irish 
Representatives     in     the    House    after 
the      Home      Rule     Bill     came     into 
operation.        He  should    have    thought 
it  would  have  been    considered  of    the 
first  importance,  in  distributing  these  80 
Members,  for  the  Government  to  do  their 
best  to  secure  a  fair  share — and  no  more 
than  a  fair  share— of  the  representation 
for  the  loyal  minority.     After  all  that 
had  been  said  about  the  duty  of    pro* 
tecting   the   minority,   he    should    have 
thought  that  the  Government  would  have 
so  arranged  matters  that  the   Schedule 
might  have  been  quoted  as  a.  proof  that 
the  Government  were  willing  to   bring 
the   principle  of   the  protection   of  the 
minority  into  operation.      He   proposed 
to  show  the  House  that  instead  of  this 
Schedule  being  fair,  and   there   havin^r 
been    any    pretence  of    protecting    the 
minority,   the    Government    had    acted 
on  precisely  the  opposite  principle,  and  had 
denied  to  the  minority  the  protection  they 
ought  to  have  had. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
he  rose  to  Order.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  he  proposed  to  disease 
the  Schedule  in  order  to  show  its  unfair- 
ness, and  by  reason  of  that  to  demonstrate 
the  necessity  for  the  new  clause.  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  wished  to  submit  either  of 
two  things— either  that  the  clause  should 
be  in  some  way  an  Amendment  to  the 
Schedule,  or  else  that  the  Schedule  should 
not  be  discussetl  on  the  new  clause, 

•Sir  C.  W.  dilke  (Gloucester,  Foi««t 
of  Dean)  said,  as  one  who  voted  againtt 
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the  Schedule,  might  he  point  out  that  the 
Dew  clause  was  inconsistent  with  the 
Schedule  as  it  now  stood  in  the  Bill  ? 
The  Amendment  assumed  that  there  were 
<x>nstituencies  which  had  to  be  divided 
by  means  of  the  Commissioners,  whereas 
the  constituencies,  as  set  out  in  the 
Schedule,  were  not  in  their  nature 
divisible. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  It  does  not  follow 

that   because  this  clause  is  inconsistent 

with   the    Schedule    that,   therefore,    it 

would  be  out  of  Order  to  discuss  it  as  a 

proposition.  The  hon.  Member  is  so  far 
in  Order  in  referring  to  the  Schedule — 
not  in  going  through  the  whole  of  the 
Schedule  to  show  that  there  is  an  unequal 
distribution  of  representative  power,  but 
as  showing  that  there  are  oases  which 
require  the  action  of  Boundary  Com- 
missioners. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  There  are  no 
such  cases  in  the  Bill.  The  boundaries 
in  the  Bill  are  set  forth. 

Mr.    T.     W.    RUSSELL    said,    he 

believed    this    was     a     problem    which 

•ought  to  be  settled  in  the  way  his  hon. 

Friend   (Mr.    Parker   Smith)   proposed. 

He  proposed  to  show  that  the  plan  of 
the  Government  would  work  out  unfairly, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  ought  to  be  accepted. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That   is  a   matter 

the  Boundary  Commissioners  would  be 

able  to  settle.     If  the  hon.  Member  can 

show  that  any  constituencies  should  be 
divided,  or  should  include  larger  areas 
than  they  at  present  include,  the  action 
of  Boundary  Commissioners  might  be 
invoked. 

Mr.    T.    W.    RUSSELL    said,    the 

Oovernment  Schedule  proposed  to  abolish 

the   present   division   of   counties.     His 

^wn  constituency  of  Tyrone  had  to  return 

three  Members  in  future.  It  now  returned 

four.     Well,  he  thought   the   Boundary 

Commissioners   ought  to   divide  it  into 

three.     He  could  only  demonstrate  that 

hj    showing    that    the    proposition    of 

the      Government     was       unfair,      and 

that      the      Boundary     Commissioners 

should    deal    with    the     matter.     The 

eonstituencies  should  be  divided  by  the 

Boundary  Commissioners  in   a  different 

way  to  that  proposed   by  the  Govern- 


ment. His  own  county  had  now  four 
Representatives.  Under  the  Schedule 
of  the  Government  it  would  have  three, 
and  as  a  matter  of  honestv,  on  the  face 
of  things,  one  would  suppose  that  the 
whole  county  was  to  elect  the  three 
Representatives,  and  that  each  elector 
would  have  three  votes  ;  but  he  was  in- 
formetl  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  that  that 
was  not  so — and  he  had  accepted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the  greatest 
authority  in  the  House  on  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  conveyed 
to  him  that  the  Minority  Clause  would 
operate. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  misunderstood  hira. 
That  clause  would  have  operated  but 
for  the  fact  that  it  had  never  existed 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Bill  applied  to  Eng- 
land or  Scotland  the  clause  would  operate, 
but  there  had  never  been  a  Minority 
Clause  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  must 
have  misunderstood  the  right  hon.Baronet. 
He  would  not  proceed  in  that  direction. 
County  Tyrone  was  divided  into  four, 
and  returned  two  Unionists  and  two 
Nationalists.  Under  the  Government 
Schedule  it  would  return  three  Members. 
If  a  Boundary  Commission  examined  into 
the  matter  a  Representative  would  be 
given  to  the  loyal  minority ;  but  under  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  the  whole 
county  would  vote,  and,  therefore,  the 
minority  would  be  crushed.  That  was  a 
clear  case  in  support  of  the  new  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Partick 
Division  of  Glasgow.  In  like  manner 
County  Down  now  had  four  Representa- 
tives, but  it  would  have  three  in  future. 
And  while  the  Government  were  doing 
this  they  were  actually  leaving  a  small 
borough  on  the  border  of  the  county — 
Newry — intact.  Newry  had  a  population 
of  under  2,000,  and  County  Down  a 
population  of  40,000.  There,  again,  a 
Boundary  Commission,  if  appointed,  would 

so  arrange  matters  that  County  Down, 
with  its  three  Representatives,  would 
give  a  representation  to  the  minority — in 
that  case  a  Nationalist  minority.  He 
might  go  still  further,  and  show  the 
necessity  of  something  of  this  kind  being 
done.  The  Government  plan  had 
evidently  been  considered  on  no  principle 
at  all  save  one,  and  tbftt  was  to  lessen 
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the  Uuionist  representntiou  in   Ireland. 
That,  it  appeared  to  him,  was  the  general 
principle   which  had  guided  those  who 
drew  up  the  Schedule,  and  he  could  not 
give  a  more  perfect  illustration  of  it  than 
by  saying  that  County  Kerry,  which  had 
four  Members  now,  was  to  have  three  in 
future.     Kerry  had  21,000  electors,  and 
was  to  be  left  with  three  Members  ;  but 
Armagh,  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  with 
26,000   electors,   would   only   have  two 
Members.     No   more   plain   and   patent 
case  of  gerrymandering  had  ever  been  put 
into  a  Bill  submitted  to  the  House  than 
the  proposal  of  the  Government.    Those 
who  ran  might  read  in  this  matter.  That 
one  example  was  quite  enough  to  show 
the  necessity  of  having  Boundary  Com- 
missioners to   go   into  this  thing  in  an 
unprejudiced    way,    and    split    up    the 
counties    so   as    to  protect   the   minori- 
ties.      The      Government,      he      sub- 
mitted,   had    not    made    the     slightest 
effort    to    do    anything    of     the    kind. 
Ireland  had  740,000  electors;  and  if  the 
small  boroughs  had  been  left  out,  it  was 
certain  that  constituencies  of  8,000  and 
9,000  would  have  been  apportioned   to 
make   up   the   number  of  80  Members, 
and    that    would     have     produced    22 
Unionists,  instead  of  the   15   for   which 
the  Government  allowed.     Nothing  more 
gerrymandering  than  this  scheme  of  the 
Government  had  ever  taken  place.     The 
vote  of  the  House  when  the  Schedule 
was  passed  iii  Committee  showed  that 
even  Members  on  the  Government  side 
were   not   all   prepared  to    accept   this 
shameful   arrangement.      The    Govern- 
ment could  not   say,    in   view    of    this 
Schedule,    that   they   were   giving   fair 
play  to  the  minority,  or  that  the  Bill  was 
not  a  disfranchising   Bill.      It   disfran- 
chised Dublin  University,  and  took  away 
21  County  Members,  and,  so  far  as  it  did 
that,   it   was   a  disfranchising  measure. 
The  Government,  after  the   professions 
they  had  made,  ought   to   be  studiously 
careful  to  give  the  minority  in  Ireland  a 
fair  share  of  representation  in  that  House. 
Because  he  was  certain  that  they  would 
not  have  that  fair  share,  and  because  he 
was  certain  that  they  were  being  gerry- 
mandered  out   of   it.    he   supported  the 
proposal,  as  the  only  fair  one  which  could 
be   submitted   to   deal   with   a    difficult 
matter  of  this  kind. 

Mr.    BARTLEY    (Islington,     N.) : 
said,  this  was  a  question  which  concerned 

Mr.  T.  W.Rusnell 


all   Members  in    the   House.      On    the 
Keform  Bill  of  1886,  the  question  of  the 
boundaries  was  one  wliich  required  great 
attention ;  and  so  far  as  he  could  nnder* 
stand   these    three-sided   cons  tit  aenciee, 
unless  there  was  some  Boundary  Com- 
mission to  arrange  and  divide  them,   the 
majority  in  any  county  must  return  all 
the  Members,  and  therefore  there  would 
be  no  representation   of   the  minority. 
That   struck   at   the   very   root   of    the 
principle  adopted  in  the  Bill  of   1885^ 
when   the   coimties   were    divided    into 
single-seat  constituencies.     He  presumed 
that     the     Bill     had     been    carefoUj 
drawn  to   minimise   the    representation 
of  the  loyal   minority  in  Ireland.     The 
cases  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site clearly  showed  that  seats  had    been 
retained  in  those   districts  where  there 
was  a  majority  of  Nationalists   whilst  a 
different  policy  had  been  adopted  in  those 
districts   which  now   returned   Unionist 
Members.     They  were  given  to   under* 
stand  that  the  reduced  numbers  would 
fairly  represent  the  Ulster  Loyalists  ;  but, 
if   that  were  so   it  was  clear   that  the 
Nationalists    in    the    South   and    West 
ought  to  be  largely  reduced.     But  the 
Schedule  as  it  stood  would  do  nothing 
to    reduce    them.       It   seemed   to   him 
strange    that    when    this    matter     W8» 
brought  before  the  Government  they  did 
not   attempt    to   say   a    word    even    to 
defend  their  own  views.    Th«  indictment 
brought  against  them  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  was  unanswerable.     The  Prime 
Minister  would  not  dare  to  do  in  Eng- 
land or  Scotland  what  he  was  proposing 
to  do  in  Ireland.     He  should  not  have 
risen  only  that  the  Government  seemed 
as  if  they  did  not  wish  to  discuss   this 
matter.     They  asked  for  a  reason  for  the 
Government  proposal,  and  he  took  it  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  bound  to  give  a 
reply.      The  proposal    was  contrary    to 
recognised  principles,  as  was  shown  br 
the     Debates    on     the     Redistributioo 
Bill  of  1885 — and  shown  bv  no  one  more 

m 

strongly  than  the  Prime  Minister  himself* 
They  ought  to  have  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners  appointed,  for,  though  they 
might  gerrymander  to  a  certain  extcmt, 
they  could  not  do  so  to  the  same  extant 
as  the  Bill. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  £•  Gladstone,  Edin* 
burgh,  ^lidlothian)  :  I  will  endeavour  to 
distinguish  between  the  violent  hutguage 
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of  the  last  two  speakers  and  the  c&se  for 
which  they  argne.     They  have  brought 
forward     allegations     of     the     gravest 
character ;    and   with    respect   to   their 
violent   language,  it    would  have   been 
better  if  they  had    observed    that    the 
Government  Schedule  rests  upon  certain 
distinct  principles,  and  the  guiding  prin- 
ciple between  county  and  county  is  the 
principle     of    population,    which     does 
not  look  so  like  the   corrupt   intention 
which  hon.   Members  are  so  ready    to 
attribute  to  us.     However,  I  go  to  their 
arguments.    The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  says  the  Schedules  provide  for  a 
representation  of  80  Irish  Members,  and 
that  only  15  of  those  will  be  Unionists. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  my 
calculation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon. 
Member,  having  made  his  own  calcula- 
tion, proceeds  to  frame  upon  it  an  indict- 
ment in  scarcely  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage. Though  the  hon.  Member 
has  undoubted  ability,  he  has  something 
to  learn  in  that  direction.  The 
allegation  was  most  important,  and  the 
Government  was  most  anxious  that  it 
should  be  examined.  But  it  appears  to 
us  that  the  place  for  examining  it  is  not 
upon  such  an  Amendment  as  this,  but 
upon  the  Schedule  itself.  The  new  clause 
submitted,  though  it  provides  for  the 
appointment  of  Boundary  Commissioners 
to  consider  the  question  of  boundaries, 
has  no  operative  force  whatever,  and  it 
is  a  clause  which  the  Government  be- 
lieve it  is  not  expedient  to  adopt.  It 
appears  to  me  that  if,  in  considering  the 
Schedule,  the  House  of  Commons  deter- 
tnined  that  it  was  essential  or  important 
to  apply  to  it  the  principle  of  the  single- 
Member  districts  the  best  way  probably 
would  be  to  proceed  by  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, which  Orders  would  be  subjected  to 
the  review  of  Parliament.  No  doubt  the 
question  of  whether  the  plan  of  proceed- 
ing by  population  and  observing  the  old 
distinction  of  counties  and  boroughs  is  a 
good  one  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  It  is 
open  to  argument ;  but  if  there  should 
oe  a  widespread  opinion  that  such  a 
«cheme  is  unjust,  the  Government  are 
'^dy  to  consider  the  objection  in  all  its 
particulars.  But  there  is  one  point  of 
^^t  importance  which  we  should  not 
shirk.  I  have  stated  what  our  motive 
^'^'  In  adopting  the  population  scale, 
combined    with    the    old     divisions    of 


boroughs  and  counties,  our  motive  was  to 
avoid  the  intolerable  inconvenience  which 
would  be  occasioned  if  Ireland  were  di- 
vided into  one  set  of  districts  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  into 
another  set  for  the  purpose  of  returning 
Members  to  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Surely  it  must  be  obvious  to  hon. 
Members  that  great  inconvenience  would 
arise  in  that  way.  Here  the  object  has 
been  to  avoid  that  inconvenience ;  but  if 
it  is  found  on  careful  examination  that 
our  mode  of  division  is  unfair  to  any  par- 
ticular interest  in  Ireland,  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  you  would  not  be  able  to  meet 
the  difficulty  by  amending  the  Schedule. 
At  any  rate,  I  am  quite  sure  that  to 
attempt  to  argue  the  question  on  an  Amend- 
ment which  has  no  legislative  force  what- 
ever— because  the  Schedule  will  have  been 
acted  upon  before  the  Commissioners 
could  proceed  to  make  their  inquiries — 
will  be  a  waste  of  time.  I  make  no 
charge  against  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
score  of  motive.  I  quite  think  the 
question  is  deserving  of  the  judgment  of 
the  House,  which  judgment  ought  to  be 
founded  upon  discussion,  and  I  shall  not 
object  to  discussion  on  the  Schedule  when 
the  proper  time  for  it  arrives.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  has  suggested  that 
if  the  House  be  disposed  to  part  with 
several  of  the  boroughs  in  Ireland  the 
county  representation  might  be  amended. 
That  is  a  fair  question  to  consider.  It  is  a 
question  which  there  is  nothing  whatever 
to  prevent  us  from  considering.  But  I 
think  it  might  be  inconvenient  to  proceed 
by  an  enactment  which  would  provide 
for  the  appointment  of  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, and  makes  no  provision  for 
giving  effect  to  the  result  of  their 
inquiry. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
I  will  endeavour  to  guard  myself  against 
the  use  of  language  which  might  be 
called  violent.  But  I  submit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
one  of  the  objectious  that  have  been 
raised.  The  point  we  are  discussing 
now  is  one  of  principle.  The  question 
is  whether  we  shall,  by  hard-and-fast 
enactment,  define  the  constituencies,  or 
whether  the  constituencies  ought  to  be 
defined  by  means  of  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners. I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Prime  Minister  to  the  fact  that 
whenever  constituencies  have  been  re- 
adjusted Parliament  has  always  proceeded 
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hy  Bouudary  Coram Lssioners.     The  right 
hon.  Geatlemau  himself  shows  that  bj 
the  course  he  has  taken  in  framing  this 
Bill.     You  cannot  do  justice  in  the  Bill 
if  you    have   to   deal    with    boundaries. 
How     could     the     Committee     define 
boundaries,  and  enter  into  a  discussion  as 
to  how  certain  constituencies  should  be 
cut   up  ?     The  •  Government  knew  that 
they  could  not  define  geographical  areas 
which  would  be  just,  and  therefore  they 
have  fallen  back   upon  the  old  county 
boundary,  which   is  an  act  of  retrogres- 
sion, and  contrary  to  what  we  have  been 
doing  for  years.     Wc  first  had  counties 
where  two  Members  were  returned,  but 
the  different  sizes  rendered  it  necessary  that 
we  should  have  three  Members.  We  tried 
in  the  Act  of  1867  to  remedy  the  defect 
in  Great  Britain  by   the  minority  vote, 
but  that  was  found  to  fail.    ["No, no ! "] 
Well,  it  has  not  been  thought  by  Liberal 
Governments  a  success.     Then  we  re 
turned  one  Member  for  different  areas, 
so  that  in  a  large  county  the  minority 
might  obtain  representation,  and  so  that, 
as   the   Liberal    Party   contended,  there 
might  be  a  full  expression  of  the  opinion 
of   the   constituencies.     In    the   present 
proposal,  however,  the  Government  were 
practically   undoing  what  was  done  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1885.     The 
Government    are    acting    in    the    most 
unjust  way  to  the  Irish  constituencies, 
which    ought    to    be   considered    in    the 
most   sensitive   manner.      They  are  re- 
turning to  an    electoral    system    which 
leaves  the  minority  entirely  unrepresented. 
This  is  a  most  extraordinary  course  for 
the  Liberal  Party   to  take,  seeing  that 
they    have    always     claimed    that    the 
minority  shall  not  be  put  on  one  side, 
and  it  leads  one  to  think  there  must  be 
some  reason  behind.     I  would  prefer  to 
take  it  that  the  Government  are  anxious 
that  this  Bill  should  not  be  delayed  for 
an  hour,  and  therefore  do  not  wish  to  do 
what  was  done  in  Great  Britain — that  is 
to  say,  appoint  a  Commission  to  work 
out  the  boundaries.     The  Bill   is   to  be 
hurried   on.     But   if    it   is    hurried    on 
the    result    will     be    an    extraordinary 
amount    of     inequality,     and    that     in- 
equality   all   in   one  du^ction.     Taking 
the     City     of     Cork     and     comparing 
it     with     Belfast,     the     preponderance 
will    l>e    found    to   be   enormous.     The 
House  has  to  consider  whether  it   will 
accept   a   return  to   the   old   system   of 
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three-Membered  constituencies,   or   will 
insist  upon    cutting  counties  up,  as   in 
Great  Britain,  into  three  constituencieft, 
so  as  to  prevent  minorities  being  entirely 
shut  out  from  representation.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  says,  "Wait 
till  you  come  to  the  Schedule."     When 
are   we   to    reach   the   Schedule  ?     We 
have  not  discussed  it  at  all  yet,  and  have 
had   no   opportunity  of  doing  so.     Are 
we   to   have    an    opportunity  ?     Am     I 
to  understand  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that    under    all    circumstances    we    are 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Schedule  ?     But,   even  if   we   do   have 
such     an     opportunity,     we     shall     be 
bound    to  the   Schedule    principle,    and 
shall   be    prevented    from    having    any 
inquiry  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners. 
If,  when  the  House  reaches  the  Schedule 
it    is     found     that    the     inequality     is 
such    as  the   House   cannot   deal    with 
of  its  own    knowledge,  will    the  Prime 
Minister  consent  to  delegation  to  Com- 
missioners of  the  power  of  making  in- 
quiry   into  the   question  ?     This    is    so 
important  a  matter   of  principle  that  I 
do  not  care  to    turn    to  either  hand  in 
this    controversy,   and  to    ask   whether 
there    has    been    an   attempt   to  obtain 
political  power  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  boundaries  are  settled  ?      But,  cet* 
tainly,  the  effect  of  the  arrangement  is 
to    give    political    power.      I   hope  the 
House    will    not   consent    to    go    back- 
wards, and  to  shut  out  the  minority  from 
having  any  chance  of  electing  Represen- 
tatives.      The      House     is     asked      to 
sacrifice  the  electors  of  this  country  and 
the     representation     of     this     country. 
Members     are     asked    to    give     undue 
power  to  Irish  electors,  by  enabling  them 
to  vote  for  three    Members,    when    the 
English  elector  can  only  vote  for   one. 
Whatever   is  the  answer  given    by   the 
House,    I   know    what    answer  will   he 
given  outside  the  House — namely,  that 
the  inequalities  and  the  injustice  of  the 
scheme  should  not  be  committed  at  the 
expense  of  the  electors  of  Great  Britain. 
•Mr.  ROBY  (Lancashire,  S Ji.,  Eccled) 
said,    he  agreed   very  much  with  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  H.  James) 
had  just  said — namely,  that  it    wa^  ex- 
ceedingly desirable  that  the   system  of 
one-Member    constituencies    should    be 
adopted.     The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone     (Mr.     T.     W.     Russell)     had 
made  a  most  unjust  charge,  and  one  that 
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showed  how  little  he  had  considered  the 
AmeDdment  he  was  supporting.  If  the 
hoD.  Member  looked  at  the  populations, 
he  would  find  that  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers given  to  Armagh  and  Tyrone  was 
about  right. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
compared  Armagh  and  Cavan. 

*Mr.  BOBY  said,  that,  comparing  the 
population  of  Cavan  and  Armagh,  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  were 
reasonable  enough,  and  they  only  looked 
anfair  if  the  number  of  the  electors  was 
coosidered.  His  own  view  was  rather 
in  favour  of  taking  population  as  the 
basis,  and  that  was  the  view  set  forth  in 
the  clause  before  the  House. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  No ;  it  is  electorate, 
and  not  population. 

•Mr.  BOBY  begged  pardon.  He  had 
the  wrong  clause  before  him.  At  all 
events,  if  population  were  taken  as  the 
liasis,  the  number  of  Bepresentatives 
given  in  the  Schedule  was  about  right. 
He  very  much  desired,  however,  that 
some  plan  should  be  found — and  he  had 
not  the  least  doubt  that  the  Government 
could  find  one — by  which  the  principle 
of  siugle-Member  constituencies  could 
be  maintained,  and  by  which  the  basis 
of  population  could  be  acted  upon,  irre- 
spective of  the  distinction  between  coun- 
ties and  boroughs.  He  did  not  think  it 
right  that  because  certain  people  lived  in 
a  borough  they  should  continue  to  exer- 
cise a  power  which  would  not  be  given 
to  the  same  number  of  persons  in  a 
county.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
difficulty  in  regard  to  future  clashing 
njight  be  got  over  if  when  the  Irish 
Legislature,  if  they  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
had  fixed  their  boundaries  the  Imperial 
Legislature  should  adopt  as  far  as  they 
bought  fit  the  boundaries  laid  down  by 
the  Irish  Legislature.  But  on  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  to  obtain  single- 
Member  constituencies,  the  Government 
knew  far  better  what  to  do  than  he  could 
tell  them. 

Mr.  boss  (Londonderry)  said,  the 
W.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
attempted  to  justify  the  Bill  by  an  appeal 
to  population.  He  (Mr.  Boss)  considered 
tljat,  whether  they  took  the  test  of  the 
iiumbers  of  electors  or  the  test  of  popula- 
tion, the  result  was  nothing  short  of 
gcn-ymandering.  Let  them  assume  that 
the  number  of  Irish  Bepresentatives  in 
the  HouHe  was  to  be  reduced  to  80.     The 


average  population  for  each  seat  would 
be  about  50,000,  and  the  number  of 
electors  9,200.  If  they  took  Armagh 
and  compared  it  with  Meath,  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Schedule  had  been 
framed  would  be  apparent.  Armagh,  with 
twice  the  number  of  electors  and  twice 
the  population,  had  only  the  same 
number  of  Bepresentatives.  He  would 
like  to  know  from  whose  brain  the 
Schedule  sprang  ?  They  had  heard 
nothing  about  this.  Fermanagh  had 
only  745  electors  and  1,500  population 
less  than  County  Meath  ;  but  Fermanagh 
had  one  and  Meath  two  Bepresentatives* 
Kerry,  with  20,700  electors  and  1 78,000 
population,  had  actually  the  same  number 
of  Bepresentatives  as  County  Down,  with 
38,000  electors  and  208,000  population. 
Could  anyone  justify  that  ?  Leitrim  had 
14,000  electors  and  78,000  population, 
and  Londonderry  20,000  electors  and 
118,700  population  ;  yet  Leitrim  had  the 
same  number  of  Bepresentatives  as  Lon- 
donderry. The  matter  was  beyond  all 
argument.  Had  the  Government  in- 
vented this  scheme,  or  taken  it  second- 
hand fi'om  someone  well-acquainted  with 
the  art  of  gerrymandering  ?  Gladstonian 
Members  had  pledged  themselves  to  see 
that  the  minority  in  Ireland  got  fair 
play.  How  could  they  face  their  con- 
stituents if  they  supported  such  a 
palpably  unfair  scheme  for  gerryman- 
dering ?  These  facts  and  figure  were 
beyond  all  arguments.  No  amount  of 
fence  or  of  skilful  play,  in  which 
Ministers  were  so  expert,  would  get  rid  of 
them  ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  respectfully 
submitted  that  they  demonstrated  to  the 
nation  that  this  Schedule  had  been  put 
in  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  crushing, 
diminishing,  or  destroying  minority  repre- 
sentation in  Ireland.  Surely  the  Go- 
vernment were  exposing  the  minority 
to  enough  harm  and  danger  without 
depriving  them  of  some  appearance  of 
proportionate  representation  in  the  new 
Parliament  they  proposed  to  establish  ? 
He  submitted  that  this  was  a  fraudu- 
lent Schedule.  [^Nationalisl  cries  of 
"Order!"]  He  did  not  accuse  the 
Ministry,  but  he  submitted  that  they  had 
taken  it  second-hand  from  someone  who 
had  designedly  framed  it  to  destroy 
minority  representation.  He  appealed  to 
the  Liberal  Members  who  had  given  the 
pledges  he  had  alluded  to  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 
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stand  jou  destroy  the  political  life  of  the 
minority  in  Belfast  or  in  the  County  of 
Dublin.     If  there  is  a  Boundary  Com- 
mission it  will  be  said  there  is  gerry- 
mandering ;  but  there  need  not  be  any 
suggestion    of    gerrymandering    at    all. 
We  can  take  the  existing  electoral  divi- 
sions   and    adopt    a    better    method   of 
election,    which    will    secure    that    the 
minority  shall  be  adequately  represented, 
and  we  shall  thus  avoid  the  gross  and 
indefensible    injustices     which    are    in- 
volved in  the  Schedules  as  they  stand. 
I  admit  the  present  clause  is  insufficient. 
Some  other  step  of  a  practical  kind  will 
have  to  be  taken  to  arrive  at  a  solution 
of   the  issues  involved  ;  but  good  service 
has  been  rendered  in  raising  the  question 
now,  because  when  we  come  to  subse- 
quent proposals  we  shall  know  what  we 
are  driving  at,  and  we  shall  have  in  view 
the  character  and  motives  that  underlie 
these  proposals. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out  clearly  the  impracticable 
nature  of  the  clause  before  them.  Strong 
as  were  his  own  objections  to  the 
Schedule,  he  could  not  support  this  clause, 
which  ran  directly  counter  to  every 
Bedistribution  Bill  that  had  been  intro- 
duced in  that  House.  Population  had 
always  been  adopted  as  the  basis  of 
representation,  and  he  objected  to  the 
introduction  of  any  new  principle  when 
they  were  dealing  only  with  the  case  of 
Ireland.  [^Laug/iter,']  He  had  objected 
also  to  other  clauses,  on  the  ground  that 
they  embodied  entirely  new  principles  in 
dealing  with  the  Irish  case.  The  Census 
of  1881  was  distinctly  adopted  as  the  basis 
of  what  was  done  in  1885.  If  they  were 
to  look  upon  this  as  a  practical  scheme 
they  would  have  to  ask  what  it  meant. 
It  was  a  most  difficult  clause  to  interpret. 
The  Government  difficulty  was  that  while 
21  county  seats  were  taken  away,  no 
borough  seats  were  taken.  It  was  from 
that  fact  that  their  other  difficulties  had 
sprung.  There  were  other  difficulties,  as, 
for  instance,  that  the  arrangement  of 
1884-5,  relating  to  single-Member  consti- 
tuencies, would  be  affected.  For  that 
reason  he  could  not  vote  for  the  Schedule, 
but  he  must  vote  against  this  clause. 
•Siu  T.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  said, 
his  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  had  been  charged 
by  the  Prime  Minister  with  using  violent 


language  on  that  and  other  occasions,  bat 
his  hon.  Friend  had  very  strong  feelings 
in  this  matter,  and  so  had  the  minority  in 
Ulster.  They  thought  this  Bill  meant 
the  expatriation  and  the  ruin  of  Irish 
Unionists.  This  proposal  had  been  left 
unamended  in  Committee,  and  under  the 
circumstances  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  understand  a  little  the  indignation 
of  Irish  LTnionists  at  the  gerrymandering 
which  was  proposed.  Irish  Unionists 
under  the  clause  would  be  worse  treated 
than  they  were  now.  The  Prime  Minister 
asked  what  proof  existed  for  his  hon. 
Friend's  contention.  How  did  matters 
stand  now  ?  Every  Protestant  in  Ireland 
was  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  No, 
no ! 

•Sir  T.  lea  said,  the  hon.  Member 
said  "No,  no  !"  Perhaps  there  were  a  few 
Protestants  here  and  there  who  said 
they  were  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  the 
late  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party — Mr, 
Parnell— clapped  them  into  Parliament 
when  he  found  them  ;  but  they  had 
to  deal  here  with  the  broad  que&- 
tion,  and  he  said  that,  as  a  body^ 
Irish  Protestants  were  against  Home 
Rule.  They  had  tested  the  question, 
and  they  had  found  Irish  Protestants 
voting  according  to  their  convictions* 
He  did  not  know  how  many  Catholic 
Unionists  were  represented  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  St.  Stephen's 
Green  (Mr.  W.  Kenny);  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  process  of  gerrymandering  would 
affect  the  minorities,  whether  Catholic  or 
Protestant.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
this  was  not  the  proper  place  for  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  question.  But  would  they 
have  a  definite  promise  that  the  Schedule 
would  be  considered,  or  that  some  other 
equitable  proposal  would  be  brought 
forward  ?  He  wished  to  show  that  the 
treatment  to  be  meted  out  to  the  Unionists 
would  place  them  in  a  worse  position 
than  they  were  at  present.  If  they 
would  refer  to  the  figures  of  the  votes 
for  County  Derry  and  County  Meath 
they  would  see  that,  while  the  latter 
county  had  about  half  the  number  of 
voters  that  Derry  had,  yet  it  returned  as 
many  Members  as  Derry.  This  showed 
that  the  provision  for  representation  was 
inadequate,  and  what  applied  to  Derry 
applied  to  Unionist  representation 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland^ 
Unionists  had  very  strong  feelings  upon 
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this  subject.  They  would  have  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  upon  no  terms 
whatever,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
Government  had  not  given  them  the 
slightest  hope  that  the  Schedules  would 
be  amended  with  the  object  of  making 
them  fair  towards  the  minority  for  whom 
he  spoke. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C.  W. 
Dilke) — who  is,  perhaps,  the  highest 
authority  in  this  House  upon  this  ques- 
tion, or  any  question  connected  with  re- 
distribution— has  told  us  that,  although  he 
disapproves  of  the  Schedule  which  will 
be  modified  by  this  Amendment,  he 
will  not  vote  for  it.  I  would  beg  to 
point  out  that  we  are  now  engaged  upon 
the  Second  Reading,  and  that  the  clause 
can  be  amended  when  the  Second 
Reading  has  been  passed.  Whether  the 
clause  is  good  or  not  in  every  one  of  its 
parts,  I  would  point  out  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  deal  with  the  Schedule  when 
we  come  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wants  to  get  the  system  of  single- 
Member  divisions,  but  that  can  only 
be  done  by  Boundary  Commissioners. 
We  must  trust  them  with  forming  a 
scheme.  If  we  wish  to  have  new  boun- 
daries we  must  have  Commissioners  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  boundaries,  and 
I  am  afraid  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
goes  into  the  Lobby  against  this  proposal 
he  will  not  give  a  vote  in  accordance 
with  his  expressed  opinions.  Well,  now, 
I  pass  to  what  is,  after  all,  the  important 
point — the  attitude  of  the  Government. 
I  do  not  think  anything  could  more 
clearly  ilhistrate  than  that  attitude  does 
that  the  framers  of  the  Bill  never  con- 
templated its  parsing.  We  have  seen 
symptoms  of  that  at  every  stage.  They 
do  not  pretend  that  they  have  laid  on  the 
Table  a  scheme  that  can  work.  It  is 
not  a  workable  measure,  and  this  is  not  a 
practical  part  of  the  scheme.  There  are 
eight  constituencies  which  under  this 
Bill  will  return  three  Members  ;  and 
however  large  the  minority,  even  if  it 
is  less  than  the  majority  by  one  only, 
it  will  l>e  wiped  out.  Have  the  Go- 
vernment realised  what  the  state  of  things 
is  ?  There  are  many  objections  to  the 
postponement  of  this  question  to  the 
Schedule  stage.  Are  hon.  Members 
aware  that  you  cannot  have  any  single- 
Member  constituencies  on  the  Schedule 
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until  you  provide  your  machinery  ?     If 
the  House  leaves  the  matter  over  to  the 
Schedules  we  shall  find  ourselves  pow»*- 
less  to  carry  out  what  I  believe  is  the 
desire  and  the  intention  of  the  great  body 
of  the  Members  of  this  House.    But  will 
that  time  ever  come  ?     I  do  not  know 
what  the  plans  of  the  Government  are 
in  regard  to  the  discussion  of  the  Sche* 
dules ;  but  I  would  point  to  the  extra^ 
ordinary  difficulties  the  House  is  placed 
under  from  the  fact  that  hon.  Members 
have  not  been  able  to  discuss  this  Sche- 
dule in  Committee.    Had  it  been  possible 
for  us   to   deal   with  the   Schedule  we 
should  have  shown  in  Committee  how  it 
bristles  with  anomalies,  and  an  unanswer- 
able case  would  have  been  established 
for  bringing  forward  on  Report  a  plan  bj 
which  the  principle  of  single  Members 
could  have  been  grafted  on  the  Schedule. 
I  noticed  that  the  Prime  Minister  cheered  a 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eccles 
(Mr.  Roby)  that  the  single-Member  con- 
stituency was  the  right  one.     I  do  not 
know  whether  I  am  to  interpret  that  cheer 
as  meaning  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is   prepared   to   adopt   the  single- 
Member  constituency.    The  Prime  Minis- 
ter, indeed,  stated  in  his  speech  that  be 
was  not  wedded  to  this  particular  part  of 
his  scheme.     I  notice,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  wedded  to  a 
good  many  parts  of  his  scheme,  or,  if  be 
is  wedded  to  them,  he  finds  divorce  ex- 
tremely easy.    I  notice  also  that  the  parts 
of   the    scheme   most    easy   of    divorce 
are   not    those   which   stand    in   favour 
with  the   minority   in   Ireland.      It   is, 
therefore,   most   important   to   know  at 
this  time  whether  I  am  to  interpret  the 
cheer  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  sense 
that  he  is  prepared  to  adopt  something 
like  the  scheme   for  which  this   clause 
should  be  the  proper  preparation  ?    That 
something  must  be  done  is  conclusively 
proved   by   all  the  speeches  which  we 
have  heard.     The  whole  scLetne  of  ti  e 
Schedule  has  been    riddled  by  speakerv 
on   both   sides   of  the   House,  and   the 
Prime     Minister     has    not     nuuie    the 
slightest  defence  of  any  of  the  inequalities 
or  anomalies  with  which  it  bristles.    The 
Schedule  labours  under  every  conceivable 
defect.      It    is   unjust  as    between   the 
towns  and  the  counties  ;  it  is  unjust  atf 
between  the  counties  in  the  North  ami 
the  counties  in  the  South  ;  it  is  unjust 
as     between     the    Loyalbts    and    the 
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Nationalists.     Singularlj  enough,  all  the 
anooialies   and  all  the  mistakes  in   the 
Schedule  tell,  bj  an  extraordinary  coinci- 
dence,   against    the    minority.     Of    all 
coontries  in  the  world  in  which  yon  are 
going  to  start  a  scheme  which  is  unjust 
to  the  minority  and  more  than  just  to  the 
majority  the  case  of  Ireland  is  chosen. 
IWe  are  countries,  I  well  believe,  in 
vhich  it    matters    comparatively    little 
what  particular  machinery  of  redistribu- 
tioD  is  brought   into  operation,   because 
each  is   the   homogeneous  sentiment  of 
iome  countries  that  an  injustice  done  to 
one  Party  in  one  part  of  the  country  is 
met  by  an  injustice  done  to  the  other  side 
in  another  part  of  the  country.     There- 
fore, as  to  the  ultimate  balance  of  Parties, 
to  J    particular   plan    does    not   greatly 
signify.     But  is  Ireland  a  country  like 
that  ?    There  the  deepest  divisions  exist, 
socially  and  politically,  running  down  to 
the  very  root  of  society  ;  and  there,  of 
all  places,  something  should  be  done  to 
protect  the  interest  of  the  minority.    Yet 
the  Prime   Minister,  unmindful   of   the 
JQst  fears   of   the   minority   in   Ireland, 
rejects  these  proposals  and   attacks  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  for  the 
warm  language  he  has  used.     My  hon. 
Friend    was     amply     justified     in     the 
laDgoage   he  used.      He   believes,   and 
the  Loyalists    believe,    that    they    are 
fighting  for  everything  they  hold  dear. 
They  see  in  this  Schedule  another  instru- 
ment of  oppression,  another  contrivance 
for  handing  them  over  helpless  to  their 
opponents  ;    and    the    hon.    Gentleman 
woald  be  more  than  human  if  he  did  not 
protest  against  this  matter  being  treated 
u  a  mere  metaphysical  question  to  be 
decided     on     academic     principles,     by 
gentlemen  proposing  this  or  that  scheme 
of  popular  representation.     The  Govern- 
ment are  bound  to  provide  by  this  clause, 
or  by  some  other  means,  some  kind  of 
naachinery  by  which  the  gross  injustices 
and  inequalities  with  which  the  Schedule, 
iotentionally  or  unintentionally,  bristles 
shall  be  remedied.     Some  form  of  protec- 
tion ought  to  be  given  to  the  minority  in 
Ireland  ;  some  pretence  of  justice  ought 
to  be  meted  out  to  those  who,  should  this 
Bill  ever  become  law,  would  represent 
the  relatively  small  powerless  minority  in 
the  new  Irish  Legislature. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IHELAND  (Mr,  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  It  would  be  out  of  Order 


I  think,  to  attempt  to  reply  in  detail  to 
the  attacks  made  on  the  Schedule  by  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  I  might  be 
allowed  to  describe  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  grossly  unjust 
to  the  composition  of  the  Schedule.  The 
scheme  may  be  a  bad  one,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  be  the  last  person 
to  deny  that  it  is  a  workable  one.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  implies  that  the 
Government  were  probably  biased  in  the 
principles  on  which  they  proceeded  in 
the  construction  of  the  Schedule  by  a 
desire  to  get  the  Unionist  minority  even 
more  inadequately  represented  than  it  is 
now.  It  was  said  that  the  Schedule  was 
constructed  on  purely  political  lines.  In 
one  sense  that  is  so.  All  schemes  of 
redistribution  and  representation  are  con- 
structed on  political  lines,  and  the  repre- 
sentation of  this  House  of  Commons  at 
this  moment  is  still  too  largely  empirical. 
The  Government  first  took  the  principle 
of  population.  We  said  that  every 
75,000  of  the  population  should  have  one 
Member,  and  every  excess  over  75,000 
should  carry  with  it  another  Representa- 
tive. We  have  also  gone  on  the  prin- 
ciple, except  in  the  case  of  Dublin 
University,  of  avoiding  disfranchise- 
ment. I  admit  that  the  result  is  by  no 
means  perfect.  [^Opposition  cheers,]  1 
defy  any  hon.  Member  opposite  who  sets 
to  work  to  construct  a  similar  scheme 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Bill  to  formulate 
proposals  in  which  we  should  not  be 
able  to  detect  some  considerable  ano- 
malies. The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  admitted  that  under  the  Schedule 
there  would  be  15  Unionist  Representa* 
tives  in  this  House. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  said, 
according  to  the  calculation  I  have  made 
on  the  present  basis,  the  Unionists  would 
secure  under  the  Schedule  15  Repre- 
sentatives, and  no  more. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  but  what  I 
say  is  that  you  will  get  under  the 
Schedule  exactly  the  same  proportion  of 
Unionist  Representatives  as  now  sit  in 
this  House.  Fifteen  out  of  80  Members 
would  bear  the  same  proportion  as  the 
existing  Unionist  representation  is  to 
103.  Therefore  the  Schedule  does  no 
greater  injustice  to  the  Unionists  than  is 
done  by  the  existing  state  of  things,  and 
it  certainly  is  not  the  unfair  and  unjust 
thing  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  described  it.      There  is  no  reason 
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why  we  should  Dot  apply  the  principle 
of  one-Member  constitaency  to  the 
Schedule  as  it  stands,  and  if  we  should 
find  a  strong  opinion  in  the  House  to 
divide  the  counties  in  such  a  way  as  to 
give  a  large  proportion,  if  not  a  complete 
set,  of  one-Member  constituencies. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Not  without 
a  Boundary  Commission. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  Boundary  Com- 
mission ?  I  wonder  whether  the  House 
realises  what  is  proposed.  By  hypothesis 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  is  to  become  law. 
The  moment  that  happens  Ireland  will 
vote  for  Members  for  two  Chambers  in 
Ireland,  and  for  80*  Members  who  are  to 
sit  in  this  House.  Then,  when  that 
operation  is  completed,  or  while  it  is 
completing,  with  all  practical  despatch 
a  Boundary  Commission  is  to  go  to  work 
in  Ireland,  and  is  afterwards  to  submit  a 
Report  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  is 
then  to  submit  that  Report  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  I  do  not 
think  my  clause  merits  that  criticism. 
The  Act  is  not  to  come  into  force  until 
the  "  appointed  day."  Between  the 
passing  of  the  Act  and  the  appointed 
day  there  will  be  abundant  time  for  the 
Boundary  Commission. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  not  stated 
in  the  clause  as  proposed.  The  proposal 
comes  to  this — that,  having  frot  rid,  as 
we  hope,  of  the  question  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Constitution  for  Ireland,  the 
House  is  then  to  be  asked  to  sit  down  to 
discuss  an  Irish  Redistribution  Bill. 
[Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  :  Why  not  ?]  I 
will  not  argue  why  not.  I  will  only 
ask  whether  hou.  Gentlemen  really  mean 
US,  after  the  Home  Rule  Bill  is  passed, 
to  consider  an  Irish  Redistribution  Bill 
for  three  bodies  and  on  a  new  principle, 
which  would  be  sure  to  give  rise  to 
enormous  discussion.  I  think,  under 
these  circumstances,  that  the  House  will 
be  very  slow  in  supporting  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  GOSCHEJS  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  What  we  should  like  to 
know  is  the  view  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  ultimate  form  which  redistribution 
is  to  take.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
not  shown  from  what  point  of  view  the 
Government  believe  they  can  give  effect 
to  a  reform  in  the  Schediile  of  the  neces- 
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I  sity  of  which  they  have  now  themselves 
become  convicted.      At  all   events,  we 
may  take  it  now  that  the  Govemmeat 
are  now  prepared  to  follow  the  view  th&t 
there    should    be     single-Member    con* 
stituencies.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  they  had  a  principle — they  took  the 
figure  of  75,000.  Why  r  Any  less  guile- 
less person  than    myself  would  suggest 
that  it  was  seeing  that  the  result  would 
be  that  a  certain  number  of  Unionists 
would   be   cut  out.     We  are  not  quite 
clear  as  to  who  advised  the  Government 
upon  this  Schedule.     It  may  have  beeo 
said  to  them — "  If  the  figure  of  75,000 
is  adopted,  you  may  be  sure,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  Unionist  representation  in  Ire- 
land will  not  be  increased."     However, 
the    proposed   basis     is    now    seen     to 
be  unfair,  and   yet  the  Government  are 
not   prepared   to  vote   for   a   Boundary 
Commission      to     examine      into     the 
matter.     The  Chief  Secretary  wound  up 
by  asking  whether  we  would  like  to  dis- 
cuss  a  Redistribution  Bill  for  Ireland, 
having    passed    the    Home   Rule   Bill? 
Certainly,  if  it  is   just   and   fair.     Cer- 
tainly, if  it  is  necessary  in  fairness  to  the 
minority.      We   do   not   wish    that  this 
work,  if  it  is  to  be  done  at  all,  should  be 
scamped.      The   right   hon.    Gentleman 
says — "  You  will  have  a  Redistribntioii 
Bill  if  you  carry  your  clause."     What  is 
the  alternative  ?      Does  the  right   bon. 
Gentleman  intend  that  the  counties  are 
to   be   cut  up  without   any   knowledge 
which   a   Boundary   Commission   would 
afford  ?      Our    proposal    is    to    have   a 
Boundary    Commission.      [Mr.    W.    E. 
Gladstone  :    After    the  Act.]      Yes, 
after  the  Act  has  been  passed.    We  have 
gone  through  that  trouble  in  the  case  of 
Great  Britain,   Then  why  should  we  not 
do  so  in  the  case  of  Ireland  ?  *  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  threatened  us  with  more 
Irish  business.     But  it  is  not  we  who 
wish  to  get  rid  of  Irish  business  in  this 
House.      That  is   the   object  of    right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  say  they 
do  not  want  to  legislate  for  Ireland  any 
more.     At  any  rate,  if  we  ore  to  part 
with  legislating  for  Ireland,  let  us,  in  th« 
interest  of  the  Loyalists,  deal  with  Ire* 
lan.d   in  the   same  manner  as  we  have 
dealt  with  our  own  electoral  concerns.     I 
understand  that  if  the  Government  ree 
that    there  is  a  desire   for  one*Meinber 
divisions  they  will  accomplish  that  desire 
by  Schedule. 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  will  be  the 
time,  if  we  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
tbe  House  desires  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  I  wish  to 
know  whether  we  are  to  be  expected  at 
the  last  stage  of  the  Report  to  a<!cept  a 
cut-and-dried  plan  from  the  Government 
for  cutting  up  the  counties  into  single- 
Member  constituencies  without  adequate 
discussion.  Why  not  accept  this  proposal 
for  a  Boundary  Commission  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  It  will  effect 
oothing. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Government 
ttu  make  it  effective  if  they  choose.  The 
alteroative  to  a  Boundary  Commission  is 
tkt  we  should  proceed  to  cut  up  the 
eoQDties  without  any  knowledge  at  all. 
WiD  the  Government,  if  this  clause  is 
withdrawn,  bring  up  a  clause  of  their 
own  for  a  Boundary  Commission  which 
will  deal  with  the  Irish  case  as  they  be- 
fore dealt  with  the  British  case  ?  Or 
will  the  Government  re-commit  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  divisions 
into  which  the  counties  are  to  he  cut  up, 
if  we  are  not  to  have  a  Boundary  Com- 
mission ? 

•Sir  J.    GOLDSMID   (St.   Pancras, 
S.)  said,  he  was  glad  to  see  it  admitted 
that  the  single-Member  constituency  was 
theonly  fair  arrangement  in  Ireland,  as  well 
M  in  England.     The  introduction  of  the 
RefQrm  Bill  of  1885  was  preceded  by  the 
^tioD  of  the   Government  in  appointing 
&  Boundary  Commission  for  England  and 
Scotland.     The  Report  of  the  Boundary 
Commission  was  prepared  in  a  few  months, 
^d  upon  tbe  basis  of  that  Report  the 
Government  prepared  the  Schedule  which 
was  practically  a  part  of  the  Act  of  1885. 
Consequently  the  Government  had  their 
own  precedent   for  the  method  of  pro- 
cedure, which   ought  to  be   adopted  on 
the  present  occasion.     So  far  as  it  went, 
lie  thought  the  whole  argument  in  favour 
of    single-Member    constituencies     was 
overwhelming.     Any  other  system  would 
work  most  unjustly  against  the  Loyalists 
of  Ireland.     So  far  as  he  could  see,  the 
principle  which   the   House   laid   down 
in  1885  should  guide  the  Government  on 
the  pr^ent  occasion   in   preparing   the 
present  Bill.     There  are  only  two  ways 
in  which  to  make  the  Schedule — with 
preparation  and  with  knowledge,  or  with- 
out preparation  and  without  knowledge. 


course    to    pursue    was    to    appoint    a 
Commission   and   obtain    their    Report. 
There  was  a  further  point  in  connection 
with  this  matter,  which,  he*  thought,  was 
of    great   importance.     In    Schedule    2 
there   were   some   constituencies   which 
were  to  be  divided,  and  others,  that  con- 
stituted the  majority,  which  were  not  to 
be  divided.     Why  was  not  the  principle 
that  was  good  for  Cork  and  Dublin  also 
good   for   Antrim   and   Donegal  ?     The 
plan  of  giving  the  electors  of  such  con- 
stituencies  an    overwhelming   and    pre- 
ponderating power  of  voting  must  either 
be  adopted,  or  else  each  elector  should 
have  only  one  vote,  and  in  dividing  the 
constituencies  care  should  be  taken  that 
no  elector  voted  in  more  than  one  of  the 
sub-divided  districts.     The  latter  was  the 
principle  adopted  in  1885,  and  in  order  to 
cut  up  these  constituencies  into  divisions 
it  was  necessary  to  have  the  Report  of  a 
Boundary  Commission  after  the  various 
localities  had  been  carefully  examined  by 
them.     He  submitted,  therefore,  that  the 
Government   would   be    acting    on   the 
rational  lines  they  themselves  laid  down 
in  1885  if  they  were  to  adopt  this  new 
clause. 

Mr.  DANE   (Fermanagh,    N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  press  upon  the  House  the 
strong  feeling  that  existed  in  all  parts  of 
Ireland  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  it 
would  take  a  great  deal  more  than  tbey 
had  yet  heard  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
to  make  them  alter  their  opinions.      The 
County  of  Fermanagh,  which  had  12,000 
voters,  at  present  returned  two  Members, 
Under    the    Schedule    the    County    of 
Meath,  with  only  an  electorate  of  11,000 
odd,  was  to  return  two  Members,  whilst 
the  County  of  Fermanagh  was  reduced 
to  one.      The  reason  was  obvious  if  the 
representation    was     looked     at.      The 
Loyalist   minority  in  Fermanagh,  num- 
bering 35,000,  was,   under   the   existing 
method,  enabled  to  return  one  Unionist 
Member;  but  under  the  Schedule  it  would 
lose    its    Unionist    Representative,  and 
would    return    a    Nationalist.      In    the 
County  of  Meath  there  was  a  very  small 
Unionist  population,  and  therefore  that 
county  was  differently  provided  for  under 
this  Bill,  and  was  to  retain  its  two  Re- 
presentatives.    He  would  appeal  to  some 
at  least  of  the  Liberal  Members  whether 
the  mode  that  had  been  adopted  in  the 


The   Government    could    hardly   adopt  I  preparation  of  this  Schedule  was  not  in 
^  former  ;    and,   therefore,   the   only  I  direct  violation  of  the  Liberal  policy  in 
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1886?  He  admitted  that  in  some  of 
the  Amendments  that  had  appeared  on 
the  Paper  an  honest  attempt  had 
been  made  by  Liberal  Members 
to  do  jastice  to  all  classes  in  Ireland,  and 
one  that  appeared  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mf.  Little)  would  have  raised  the 
whole  question  of  the  representation  of 
minorities  in  this  Parliament ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, he  had  not  seen  fit  to  place  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  on  Report. 
The  Unionists  in  Ireland  could  not  hope 
that  their  Representatives  in  that  J  House 
would  be  able  to  alter  the  fate  of  this 
Bill ;  but,  as  an  Irish  Representative 
of  the  loyal  classes  in  Ireland,  he  felt  it 
was  his  duty  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
to  enter  a  protest  against  the  Govern- 
ment proposals. 

•Mr.  little  (Whitehaven)  said,  that 

as  the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 

Amendment  which  he  had  put  down,  he 

would  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  with 
regard  to  the  reason  why  he  had  not  set 
it  down  on  the  Report  stage.  He  had 
cast  about  in  the  House  as  to  where  he 
should  receive  support  for  that  Amend- 
nlent,  and  he  had  consulted  a  great  num- 
ber of  friends  on  the  subject.  He 
regretted  to  say  that  he  found  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party 
was  very  distinctly  opposed  to  anything 
like  a  minority  representation  in  Ireland  ; 
and  he  thought  that  under  those  circum- 
stances it  would  be  useless  to  press  the 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  support 
him,  many  of  whom,  he  was  aware,  were 
very  strongly  opposed  to  that  system. 
Speaking  as  an  Irishman,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  system  of  single-Member  con- 
stituencies would  do  justice  to  the 
minority  in  Ireland.  He  was  anxious  to 
get  the  best  possible  Bill  he  could  for 
the  future  government  of  Ireland  and  for 
it8  representation  in  that  House ;  but  on 
neither  side  of  the  House  had  he  got 
very  much  assistance  as  to  the  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  the  very  difficult 
subject  of  minority  representation  in 
Ireland.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  apparently  committed  himself  to 
single-Member  constituencies  so  far  as 
Ireland  was  concerned.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  I  have  not.]  Then  he  mis- 
understood the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  company  with  a  good  many 
others. 

Mr.  Dane 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  explained  that 
what  he  had  said  was  that  he  would  vote 
for  this  clause  as  a  proper  prelude  to  anjr 
scheme,  whether  of  single-Member  or 
three  or  four  Member  representation,  bat 
that  he  would  not  commit  himself,  at  the 
present  stage,  as  to  which  alternative  he 
would  support. 

•Mr.  little  said,  that  although  this 
question    had    been    discussed    by    the 
Opposition  in  the  country,  and  notwith* 
standing  that  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  was  opposed  to  minority 
representation,  yet  the    Leader  of  the 
Conservative  Party  had  not,  up  to  the 
present,  made  his   choice   between   the 
two  systems.     That  placed  an  Irishman, 
who  was,  like  himself,  a  Member  of  the 
Protestant  minority  in  Ireland,  and  who 
desired  to  see  them  fairly  represented  in 
proportion  to  their  numbers  and  no  more, 
in  a  very  awkward  position,  because  he 
did  not   know  to   what  portion   of  the 
House  to  look  for  assistance.     So  far  as 
he  understood,  the  Radical  Party  were 
committed    to   single-Member   constitu- 
encies, and  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party 
were  opposed  to  minority  representation. 
["  No  ! "]     He  meant  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party.     The  Conserva- 
tives had  not  made  up  their  minds,  and 
the  only  Members  from  whom  he  bad 
received  any  assistance  were  the   hou. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton) 
and  the  Leader  of  the  Parnellite  Party. 
The  Schedule  would  shut  out   a   Pro- 
testant minority  in  the  South,  who  num- 
bered about   300,000   or   400,000,  from 
any  representation  in  this  House.     Then 
they  were  asked  to  consider  Amendments 
which  he  Supposed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  L^der  of  the  Opposition  had 
had    the  assistance    of    the   intelligent 
lawyers    and    others    who     represented 
Protestant  Ulster  in  this  House  in  draw- 
ing up  ;  but,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
they  had  not  put  before  the  House  any- 
thing like  a  scheme  which  anyone  could 
understand.     The    Protestant    minority 
in  Leinster  was  at  the  present  moment 
absolutely  unrepresented  in  this  House, 
except  so  far  as  a  Member  for  one  of  the 
divisions  of  the  County  of  Dablin  acdden- 
tally  represented  it.     Sorely  be  was  not 
to  be  told  that  the  men  of  Ulster  repre- 
sented that    minority.     Would    anyone 
say  that  the  language  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  RosseUX 
which  was    not    of    occasional   but  of 
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perennial  wannth,  represented  the  feel- 
ings   of     the    sensible    Protestants     in 
the  South  ?    On  behalf  of  Leinster  he  de- 
manded some  scheme  which  would  give 
adequate    representation    in    the     Irish 
Parliament  to  the  Protestant  and  Catholic 
minority.     He  had  formed  the  impres- 
sion that  in  single-Member  constituencies 
thej  would  not  have  that  share  in  the  re- 
presentation to  which  they  were  entitled. 
He  was   surprised   that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the   senior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  who  in  a  certain 
sense  was  entitled  to  speak  as  a  Represen- 
tative of  the  Protestants  of  Leinster,  had 
not  brought  forward  a  suitable  scheme. 
The  question  was  too  serious  to  be  decided 
by  a  mere  Party  Division.     Between  the 
clause  and  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
he  did  not  know  what  to  do,  but  he  did  not 
regard  the  Amendment  as  practical,  nor 
as  one  which  would  work  ;  and  therefore 
he  asked  the  Government  to  put  before 
the  House  a  plan  which  would  provide  a 
fair  representation  in  the  Upper  House,  in 
the  Lower  House,  and  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  for  the  minorities  in  Ireland. 
He  bad  no  feeling  of  bitterness  on  the 
question ;  his  desire  was  to  see  a  practical 
n)ea8ure,and  his  view  of  a  practical  measure 
was  one  which  would  represent  all  sections 
of  society  and  all  the  various  shades  of 
opinion  in  Ireland.     He  did  not  say  that 
the  Protestants,  because  they  were  of  a 
different  religion,  or  because  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  they  were  the  more  wealthy 
class,  or  because  in  some  parts  they  were 
the  more   enterprising    class,   ought   to 
have  a  single  Representative  more  than 
they  wore  entitled  to  upon  population; 
bat  be  said  that  in  a  large  Province  like 
Leinster    they   ought    not    to    be   shut 
out   from   all   representation.     He    had 
generally  supported  the  Government  on 
this  Bill,  and  he  had  only  voted  against 
them  in   the  direction  of  giving  larger 
powers  to  the  Irish  Legislature  ;  but  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  was 
not  going  to  vote  for  the  creation  of  a 
^egblature  in  Ireland  in  which,  forsooth, 
they  were  to  be  told  that  the  Protestants 
of  Leinster  and  Munster  were  represented 
V  the  Protestants  of  Ulster.     He  spoke 
frankly,  and  said  that  sooner  or  later,  either 
hy  the  Government  or  by  the  Opposition, 
a  scheme  must  be  put  forth  which  would 
give  some  form  of  representation  to  the 
Protestant  minority  in  the  South.     He 
''^e  the  same  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
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Catholic  minority  in  Ulster.  It  would  not 
be  a  desirable  form  of  Government  which 
shut  out  the  Catholics  in  Ulster,  in  those 
counties  in  which  they  were  very  nearly 
equal  to  the  Protestants.  Whatever 
might  be  the  case  in  England,  one- 
Member  constituencies  would  not  work  in 
Ireland.  He  had  spoken  frankly,  because 
he  was  desirous  of  making  a  good,  work- 
able Bill  for  Ireland,  by  which  every 
interest  and  all  classes  of  society  might  be 
represented  in  the  two  Houses  in  Ireland, 
and  in  this  Imperial  Parliament. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 

said  that,  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 

just  sat  down  had  referred  to  him,  he 

would  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer 
to  his  appeal.  He  must  congratulate 
him  and  the  House  upon  the  very  fair 
and  frank  way  in  which  he  had  ap- 
proached the  discussion  of  this  question. 
He  agreed  with  almost  all  the  premisses 
the  hon.  Member  laid  down ;  but  the 
conclusion  at  which  he  arrived  appeared 
to  be  in  direct  contradiction  to  the 
premisses  he  had  placed  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  had  complained  that 
he  had  made  no  effort  to  do  anything  for 
the  representation  of  the  Protestant 
minority  outside  Ulster ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  had  on  two  or  three  occasions 
called  attention  to  this  subject,  and  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  bv 
the  processes  which  were  adopted  in  Com- 
mittee they  never  reached  the  opportunity 
of  doing  anything  further  in  the  matter. 
When  the  question  whether  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  should  cease  to  send 
Members  to  that  House  was  being  debated 
he  urged  that  the  two  Members  for  that 
University  would  undoubtedly  represent 
the  scattered  Protestant  minority  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland,  and  he  was 
afraid  the  hon.  Member  opposite  did  not 
support  him  in  the  endeavour  to  retain 
that  representation.  If  the  Bill  were 
adopted  without  the  clause  now  proposed 
it  would  apparently  be  impossible  for  the 
Unionists  to  retain  the  seat  for  the 
Southern  Division  of  the  County  of 
Dublin,  through  which  the  Unionists  of 
the  South  and  West  could  rely  for 
representation.  He  therefore  claimed  the 
vote  of  the  hon.  Member  in  support  of 
the  clause.  If  the  hon.  Member  neglected 
this  opportunity  of  giving  effect  to  his 
good  intentions,  he  was  not  likely  to  have 
such  a  good  one  again. 
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Mr.  little  pointed  out  that  without 
a  boundary  scheme  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  pro- 
vided for  minority  representation  in 
Lreland.  He  thought  the  boundary 
scheme  was  unnecessiiry  in  order  to 
achieve  that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
asked  the  Speaker  whether  the  Debate 
had  not  travelled  wide  of  the  clause  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Yes  ;  I  think  the 
immediate  question  of  the  appointment 
of  a  Boundary  Commission  is  being  lost 
sight  of. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr.  Dane) 
in  regretting  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Little)  had  withdrawn 
his  Amendment ;  but  he  trusted  he  would 
support  the  present  Amendment,  which 
raised  the  same  principle.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  single-Member 
seats ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
prejudge  that  question.  He  might  point 
out  that  neither  in  America  nor  in  France 
had  single-Member  seats  worked  well, 
and  Switzerland,  in  more  than 
one  of  its  Cantons,  had  recently 
adopted  proportional  representation. 
He  simply  rose  in  order  to  express  the 
hope  that  the  House  would  not  prejudge 
the  question  until  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  it  more  fully.  As  he 
understood  the  matter,  the  Government 
objected  to  this  Amendment  because  they 
said  it  would  take  up  a  great  deal  of 
time  in  determining  boundaries.  But, 
valuable  as  time  was,  there  was  some- 
thing equally  important,  and  in  which 
the  honour  of  that  House  was  concerned ; 
and  that  was  that  they  should  pass  a  Bill 
that  should  be  fair  and  just  between  the 
different  Parties  in  Ireland.  When  they 
were  making  such  a  tremendous  change, 
the  argument  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  was  hardly  germane  to  the  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Baronet  hail  told 
them  that  this  would  be  introducing  a 
new  principle.  But  this  Bill  bristled 
with  new  principles  ;  therefore,  that 
argument  had  no  weight  with  reference 
to  the  present  Amendment.  The  main 
point  was  that  they  should  do  justice  to 
the  minority  in  Ireland  ;  and,  as  really 
this  was  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  do  it,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 


for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Little)  would  sup- 
port  his   own   principle  by  going  with 
them   into   the   Division   Lobby.      The 
hon.  Member  said  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
was  not  practicable  and  workable  ;  but 
this  was  merely  a  Second  Reading  of  the 
clause,  and  if  it  required  Amendments  in 
detail  those  Amendments  could  be  made 
hereafter.      The  Government  had  prac- 
tically admitted  that   the  Schedule  was 
not  fair  as  it  stood,  and  after  that  ad- 
mission   they    must    feel    that    it    was 
absolutely      necessary     it      should      be 
amended.       He    hoped,    therefore,    the 
House  would  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member   for  Partick    (Mr.  Parker 
Smith)  as  the  first  step  in  the  direction 
of  that  change  which  all  sections  of  the 
House    seemed   to   agree  would   be  not 
oulv  reasonable  but  eminentlv  desirable. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  The  clause  which  is  before 
the  House  really  raises  two  questions  of 
very   considerable    importance.     In  the 
first  place,  it  raises  the  principle  of  redis- 
tribution— the  principle  of  representation 
in  this  House  according  to  population  or 
the   number  of    electors  ;    and,   in   the 
second  place,  it  raises,  as  we  have  seen 
in  the  course  of  this  Debate,  the  question 
of  representation    of    minorities.     Now, 
Sir,  I  should  find  it  very  much  easier  to 
vote  if  I  were  quite  clear  as  to  what  the 
Government   intend  to  do  in  regard  to 
this  matter.      Do  they,  or  do  they  not, 
consider  that  their  own  proposals,  as  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  are  Ratisfactory  ;  and 
do  they  intend  to  support  them  ?    That 
is  really  the  first  question,  for  they  admit 
that  the  proposal  which  they  have  made 
in    the   Bill   is   unsatisfactory    even    to 
themselves,   and  that   it   must    be  sub- 
jected to  further  amendment.     Then  all 
we  have  to  consider  is  the  details  of  that 
Amendment  and  the  method  of  bringing 
it  about ;  and  upon  that  I  am  sure  we 
might  take  any  suggestion  the  Goveni- 
ment  are  good  enough  to  give  us.    In 
listening   to   the   speech   of    the  Chief 
Secretary,  I  confess  I  was  a  little  doubt- 
ful whether  the  Government  do  not  con- 
sider their  scheme  already  perfect ;  be- 
cause, certainly,  a  chief  part  of  that  speech 
was  taken  up  in  defending  the  exUtinp 
proposal.     My  right   hon.  Friend  com- 
plained that  it  had  been  alleged  agaioFt 
the  proposal  of  the  Goveroment  that  It 
is    most    unfair    to    the    T^^pll^   ^ 
Unionist  minority   in  JnibSBii  M^  ^ 
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made  it  a  matter  of  complaint  that  there 
seemed    to  be  attributed  to  him  aud  his 
frieods   a   deliberate   intentiou   to  make 
an     unfair     redistribution.     I     do     not 
think  any  intention  of  that  kind  has  been 
attributed  to  the  Government ;  but  it  has 
been   pointed   out    to    them    that,    un- 
doubt€Kllj,  that  will    be  result   of  their 
proposal.     It  is  capable  of  being  stated 
in  figures.     Under  a  proper   system   of 
representation   according  to   population, 
the  Unionists   in  Ireland,  even   without 
any  particular  form  of  minority  repre- 
sentation, would  obtain  23  seats.    Under 
the  existing  plan   of    the   Government 
they    will    only   obtain    15    seats.     But 
then,  says   my  right  hon.  Friend,    they 
ought  not  to  complain  as  to  that,  because 
even  that  is  really  about  the  proportion 
they  enjoy  at  present.     I  do  not  know 
where  the  Chief  Secretary  gets  his  figures 
from  ;  but  I  cannot  make  out  by  rule  of 
three  any  proportion  of  the  kind.     On 
the  contrary,  at  the  present  time  they 
get  23  Members  out  of  103 — that  is,  a 
little  less  than  one-fourth.     Under  the 
new  plan,  therefore,  they  ought  to  have, 
in  order  not  to  be  worse  off  than  at  pre- 
sent, 19  out  of  80  Members,  instead  of 
which  they  have  only   14,  so  that  they 
will  be  four  worse  off  than  at  present 
and  eight  worse  off  than   they  ought  to 
be.    And,  Sir,  it  is  not  enough  to  say 
they  are  no  worse  off  than  at   present. 
By  the  uecessity  of  the  case  the  Govern- 
ment are  engaged  in  passing  a  Redistri- 
bntion  Bill  in  In^land  as  well  as  other 
separate    proposals ;   and   when  dealing 
with  redistribution  they  ought  to  make 
things    better   than  they   are,    and   not 
worse.     Do  the  Government  really  con- 
tend tliat,  having  a  reilistribution  scheme 
to  make  for  Ireland,  they  themselves,  as 
Liberals,  can  stand  up  and  defend  their 
Own  scheme  ?    The  anomalies  under  this 
scheme    are  greater    than    any    which 
my    right    hon.    Friend     attempted    to 
correct    in    1885   by  his   Reform    Bill. 
With    regard    to    boroughs,    there    are 
cases    in     which      one     borough     has 
five  times  as  much  representation  accord- 
ing to  population  as  another,  and  a  vote 
in  one  borough  is  worth  five  times  as 
much  as  a  vote  in  another.     I  say  that  is 
a  perfectly   monstrous   anomaly.      The 
Chief  Secretary   says — "  We   have  had 
no  ulterior  motives  in  this.      It  is  true 
Wtr  scheme  has  been  empirical,  but  it  has 
praeeeded  oa  certain  rules.     We  have 


taken  our  standard  of  75,000  population 
as  a  population  which  ought  to  give  one 
Member.'*     That  would  be  very  good  by 
itself,  and  if  it  were  carried  out.   But  then 
comes  in  a  most  curious   addendum : — 
"  And    we   have    also    endeavoured   to 
avoid  disfranchisement."      I  should  like 
to  know  how  on  earth  can  you  make  any 
redistribution    scheme   for   this   or    any 
other  country  without  some  kind  of  dis- 
franchisement in  the  sense  in  which  my 
right   hon.  Friend  uses  the  word  ?     It 
does  not  mean  to  say  we  are  to  take  a 
man's  vote  away,  but  only  to  take  exces- 
sive   representation    from    a    particular 
constituency.      That    constituency   will 
not  be  disfranchised  ;  it  will  be  included 
in  a  larger  constituency,  and  it  will  have 
its  fair  and  not  an   excessive  share  of 
representation,  so  that  really  there  is  no 
disfranchisement  at  all  under  any  circum- 
stances.    But  it  will  be  easily  seen,  when 
you  lay  down  the  principle  that  75,000 
are  to  have  a  Member,  and  then  correct 
it  by  the  empirical  condition  that  nobody 
is  to  be  disfranchised,  you  will  have  a 
very  queer  scheme  of  redistribution  ;  and 
it  is  in  consequence  of  this  correction, 
more  tlian  of  the  original  principle,  that 
the    present   scheme   is   so    scandalous, 
unjust,    and    unfair.      But    I    do     not 
find   that   even   this  grand   principle  of 
75,000  having  a  Member  has  been  very 
strictly  carried  out.     What  is  the  state 
of  the  case  ?     Here  is  Meath — a  county 
of  which  some  of  us  know  more  now  than 
we   did   a  year  or   two  ago — ^a  county 
which  has  a  most  unenviable  reputation 
in  connection  with  certain  electoral  pro- 
ceedings.    This   county   is   singled   out 
above  all  other  counties,  and  having  a 
population  of  76,000  it  has  two  Members 
given  to  it.      I  have  said  that  by   the 
rule  of  three  I  could  not  make  out  any 
such  proportion  as  that  suggested  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  I  will  now  take  a 
simple  sum  in  subtraction.     Take  75,000 
entitled  to  one  Member  from  76,000,  and 
you  have  1,000  who  get  a  Membei^,  and 
your  principle  of  one  Member  to  75,000 
comes  down  in  Meath  to  one  Member  to 
1,000,  because  it  is  the  additional  1,000 
that  gives  that  county  its  extra  Member. 
I  admit  this  is  empirical,  and  that  the 
Government  have  no   ulterior  motives  ; 
but  it  is  a  most  curious  thing  that  the  re- 
sult is  that  it  is  unfair,  above  all,  to  the 
Loyalist    and  Unionist  population.     Do 
I  the  Government  adhere  to  this  scheme  ? 
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Is  this  a  scheme  which  they,  as  Liberals, 
are  going  to  recommend  to  the  United 
Kingdom  ?  Is  their  idea  of  a  redistri- 
bution scheme  that  there  are  anomalies 
in  our  present  representation  in  this 
country  ?  Yes  ;  I  suppose  there  are,  and 
some  time  or  other — we  do  not  care  how 
soon — we  shall  have  a  new  redistribu- 
tion scheme  in  this  country,  which  will 
give  some  20  more  Members  to  the 
Unionist  Party  than  they  have  at  present. 
Do  the  Government  cling  to  the  anoma- 
lies ?  They  do  not  object  to  the  anomaly, 
because  it  gives  them  20  votes  more  than 
they  ought  to  have  in  the  United  King- 
dom, and  8  more  than  they  ought 
to  have  in  Ireland!  In  either  case 
the  result  is  the  same — a  benefit 
to  the  Government,  and  a  great 
anomaly  and  injustice  in  the  system  of 
representation.  I  should  like  to  see  the 
faces  of  the  electors  when  hon.  Members 
go  to  them  and  attempt  to  defend  this 
particular  scheme  of  representation.  We 
are  told,  over  and  over  again,  that  they 
are  the  true  Liberals  and  the  true  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Liberal  Party  ;  and  yet 
we  have  the  Liberal  Party  admitting 
that  the  anohnalies  in  this  country  are  to 
be  defended,  and  in  making  a  redistribu- 
tion scheme  they  are  careful  to  preserve 
not  only  every  existing  anomaly,  but  to 
make  a  lot  more.  That  is  the  proposal 
which  the  Government  have  laid  before 
the  country.  The  Government  admit 
they  have  not  had  time  to  consider  all  the 
details  of  this  enormous  Bill  ;  and  if  they 
would  say  the  matter  has  escaped  theu* 
notice,  and  they  are  perfectly  ready  to 
alter  it  in  the  sense  we  all  desire,  I  do 
not  think  the  discussion  need  be  pro- 
longed, or  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
insist  on  this  or  other  Amendments.  We 
might  then  wait  very  willingly  until 
the  Government  brought  foru'ard  an 
amended  scheme.  But  that  is  not  what 
the  Chief  Secretary  says.  He  says — 
*'  We  will  not  be  unwilling  to  do  this " 
— although  he  defends  the  anomalies — 
*^  if  the  general  sense  of  the  House  is  in 
favour  of  it."  W  bo  is  to  be  the  judge  of  the 
general  sense  of  the  House,  and  how  is  it 
to  be  taken  ?  We  have  had  that  ex- 
pression before.  We  had  it  in  regard  to 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members,  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  declared  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  propose  and 
support  it,  but  expressed,  at  the  same 
time,  a  kind  of  indication  that  the  Go- 

Mr,  J.  Chamberlain 


vernment  might  yield  if  the  opinion  of 
the  House  were  clearly  against  it.  When 
was  the  opinion  of  the  House  taken  ? 
Long  before  the  House  expressed  any 
opinion  at  all  the  Government  altered 
their  own  plan.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  assurance  that  the  Government  will  be 
guideil  by  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
is  not  one  upon  which  we  can  rely  ;  and 
failing  any  indication  from  them  that 
they  do  not  intend  to  carry  their  original 
scheme,  I,  for  one,  shall  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  near  me, 
as  indicating,  at  all  events,  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  Schedule,  and  the  whole 
system  by  which  the  future  representa- 
tion of  Ireland  in  this  House  is  to  be 
determined.  I  will  say  one  word  about 
the  question  of  the  representation  of 
minorities.  The  hon.  Member  below  me 
used  my  name  in  a  way  that  surprised 
me.  He  has  an  Amendment  in  favour  of 
which  he  used  some  strong  arguments — 
an  Amendment  which  he  is  asking  the 
Government  to  support,  and  he  put  this 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  It  has  dis- 
appeared. We  expressed  our  wonder 
that  he  had  not  taken  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it.  He  said  he  had  made 
inquiries  from  a  great  number  of  indi- 
viduals, including  myself ;  he  found  I 
was  against  it  ;  and  because  I  was 
against  it — and  this  is  the  greatest 
compliment  that  has  ever  been  paid  me 
— he  actually  removed  it  from  the  Paper. 
In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  Member  will 
bear  me  out  that  I  have  never  had  any 
communication  with  him  upon  it. 

•Mr.  LITTLE  (interposing)  said,  he 
could  not  bear  out  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  that.  He  would  remind  him  he 
had  a  conversation  with  him,  in  which 
he  pointed  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had 
spoken  against  minority  representation  in 
1879.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
took  part  in  the  conversation,  and  said 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  minority  repre- 
sentation, whilst  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
said  he  was  opposed  to  it,  and  they  were 
discussing  this  Amendment  during  that 
conversation. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  heg 
the  hon.  Member^s  pardon.  I  think  1 
remember  the  occasion  to  which  he  refers. 
He  spoke  to  me  while  I  was  sitting  in 
the  House.  I  told  him  what  was  per- 
fectly true — that  personally  my  feeling 
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is  against  minority  representation,  and 
bas  been  expressed  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country  on  many  occasions. 
But,  because  I  expressed  my  individual 
opinion,  which  the  hon.  Grentleman  could 
easily  have  ascertained  is  not  shared  by 
some  of  my  right  hon.  Friends  near  me 
— by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  London,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin — I  really  think  he  was  a 
little  hasty  in  withdrawing  his  Amend- 
ment from  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  little  :  I  made  a  much  wider 
canvass  than  that. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  do  not 
see  liow,  if  he  is  going  to  run  away  from 
the  battle  before  it  has  begun,  he  can 
ever  expect  to  win  a  victory.  I  will 
only  add,  in  reference  to  this  matter,  that 
I  have  always  admitted — although  in 
principle  I  dislike  this  question  of 
minority  representation  very  much,  and 
could  show  some  strong  reasons  against 
it — I  admit  that  if  ever  a  case  could  be 
made  out,  the  circumstances  in  Ireland 
nodoubtedly  afford  the  strongest  basis  for 
any  argument  in  favour  of  minority 
representation.  But  then  I  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  even 
such  a  plan  as  he  himself  proposed  and 
placed  upon  the  Paper  would  not  secure 

what  he  desires 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  go  too  fully  into  the 
question  of  minority  representation. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  will 
conclude  in  a  sentence.  I  was  only 
going  to  say  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  would  not,  I  think,  secure 
representation  for  case  where  there 
we  very  small  minorities,  but  would  only 
do  so  when  the  minority  itself  was  some- 
thing like  one-third  or  one-fourth  of  the 
constituency  ;  therefore  I  think  it  may  I 
be  possible,  on  reflection,  that  he  also 
will  think  single-Member  constituencies 
will,  at  all  events,  go  as  near  as  we  can 
go  to  secure  minority  representation.  In 
^J  opinion  the  satisfactory  and  complete 
^presentation  of  the  minority  in  Ireland 
is  an  impossibility.  I  do  not  think  it 
possible  that  any  system  can  be  found  ; 
^ut  I  think  we  shall  get  as  near  as  we 
possibly  can  go  by  single-Member  con- 
stituencies ;  and  I  would  only,  in  con- 
clusion, say  that  whatever  view  may  be 
taken^ — whether  you  desire  the  system  of 


minority  representation,  or  whether  you 
desire  single-Member  constituencies  or 
any  other  form  of  re-distribution — if  you 
do  not  agree  with  the  scheme  of 
the  Government,  if  you  desire  it  should 
be  amended,  you  must  vote  for  some  such 
clause  as  that  now  before  the  House  in 
order  to  lay  the  foundation  for  that 
amendment.  We  are  not  pledged  to  the 
words  of  that  clause,  and  by  voting  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  clause  we 
are  practically  only  voting  in  favour  of 
an  amendment  of  the  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment— that  amendment,  in  the  first 
place,  to  secure  better  representation  of 
minorities  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  to 
secure  greater  equality  of  representation 
in  proportion  to  population. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
We  have  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  for 
the  500th  time  declare  in  reference  to  the 
same  discussion  on  this  Bill  that  it  was  a 
very  important  question  ;  and  we 
have  also  heard  from  him  in  regard  to 
this  Amendment  that  if  the  Government 
would  only  indicate  that  they  would 
accept  some  principle  in  regard  to  it  that 
he  would  be  quite  prepared  to  suggest 
that  the  Amendment  should  be  with- 
drawn. But  I  would  also  like  to  remind 
the  Government  of  one  thing — that  when 
they  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any 
concession  whatever  he  got  up  and  said 
— "  Is  there  no  part  of  their  Bill  to  which 
the  Government  can  stick  ?  "  I  would 
like  to  say  one  word  on  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Londonderry  (Sir 
T.  Lea)  made  a  statement  that  we  may 
roughly  divide  Irishmen  into  Protestants 
and  Catholics  politically. 

•Sir  T.  lea  said,  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  wish  to  misrepresent  him  ;  but  What 
he  really  said  was  that  almost  every 
Protestant  might  be  taken  as  a  Unionist, 
but  the  number  of  Unionist  Catholics  was 
not  known. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Very  well,  the 
Protestants  in  Ireland,  taking  the  entire 
Protestant  community,  are  not  more  than 
24  per  cent,  of  the  population.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  been  good 
enough  to  state  that  there  would  be  only 
15  Unionists  returned  to  Parliament 
under  this  scheme,  and  that  is  endorsed 
by  thecal  of  Birmingham  as  gospel.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  House  if  the  Con- 
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servative  Party  would  be  goodi  enough  to 
inform  me  which  seats  iu  Ireland  they 
are  going  to  lose  ?  Because,  as  I  make 
it  out,  my  calculation  is  that  thoy  are 
certain  under  the  scheme  to  get  18,  and 
that  they  have  a  possibility  of  getting 
21.  If  that  statement  is  challenged,  I 
shall  ask  the  Tory  Party  which  seats 
they  are  going  to  lose  ?  There  are  the 
three  Antrim  seats  ;  I  suppose  they  will 
keep  all  these.  Then  there  are  the 
Armagh  County  seats.  They  have  two 
of  these  at  present,  and  they  will  certainly 
hold  one — probably  they  will  get  two. 
There  is  an  absolute  Protestant  majority 
in  the  County  Armagh ;  therefore  they 
would  have  two  there.  That  would  make 
five.  Belfast  borough  ?  They  would 
keep  all  these  four  seats  ;  four  and  five 
are  nine.  Down  County,  three  seats. 
They  have  three  out  of  four  at  present ; 
and,  of  course,  having  a  majority  of  Pro- 
testants in  the  population,  they  would 
hold  these  three  ;  nine  and  three  are  12. 
Dublin  County  ?  They  have  one  seat  at 
present ;  will  they  keep  that  or  not  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  They  will 
lose  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  very 
gratifying  intelligence. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
Nationalist  majority  in  the  North  Division 
would  swamp  the  Unionist  majority  in 
the  South. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  not  go 
into  any  contested  matter.  Then  Dublin 
City  ?  Thev  have  one  seat  there  now  ; 
will  they  keep  that  ?  [CrtW  o/"  Yes  !"] 
Then  12  and  one  are  13.  Then  Fer- 
managh County  ?  I  should  like  to  know 
are  they  going  to  lose  that  ?  [^Cries  of 
"  Question  !  "]  It  is  the  question.  It 
is  exactly  the  question.  I  will  give  them 
that  seat  ;  13  and  one  are  14.  Then 
Derry  County  ?  They  have  these  two  seats 
at  present;  Hand  two  make  16.  Derry 
City  ?  They  have  got  that  at  present ; 
are  they  going  to  lose  it  ?  [^Cries  of 
"  No  I  "]     Then  16  and  one  are  17. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  proportion  of 
representation  under  any  scheme  is  hardly 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  accept  your 
ruling.  Sir ;  but  I  had  got  as  far 
as  17. 

Mr.   speaker  :    I   hope  the   hon. 
nnd  learned  Gentleman  will  not  go  any 
urther. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  No,  Sir;  I 
would  only  say  one  word  on  another 
branch  of  this  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Whitehavoi 
(Mr.  Little)  stated  that,  in  his  judgment, 
there  should  be  some  proteotion  for  the 
Protestants  of  Leinster,  to  which  I  quite 
agree.  But  he  was  loudly  cheered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member 

for  Bury 

•Mr.  LITTLE:  I  did  not  use  the 
word  "  protection."  I  used  the  word 
"  representation." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Quite  so ; 
some  representation  for  the  Protestants 
iu  the  Province  of  Leinster.  It  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that,  being  most  loudly 
cheered  in  that  by  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  H.  James),  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bury  is  found  to  have  an  Amendment 
of  his  own  later  on  in  tho  Paper  in 
order  to  deprive — because  that  would 
be  absolutely  its  effect  —  he  pro- 
poses later  on  in  the  Paper  to 
segregate  the  voters  into  two  classes : 
all  men  above  £20  valuation  to  be  in  cue 
class,  which  would  be  largely  Protestant; 
and  all  men  below  £20  in  another  class, 
who  would  be  largely  Catholic ;  and 
thereby  deprive  Protestants  of  any  repre- 
sentation whatever.  Really,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  do  not  know  what  to 
be  at.  Any  stick  is  good  enough  to  beat 
a  dog  with  ;  but  if  you  get  them  down 
to  concrete  details,  no  one  gentleman  of 
the  Tory  Party  has  been  good  enough 
to  give  us  the  scheme  which  be  himself 
would  venture  to  propose.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  have  also  complained  of 
the  inadequacy  of  their  representation, 
but  I  understood  the  general  view  of  the 
Unionist  Party,  especially  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone,  was  this — thai 
they  would  boycott  the  Irish  Parliaroeot ; 
that  they  would  never  attend  it  at  all* 
I  understood  they  were  going  to  go  to 
war  with  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  they 
all  say  so. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  never  said 
a  word  about  representation  in  the  Irish 
Parliament.  What  I  said  was  about  re- 
presentation in  this  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  clause  ifl 
this — that  the  Commissioners  are  to  deal 
both  with  the  Irish  and  the  English  Par- 
liament. Surely,  if  you  are  going  to  go 
to  war  with  regard  to  the  Home  Bulc 
scheme,  is  it  not  a  remarkable  thing  th^ 
I  you  are  now  so  solicitous  for  repiMW 
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tation  in  the  Irisb  Parliament  ?  and  I  have 
not   the   smallest  doubt   that   the    hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment will   muster   into  the    Lobby   all 
th^  future   warriors  upon    the    scheme. 
I   would    suggest  to   the    Conservative 
Party  that  they  would  select  which  horse 
they  are  going  to  win  on — either  you  are 
going  to  accept  and   work  cordially    in 
tn  Irish    Parliament,   or   else  you    are 
going  to  go  to  war  ;    but  really,  we  are 
tired  of  both  sides  of  the  argument  one 
after  another,   and    both   ad    nauseam. 
There  is  one  other  observation  I  would 
make,  and  it  is  this  :   The  Schedule  has 
been  complained  of  considerably  as  being 
too  fair  to  us,  and  unfair  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.     For  myself,  I  can  only 
say  I  voted  for  the  Schedule  as  a  sub- 
stantial  working  scheme  ;     but   in   my 
judgment   it   gives   the   Tory  Party    a 
great  deal  more  representation  than  they 
are  entitled  to.  I  do  not  grudge  it  to  them, 
and  I  have  only  risen  to   say    that    the 
reason  why  in  general  I  support  this  Bill 
is  this:  that  in  my  judgment  this  Schedule, 
like  a  great  many  other  portions  of  the 
Bill,  gives  the  so-called  loyal  minority 
much  more  than  they  are  adequately  or 
equitably  entitled  to. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  152  ;  Noes 
196.— (Division  List,  No.  256.) 

•Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  rose 
to  move  the  clause  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name,  and  which  dealt  with 
facilities  for  allowing  illiterate  voters  to 
record  their  votes.     It  read — 

''In elections  for  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  in 
elections  of  Memhers  from  Ireland  to  serve  in 
the  Hoose  of  Commons,  no  Bi>ecial  facilities 
shall  be  given  to  illiterates  for  recording  their 
votes/' 

These  facilities  were  at  present  given  in 
the  Rules  under  the  Ballot  Act  of 
1872,  which  conferred  certain  favours 
upon  those  incapacitated  by  blindness  or 
other  physical  cause,  or  prevented  by 
religious  scruples,  and  which  then  went 
on  to  confer  like  favours  upon  the 
illiterate  voter.  Under  the  Rules  as  they 
stood,  a  man  who  was  unable  to  read  and 
write  was  in  exactly  the  same  position 
as  a  man  who  suffered  from  any  of  these 
physical  causes,  or  scruples  of  conscience. 
It  seemed  to  him  perfectly  unreasonable 
that  such  facilities  should  be  given 
to  the  illiterate  voter — that  the  law  should 


go  out  of  its  way  to  confer  such  pri- 
vilege on  a  man  who  was  more  likely 
than  the  ordinary  voter  to  vote  unreason- 
ably. There  may  have  been  something 
to  say  20  years  ago ;  but  since  then 
they  had  had  an  alteration  in  the  general 
system  of  education  and  in  the  amount 
of  education  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
which  had  increased,  as  they  knew, 
immensely.  The  percentage  of  illiteracy 
in  Ireland  had  decreased  from  33  per 
cent.,  according  to  the  Census  of  1871,  to 
18  per  cent.,  according  to  the  Census  of 
1891 — it  had,  in  fact,  gone  down  to  about 
half  what  it  was.  But  the  figures  as  to 
the  illiterate  vote  were  different.  There 
were  under  400,000  voters,  and  85,000 
voters  polled  as  illiterates. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  was  under- 
stood to  dissent. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  his 
figures  were  taken  from  a  Return  of  the 
present  Session,  which  did  not  give 
the  figures  of  the  non-contested  con- 
stituencies ;  yet  the  number  of  voters 
who  now  voted  as  illiterates  in 
that  country  was  enormous  —  21^ 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  number  of 
electors.  It  was  a  curious  fact  that, 
whilst  the  proportion  of  illiterates  in  the 
whole  country  was  only  1 8  per  cent.,  the 
number  of  persons  who  voted  as  illiterates 
in  Ireland  exceeded  that  percentage  by 
three.  In  England  the  percentage  of 
illiterates  was  Ij^,  and  in  Scotland  less 
than  one.  In  regard  to  the  enormouB 
mass  of  persons  who  had  voted  in  Ireland 
as  illiterates,  he  did  not  propose  that 
steps  should  be  taken,  as  in  a  number  of 
States  in  America,  to  impose  any  kind 
of  educational  qualification,  but  merely 
that  no  special  privilege  should  be 
given  them,  and  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  vote  in  just  the  same  manner 
as  other  people.  It  took  but  a  small 
course  of  reading  and  writing,  he  though t, 
to  enable  these  people  to  have  pointed 
out  to  them  the  right  place  for  putting 
down  the  cross  for  a  candidate.  Anyone 
who  failed  to  understand  instructions  upon 
this  point  must  be  not  only  very  illite- 
rate, but  very  stupid  ;  and  the  real  voice 
of  Ireland  could  not  be  heard  so  long  as 
such  a  system  prevailed.  The  man 
who  was  so  situated  had  pressure 
brought  upon  him  to  vote  as  his 
neighbours  wished  and  as  the  priests 
wished.  The  men  who  were  made  to  vote 
as  illiterate  were  those  who  were  con- 
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eidered  in  doubt.  In  the  booths  they  had 
priests  as  personation  agents,  looking 
on  and  listening  to  the  questions  put  to 
the  voter,  and  the  paper  was  marked  in 
their  presence.  It  was  clear,  in  such  a 
case,  that  the  man  was  not  protected  by 
the  Ballot.  He  thought  the  protection 
of  the  Ballot  was  a  matter  of  extreme 
importance— especially  in  Ireland.  Re- 
cent disclosures  had  shown  that  the 
kind  of  pressure  which  he  had  indicated 
could  be  used,  and  by  taking  away  these 
facilities  they  would  show  that  the 
ballot  paper  was  so  simple  that  it  could 
be  understood  and  the  franchise  exercised 
even  by  those  who  could  not  read  nor 
write.  If  a  man  was  shown  how  to 
vote,  if  he  wanted  to  vote  in  a  particular 
way,  there  could  be  no  necessity  for 
these  privileges  being  extended  to  him. 
He  thought  the  case  was  clear,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  prolong 
discussion  in  reference  to  these  provisions. 
He  begged  to  move  the  clause. 

Clause  (Illiterate  Voters,)  —  {Mr, 
Parker  Smithy) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Committee — the  only 
Committee  which  had  sat  on  the  Ballot 
Act  since  the  passing  of  that  Act 
— and  for  that  reason  he  begged  to  offer 
a  few  words  in  view  of  the  experience 
he  had  gathered  on  that  Committee. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  he  could  not  support.  He 
should  he  obliged  to  oppose  it.  His 
ground  for  doing  so  was  that  it  asked 
them  to  make  this  alteration  with  regard 
to  the  return  of  Irish  Members,  and  did 
not  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  Kingdom. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  to  establish  a  dis- 
tinction of  that  kind  would  be  indefen- 
sible ;  and  he  could  not  imagine  that 
many  Members  of  the  House  would  be 
willing  to  make  that  distinction. 

•Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  the  only 
reason  he  did  not  ask  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple to  the  whole  Kingdom  was  that 
then  his  Amendment  would  be  out  of 
Order. 

•Sir  C.   W.   DILKE  said,   that  was 

natural,  of  course  ;  and  the  statement  of 

Ke  hon.  Member  only  showed  that  the 

Mr.  Parker  Smith 


question  was  one  to  be  dealt  with  for  the 
whole  Kingdom,  and  not  for  a  part  of   it. 
If  the  question  was  raised  as  affecting 
the  whole  Kingdom,  he  should  be  in   a 
different  position  with  regard  to  theclaufie. 
He  differed  from  many  on  his  side  of  the 
House   on   the    question,    for    he    iras 
strongly  opposed  to  the  continuance  of 
these  special  provisions  ;  and  if  the  Bill 
proposed  by  a  Member  opposite  affecting 
the  whole  of  the  Kingdom  were  proceeded 
with,  he  should  vote  for  it.     The  Com- 
mittee  to  which  he  referred   had   as   a 
Member   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James).     At 
the  Committee  the  subject  of  the  illite- 
rate vote  was  brought  up,  and  objection 
was  taken  by  the  Irish  Members  to  the 
special  provision.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member    for    North    Galway    (Colonel 
Nolan)  offered  himself  as  a  witness,  and 
gave  very   strong  evidence  against  the 
provision.     With  the  exception   of   the 
present     hon.    Member    for    Woolwich 
(Colonel  Hughes),   every  single  one  of 
the   witnesses  was  conclusively  against 
the  provision  as  a  means  for  attaining 
the  end  that  was  in  view  when  it  was 
framed.     The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Parker 
Smith)  told  them  of  the  use  to  which 
the  provision  was   put    in  Ireland  ;  but 
it  would  be  only  hypocrisy  to  say  that 
it  was    not   used    in    the   same  way  in 
portions  of  this  country.     For  his   (Sir 
C.  W.  Dilkc's)    part,  he   considered    it 
unnecessary.     The  illiterate  voter  could 
be  taught  perfectly   well  how  to  vote ; 
and    if     that     opinion    prevailed    with 
witness  after  witness  in  1874  and  1875, 
how    much     more    strongly    must    the 
opinion   prevail    now,  not  only    for  the 
reason    which    the    hon.    Member    had 
pointed  out — the  progress  of  education — 
but  for  the  reason  that,  whereas  at  that  time 
they  had  two-Membered  constituencies, 
involving  four  candidates,  they  had  now 
almost  everywhere  single-Mcmbered  con- 
stituencies and  two  candidates.    It  should 
be  easier  for  an  illiterate  to  be  taught  how 
to   record    his    vote    where   there  were 
two   candidates  than  where  there  were 
four.     He  thought  it  would  be  quite  safe 
to  get  rid  of   the  provision,  and  if   the 
proper  time  came  he  should  support  a 
measure  having  that  object ;  but  he  could 
not  support  a  proposal  dealing  only  with 
the  return  of  Irish  Members  to  the  Hou0e« 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  hi* 
right  hon.  Fnend  (Sir  C.  W.  DUke)  bad 
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sftated  clear] J  the  reason  why  tbis 
AmeucImeDt  could  not  be  entertained. 
The  subject  of  the  illiterate  vote  might 
very  properly  be  re-opened  as  a  matter 
of  policy,  but  it  ought  to  be  re-opened 
for  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  not 
for  the  latter  country  only.  It  seemed 
to  him  that,  for  the  reason  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  they  could  not  enter- 
tain the  proposal. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
they  were  told  that  the  only  reason  wliy 
tills  matter  should  not  be  dealt  with  was 
that  any  such  provision  ought  to  be 
applied  to  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
was  very  mucli  in  favour  of  beginning 
where  they  could.  Having  once  set  the 
matter  right  for  Ireland  in  this  Bill,  it 
would  not  be  very  long  before  the  evil 
was  corrected  in  England  and  Scotland. 
If  they  did  not  set  the  matter  right  in 
Ireland  whenever  they  proposed  to  do  so 
in  Great  Britain  they  would  be  strenu- 
ously opposed  by  the  Irish  Members. 
They  had  now  an  opportunity  of  doing 
away  with  that  prospective  opposition. 

Sir  H.  JAMES:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  says  this 
question,  from  his  point  of  view,  is  nar- 
rowed to  a  matter  of  procedure,  and  that 
he  objects  not  so  much  to  the  principle 
of  taking  this  privilege  away,  but  to  the 
procedure  by  which  it  is  proposed  to 
take  it  from  the  Irish  elector  alone.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  that  if  we  establish  that  the 
privilege  is  abused  in  Ireland  and  uot 
abused  in  Great  Britain,  ought  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  waive  the 
question  of  procedure,  and  allow  the 
system  to  be  stayed  ?  If  it  is  a  great 
and  crying  abuse  in  Ireland,  why  should 
It  be  perpetuated  when  the  House  has 
an  opportunity  of  putting  an  end  to  it  ? 
I  would  call  attention  to  a  few  figures.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
*gree  that  the  Irish  are  a  quick-witted 
'^ccj  and  will  object  to  anyone  saying 
that  they  are  less  quick-witted  than  the 
people  of  England  or  Scotland.  I  think 
Qe  will  say  that  they  are  entitled  to 
^ual  electoral  privileges,  because  they 
^  Hble  duly  to  exercise  those  privileges. 
"  that  be  so,  will  the  Prime  Minister 
H^e  me  an  answer  to  the  following 
^gtires  ?  The  iUiterate  voters  in  Scot- 
^d  number  1  in  100,  in  England  1  in 
^»  but  in  Ireland  1  in  every  5  is  an 
illiterate.  Now,  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister 


to  account  for  that.     Is  it  on  account  of 
want   of   intelligence  ?      It    cannot    be 
natural.      From  those  figures   it  is  ap- 
parent that  in  Ireland  this  privilege  is  a 
clear  and  certain  abuse.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean 
(Sir  C.  W.  Dilke)  admits  that  it  is  abused, 
but  he  says — "So  it  is  in  Great  Britain." 
But   how  is   it   that  there     is    only     1 
illiterate  in    100  in   Scotland  and   1   in 
80  in  England  ?     The  proportion  is  infi- 
nitesimal in  Great  Britain,  but  in  Ireland 
the  proportion   is  so  great   that   it   in- 
terferes with  the  true  representation  of 
the  place.    If  that  is  so,  are  we,  with  this 
opportunity  before  us,  to   say   we   will 
allow  this  abuse   to  continue  ?       I  will 
only  give  one  other  statistical  figure  to 
show  that  this  system  of  illiterate  voting 
is  used  by  the  Roman  Catholic  priests 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  voter  vote 
in   his   presence.     The   Prime   Minister 
knows  that  the  evidence  given  upon  the 
County  Meath  Election  Petition  showed 
that    in   almost   every   booth    the    elec- 
tioneering agent  for  one  candidate  was  a 
Catholic   priest.      Why   was   that  ?     It 
was  because  to  that  priest,  as  the  agent, 
came  the  man  who  was  called  an  illiterate, 
and  in  his  presence  was  made  to  mark 
the  voting  paper,  so  that  the  priest  might 
know  whether  he  voted  according  to  his 
(the  priest's)  will,  and  whether  or  not  the 
voter  should   receive  that   terrible  con- 
demnation amounting  almost  to  excom- 
munication meted  out  to  those  who  voted 
contrary   to    the   desire   of   the   clerical 
party.     I  will  give  some  figures.     I  do 
not  think  it  will  be  said  that  the  Northern 
voter  is  one  whit  more  intelligent  than 
the  Southern  voter.     But  how  can  those 
who  support  the  Bill  explain  away  these 
figures  ?      Six  thousand  seven  hundred 
persons  voted  in  the  County  of  Antrim  ; 
iQ6  of  them  voted  as  illiterates.      In  the 
County  of  Cork,  in  the  rural  districts, 
where    the   priestly   influence    is    over- 
whelming,   out   of   8,460   voters    3,044 
voters  said  that  they  were  illiterate.     Is 
the  Cork  voter  less  intelligent  than  the 
voter  of  Antrim  ?     Can  it  be  said  that 
the  Cork  voter  is  so  wanting  in  intelli- 
gence that  he  cannot  distinguish  between 
two    names  ?      Yet    it    is    to   such   an 
electorate  that  the  Government  propose 
to   confide   the   control    of    all    that   is 
prosperous  and  loyal  in    Ireland.      The 
Prime  Minister  says  he  wishes  to  per- 
petuate   the   system   because  procedure 
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prevents  him  from  inquiring  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  something  of  the 
sort. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  thought  he  said 
that  we  should  not  proceed  with  the 
Amendment,  because,  as  a  matter  of  pro- 
cedure, it  ought  to  be  applied  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No  ;  I 
said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had  clearly 
stated  the  reasons  against  the  Amendment. 
I  said  nothing  about  procedure,  though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I  did, 
and  has  repeated  it  several  times. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  right  in  the 
construction  he  puts  upon  his  own  words, 
but  I  would  remind  him  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  said  that  this  was  not  a  proper 
occasion  to  entertain  the  matter,  because 
it  was  sought  to  deal  with  Ireland  alone, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  accepted  that 
argument.  That  is  what  I  call  the 
argument  of  procedure.  I  take  the 
objection  to  be  that  we  ought,  if  we 
proceed  at  all,  to  proceed  in  relation  to 
the  United  Kingdom ;  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
these  illiterate  voters  a  power  they  have 
never  before  possessed — they  are  to  have 
a  power  and  dominion  over  their  fellow- 
countrymen  they  never  had  before.  If 
the  House  is  asked  to  give  the  Irish 
elector  these  new  powers,  ought  we  not 
to  see  that  he  is  a  man  of  such  sense 
that  he  can  distinguish  by  means  of  his 
eyesight  between  two  names,  and  ought 
we  not  to  take  greater  care  not  to  give 
to  third  persons  the  power  of  knowing 
how  a  man  votes,  and  of  making  him 
vote  according  to  their  will  .''  This  is 
really  not  giving  power  to  the  electorate, 
but  giving  it  to  interested  persons  who  are 
exercising  a  corrupt  power  over  electors 
in  not  allowing  them  to  vote  as  they 
think  proper.  No  voter  is  so  stupid 
that  he  cannot  distinguish  between  two 
names — one  at  the  top  and  the  other  at 
the  bottom.  It  has  been  suggested  that, 
in  order  to  insure  that  there  could  be  no 
mistake,  one  name  could  be  printed  in 
red  or  yellow  or  green,  so  that  even  the 

Sir  H.  James 


most  illiterate  voter — unless  be  were 
colour  blind — would  know  how  to  dis- 
criminate between  two  names.  But  the 
question  is,  are  those  who  are  asking  us 
to  pass  this  Bill  entitled  to  ask  that 
Home  Rule  shall  be  given  to  men  who 
are  either  stupidly  ignorant  or  stupidly 
cowardly  and  servile  ?  In  either  case 
they  are  not  fit  for  Home  Rule. 
If  the  Government  gives  them  Home 
Rule,  let  them  give  it  under  proper 
conditions,  one  of  which  is  that  the 
voter  shall  have  some  intelligence  and 
shall  be  a  free  man.  Do  not  ask  us  to 
give  votes  to  men  who  are  blind  and 
stupid,  or  to  give  them  to  what  are 
worse — namely,  persons  who  control  the 
electorate  for  purposes  of  their  own. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  rise  prin- 
cipally  to  call  attention  to  the  very 
curious  divergence  between  the  policy  of 
the  Government  on  this  question  and 
their  policy  on  another  question  not  very 
long  ago.  We  have  had  two  speeches 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C.  W.  Dilke), 
and  on  both  occasions  I  failed  to  see  any 
relevance  between  the  argument  and  the 
facts  laid  before  the  House  and  the  vote 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to  give. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  made  a 
powerful  attack  on  the  whole  of  thii* 
illiterate  vote.  He  admits  that  this 
privilege  is  an  abuse  wherever  it  exists, 
and  he  admits  that  the  necessity  for 
maintaining  it  no  longer  exists,  if 
it  ever  did  exist.  He  admits  that  the 
Committee  which  examined  it  in  1875 
and  all  the  witnesses  examined  by  that 
Committee  were  unanimous  in  opposing 
it,  and  he  says  that  if  they  were  unani- 
mous then,  the  reasons  against  it  now 
must  be  far  stronger.  And,  lastly  anJ 
most  important  of  all,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  admits  that  in  Ireland  this  abiu^e 
has  grown  to  proportions  compared  with 
which  anything  in  England  or  Scotlsod 
is  absolutely  insignificant.  But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  we  cannot  detl 
with  Ireland  alone  in  the  matter ;  ani 
therefore,  he  would  defer  giving  anj 
operative  effect  to  his  opinions  til!  th* 
Greek  Kalends,  when  a  general  Bill  i> 
brought  in  for  the  three  countries,  l*^^ 
me  remind  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  Government  of  the  line  they  took 
up  when  we  were  discussing  University 
representation.  We  were  not  then  Je*!' 
ing  with  the  ignorant  voters,  but  witli 
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the  best  and  most  inteliigeut  constituency 
in  ail  Ireland ;  and  the  Government  said  if 
the  J  did  not  dis^nchise  Trinity  College, 
they   wonld  be  giving  Irish  University 
representation  a  fresh  start.     What  are 
you  now  doing  to  the  illiterate  voter  ? 
On  your  own  principle  you  are  giving 
him  a  fresh  start.  On  the  very  principles 
on  which  you  disfranchised  the  intelligent 
men  of  Ireland  you  refuse  to  disfranchise 
the    unintelligent   men   of    Ireland.     Is 
thit  consistent  ?     Can  you  not  treat  the 
nuui  who  cannot  read  with  the  same  rigid 
impartiality  that  you  have  treated  the 
man  who  has  shown  by  the  fact  that  he 
has  taken  a  degree  that  he  belongs  to  the 
most  educated  portion  of  the  community  ? 
But  that  is  not  all.     On  what  principle 
is  the  strange  argument  that  we  must  not 
deal  with   Ireland   until   we   deal   with 
England  and  Scotland  based  Pit  appears 
to  be  based  on  the  fact  that  it  would  be 
unfair  to  attack  the  Irish   illiterate  voter 
nntil  they   have  dealt  with  the  English 
and  Scotch  illiterate  voter.     If  there  is 
unfairness  iu  the  distinction,  the  unfair- 
ness is  to  England  and  to  Scotland.     In 
whose   interest  is  it  suggested  that  we 
should   disfranchise   the   Irish    illiterate 
voter?     Is  it  on  behalf  of  Englishmen 
or  Scotchmen  ?     No,  Sir  ;  it  is  on  behalf 
of  Irishmen.     It  is   to  make  the  Irish 
sjstem   a   good   system ;  it   is    to   give 
the  Irish   a  franchise    which    will    not 
onduly  endow  the  Irish  Catholic  priest 
with  a  power  which  by  universal  admis- 
sion  the    Irish    priest    has    too     often 
ahused  in  the   polling   booth.     That   is 
peculiar  to    Ireland   alone.      The   right 
hon.    Baronet    dealt     with    the    incon- 
venience of  applying  a  principle  to  Ire- 
land which  was  not   at    the  same  time 
applied  to  Great  Britain.     It  did  not  lie 
in  the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
n»an  to  use    that  argument,   nor  in  the 
naouth  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  endorse 
»t.    The   Government   have  already    in 
the  Bill  applied  entirely  new  principles 
to  Ireland  which  they  refuse  to  apply  to 
England  and  Scotland.     You  are  adopt- 
ing in  Ireland   an  alteration  in  dealins: 
With  the 'franchise  which,  by  your  own 
confession,     is     bad,    and     you      have 
refused  to  adopt  one  which,   equally  by 
your  own  confession,  is  good.     I  beg  the 
w)verntt)ent  to  reconsider   their    deter- 
njination.     I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
]J[onld  l>e  in  their  own  interest  to  do  so. 
They  must  know,  after   the  disgraceful 


revelations  of  the  Meath  Elections,  that 
nothing  so  shocked  public  opinion  in  this 
country  as  the  illegitimate  employment 
by  the  priesthood  of  their  power  over  the 
people.  Do  not  start  this  new  ship  of 
State  ill-manned  and  ill-found  without 
even  the  smallest  chance  of  performing  a 
successful  voyage.  Give  it  the  best 
you  have.  Provide  it  with  the  best 
electoral  machinery  you  can  provide  it 
with,  and  do  not,  on  the  plea  that  you 
ought  to  give  equal  advantages  to 
England  and  Scotland,  refuse  to  give  that 
which  you  can  give  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen  to  a  country  which  more  than 
England  and  Scotland  stands  urgently  in 
need  of  it. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (Hackney,  S.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
thinks  that  the  Government  have  not 
acted  consistently,  and  he  refers  to  the 
case  of  Trinity  College  as  an  illustration 
of  his  argument.  But  I  think  the  House 
will  see  that  there  is  a  marked  distinction 
between  the  case  of  Trinity  College  and 
that  now  before  the  House.  The  Go- 
vernment plan  involves  a  retluction  of 
the  number  of  Ireland's  Representatives, 
and,  therefore,  it  becomes  necessary  to 
disfranchise  some  constituencies.  I  will 
test  the  soundness  of  the  principle  on 
which  the  Government  proceed  by  ask- 
ing whether  if  it  were  a  question  of 
creating  a  new  constituency,  any  party 
would  propose  to  give  it  to  a  University  ? 
["  Yes  !  "J  But  the  whole  current  of 
political  opinion  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  is  against  the  continuation  of 
the  anomalous  system  of  University 
representation.     ["  No,  no  !  *'] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  was  not 
my  argument.  My  argument  was  that, 
when  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
are  defending  their  action  iu  regard  to 
Dublin  University,  they  say  that  not  to 
disfranchise  it  would  be  to  give  it  a  new 
start. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  My  answer  to 
that  is  that  the  Government  are  engaged 
in  re-casting  the  whole  of  the  consti- 
tuencies of  Ireland,  and  iu  that  state  of 
things  they  cannot  cousistently,  with  the 
views  they  hold,  overlook  the  fact  of  the 
position  of  Trinity  College  being  ano- 
malous. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  H.  James)  was  strangely  excited  in 
supporting  the  clause.  He  used  language 
of  exalted  vehemence  quite  unusual 
with  him  on  these  subjects.     Well,  I  do 
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fourth  the  size  of  Dublin,  no  fewer  than 
1,090  out  of  8,000  declared  themselvee 
illiterate.     The  truth  of  the   matter  was 
that  the  illiterate  vote   was   merely   an 
engine   of   the   Roman  Catholic   priest- 
hood.  He  had  gone  through  two  elections 
in    South   Tyrone,  both  of  them  being 
contests    of    the    keenest    and    hottest 
character,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  he  had  seen  with    his    own    eyes 
in  that  division.     He  had  gone  into  the 
polling  booth  on  the  polling  day  and  found 
the  Returning  Officer  sitting  at  his  table 
with    the   personation    agents    on     one 
side,  consisting  of  laymen,  and  on  the 
other  side  of    priests.       A    poor    man, 
who    was    a   Nationalist,  went    in     to 
vote,  and    the    officials    were    so   much 
accustomed  to  illiterates  that  thev  abso- 
lutely,  without   any  statutory  authority 
whatever,  asked  him  whether  he  could 
read   or  write.     He  put  a  stop  to  this 
custom  very  early  in   the  poll  at  the  last 
Election  by  pointing  out  to  the  Returning 
Officer  that  he  must  restrict  himself   to 
the  questions  given  in  the  Statute.  When 
the  voter,  however,  was  asked  the  ques- 
tion   he   looked  first  at   the   priest  and 
then    turned   round    to    the    Returning 
Officer  and  declared  he  could  not  read  or 
write.      Thousands  of  these  men  abso* 
lutely      perjured       themselves       every 
General  Election  in  the  polling  booths, 
Hiwu^ethey  were  frequently  sworn  and 
declared^ey  were  illiterate  when  they 
could  read  and  write  perfectly  well.     The 
poor  men  dare  not  vote  except  as  their 
priest,   who    was   looking    on,   directed 
them.     He  said  this  destroyed  the  Ballot 
Act.     Why  was  it  that  the  Nationalist 
Party  appointed   priests  as   personation 
agents  ?     Why  did  they  bring  in  clergy- 
men  to   do   work   of    this   kind  ?      He 
would  challenge  the  Government  to  find 
in  Ulster  a  Protestant  clergyman  acting 
as  a  personation  agent.     Clergymen  in 
the   South   and   West  of  Ireland   were 
present  in  the  polling  booths  in  order  to 
overawe  the  poor  men  who  had  not  the 
courage  to  stand  up  against  them.     In 
Dublin  the  artizans  had  repudiated  this 
priestly  influence,  and  as  a  result  there 
was  a  wonderful  disparity  between  the 
number  of  illiterate  voters  in  the  County 
of  Dublin   and  the  number  in   County 
Cork.     Some  hon.  Members  had  argued 
the    question     as    if     the    Amendment 
proposed    to     disfranchise    every     illi- 
terate    voter,     but     the     Amendment 
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proposed    to   do    nothing    of  the    kind. 
It    simply    proposed    to    withdraw    the 
privileges  which  the  Ballot  Act  now  con- 
ferred npon  political  agents.  The  illiterate 
voter  would' appear  on  the  register  just 
as  he  did  now;  buD^  when  he  entered  the 
polling  booth  he  would  be  deprived  of 
the  n<«sistance  that  the   law    now  gave 
him — that  was  to  say,  he  would  have  to 
take   his   paper   and   mark    it   as  every 
other  voter  had  to  do.     Every  privilejfe 
that  the  law  now  conferred  on  ignorance 
would   be  withdrawn,  and  that  was  not 
disfranchisement.      What  took  place  at 
every  election  in  Ireland  in  which  serious 
interest  was  felt  was  this.     Men  were 
taken  to  a  Nationalist   committee-n)om 
on  entering  the  village  or  town  on  the 
polling  day.     Tl>ey  were  asked  to  mark 
Afac-simile  of  the  ballot  paper.    If  they 
showed  any  hesitation,  or  if  the  cross 
they  made  was  half-an-inch  too  high  or 
too  low,  they  were  ordered   to  declare 
themselves  illiterate,  and  the  priest  wa* 
in  the  polling  booth  to  see  that  they  did 
so.     That  was   a   horrible   system.     It 
coerced  thousands  of  men  and  perjortil 
thousands    more.      Under    the    circum- 
stances he  should  certainly  support  the 
clause. 

Sir  T.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  said,  the 
Government  had  offered  no  reply  to  the 
arguments  advanced  by  the  Opposition. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  been  remindeii 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  be 
was  quite  ready  to  disfranchise  the 
electors  of  Dublin  University,  who  repre- 
sented the  professional  and  commercial 
classes  of  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were, 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•Sir  T.  LEA  (resuming)  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  quite  ready  to  dis- 
franchise the  electors  of  Dublin  Uni- 
versity who  represented  the  professional 
and  commercial  classes  of  Ireland,  but  he 
was  unwilling  to  allow  anything  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  illiterate  voters  of  the 
West  of  Ireland  giving  their  votes  not 
according  to  their  own  reasoning,  but 
in  the  way  they  were  told  to  vote  by  ihof^e 
they  were  likely  to  obey.  A  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  sat  to  consider 
this  very  question  of  the  Ulitermte  rou» 
under  the  Ballot  Act.  Id  their  Report 
they  advised  that  all  special  pfx>visK>n« 
for  the  assistance  of  tUe  lUilerate  voter 
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ebonld  be  abolished,  and  that   uo  voter 
except  those  suffering  from  physical  dis- 
ability should  receive  assistance  in  the  mak-  ^ 
ing  of  the  ballot  paper.      He  would  have  i 
thought  that  the  Government  would  have 
taken  the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  Bill 
of  dispensing  with  those  facilities  which  ' 
were  used  in  Ireland,  not  on  behalf  of  the  I 
illiterate  voter,  but  on  behalf  of  tyranny. 
He  was  sure  the  Government  would  like 
to  obtain   the  intelligent  opinion  of  the 
people   of   Ireland  in  elections  ;  but  so 
long  as  the  illiterate  voter  was  allowed 
to  retain  his  present  position,  it  would  be 
impossible    to    obtain    that    intelligent 
opiuion.     He   wondered    how    the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Donegal  relished  being 
told  that  he  was  the  Representative  of 
illiterate  voters  ?     He   hoped    the    hon. 
M^nber  would   give  his  opinion  on  the 
matter  by-and-bye. 

MR.MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  Not 
a  word. 

•Sir  T.  lea   said,   that   at  the  first 
election  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Donegal  his  majority  was  just  the  number  | 
of  illiterates  who  had  voted.     The  hon. 
Member  had  slightly  improved  his  posi- 
tioD  at   the    last   election,  because    the 
illiterate  voters  had   dropped  to   2,250. 
Bat  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Douegal  was  much   worse.      The   hon. 
Member  at  the  last  elf'ction  polled  3,630 
votes.  Of  these  2,057,  or  more  than  half, 
were  illiterate.  In  1885  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  polled  4,000  votes,  and  of 
these  he  was  su^e  2,8CK)  were  given  as 
illiterate  voters.     And  yet  they  were  told 
that  this  was  the  free  expression  of  the 
iQtelligent  opinion  of  Ireland  on  Home 
^ale.     The  hon.  Member  for  Down  had 
said  that  he  condemned  the  tyranny  of 
the   Irish    landlords    in   the   past,   and 
for  that  reason   he   had   supported  the 
Ballot  Act.     He,  too,  had  supported  the 
Ballot  Act,  because  he  believed  that  by 
1^8  means  they  would  be  able  to  get  the 
free  and  intelligent  opinion  of  all  classes 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.     But 
he  had  never  supported  the  Ballot  Act  in 
order   to  do   away    with    the    tyranny 
^^  the   landlord    and    land   agent    and 
substitute     for      them       the     tyranny 
of  the  priest   and    the    agent    of    the 
National  League.     He  had  been  in  many 
polUng  booths  during  elections  in  East 
^Qegid,and  had  seen  there  the  priest 
With  the  agent  of  the  National  League 
"cking  off  on  a  list  everv  man  who  voted. 


The  illiterate  voters  came  in  in  swarms 
and  voted  as  they  were  told  by  the  priest 
and  the  agent  of  the  National  League.  A 
voter  of  the  county  once  said  to  him — 
"You  abolished  the  powers  of  the  landords; 
now  free  us  from  a  tyranny  which  is  ten 
times  greater."  [  Cries  of  "  Name  !  " 
from  Nationalist  Members.]  Would  the 
life,  or  property,  or  happiness  of  the  voter 
be  worth  one  minute's  purchase  if  he 
gave  his  name  ?  He  knew  the  voter  as 
well  as  possible,  and  he  made  that  state- 
ment to  him  by  his  own  fireside.  It  was 
impossible  to  obtain  the  free  expression 
of  the  intelligent  opinion  of  Ireland 
under  the  present  system  ;  and,  therefore, 
in  the  interest  of  purity  and  freedom  of 
election,  he  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.    sexton    (Kerry,   N.) :    The 
hon.  Baronet  has  been,  perhaps  uninten- 
tionally, frank  in  one  respect.  He  has  made 
it  clear  what  was  the  tyranny  which  ma<le 
it  necessary  to  pass  the  Ballot  Act.    Was 
it  the  tyranny  of  the  priests,  or  was  it  the 
tyranny  of  the  landlords?  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  admitted  it  was  the  tyranny  of  the 
landlords ;  and  the  mortal  sin  on  the  part 
of  the  priests,  which  neither  he  any  other 
Unionist  can  forget  or  forgive,  is  that  the 
priests  of  Ireland — when  the  j>eople  had 
no  other  friends  but  the  priests — taught  the 
people,  helped  the  people,  and  inspired 
the    people   to   stand    up    against    this 
tyranny  of  the  landlords.     To  the  priests 
of  Ireland  is  due  the  immortal  honour  of 
having  organised  the  people  against  the 
tyranny   of   a   territorial    class,   and    of 
having  brought  the  people  to  the  point 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  is  about  to 
confer  on  them  the  right  of  self-govern- 
ment.    It  argues  either  an  extraordinary 
ignorance  of  the  facts  of  Irish  history  or 
crass     indifference     to    well-established 
truths  to  suggest  that  the  people  have 
any   cause  to  fear   the  tyranny  of  the 
priests.      The   priests  are   bone  of   the 
bone  and  fiesh  of  the  fiesh  of  the  people  ; 
they  have  sprung  from  the  people ;  they 
have  the  same  interests  and  the  same  de- 
sires as  the  people.     The  hon.  Baronet 
would  have  been  more  prudent  if  he  had 
avoided    the    subject   of   Donegal.     He 
never  had  a  word  to  say  against  Donegal 
so  long  as  he  sat  for  that  county. 

•Sir  T.  lea  :    I  do  not  say  a  word 
against  it  now. 
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fourth  the  size  of  Diihlin,  no  fewer  than 
1,090  out  of  8,000  declared  themselves 
illiterate.     The  truth  of  the   matter  was 
that  the  illiterate  vote   was   merely   au 
engine   of   the   Roman  Catholic   priest- 
hood.  He  had  gone  through  two  elections 
in    South   Tyrone,  both  of  them  being 
contests    of    the    keenest    and    hottest 
character,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  he  had  seen  with    his    own    eyes 
in  that  division.     He  had  gone  into  the 
polling  booth  on  the  polling  day  and  found 
the  Returning  Officer  sitting  at  his  table 
with    the   personation    agents    on     one 
side,  consisting  of  laymen,  and   on  the 
other  side  of    priests.       A    poor    man, 
who    was    a   Nationalist,  went    in     to 
vote,  and    the    officials    were    so   much 
accustomed  to  illiterates  that  they  abso- 
lutely, without   any  statutory  authority 
whatever,  asked  him  whether  he  could 
read   or  write.     He  put  a  stop  to  this 
custom  very  early  in  the  poll  at  the  last 
Election  by  pointing  out  to  the  Returning 
Officer  that  he  must  restrict  himself   to 
the  questions  given  in  the  Statute.  When 
the  voter,  however,  was  asked  the  ques- 
tion   he   looked  first  at   the   priest  and 
then    turned   round    to    the    Returning 
Officer  and  declared  he  could  not  read  or 
write.     Thousands  of  these  men  abso- 
lutely     perjured       themselves       every 
General  Election  in  the  polling   booths, 
);^«au^ethey  were  frequently  sworn  and 
declared'Ttrey  were  illiterate  when  they 
could  read  and  write  perfectly  well.     The 
poor  men  dare  not  vote  except  as  their 
priest,   who    was   looking    on,   directed 
them.     He  said  this  destroyed  the  Ballot 
Act.     Why  was  it  that  the  Nationalist 
Party  appointed   priests  as   personation 
agents  ?     Why  did  they  bring  in  clergy- 
men  to   do   work   of    this   kind  ?      He 
would  challenge  the  Government  to  find 
in  Ulster  a  Protestant  clergyman  acting 
as  a  personation   agent.     Clergymen  in 
the   South   and   West  of  Ireland   were 
present  in  the  polling  booths  in  order  to 
overawe  the  poor  men  who  had  not  the 
courage  to  stand  up  against  them.     In 
Dublin  the  artizans  had  repudiated  this 
priestly  influence,  and  as  a  result  there 
was  a  wonderful  disparity  between  the 
number  of  illiterate  voters  in  the  County 
of  Dublin   and  the  number  in   County 
Cork.     Some  hon.  Members  had  argued 
the    question     as    if     the    Amendment 
proposed    to     disfranchise    every     illi- 
terate    voter,     but     the     Amendmeut 
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proposed    to   do    nothing    of    1^,  ^^  ^ot 
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showed  any  hesitation,  or   if  »& 

they  made  was  half-an-inch 

too  low,  they  were  ordered 

themselves  illiterate,  and  the 

in  the  polling  booth  to  see  thai 

so.     That  was   a   horrible    sy 

coerced  thousands  of  men  aud 

thousands    more.      Under    the 

stances  he  should  certainly  su 

clause. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)iiid  di^p' 
Government  had  offered  no  repwfcW.^e 
arguments  advanced  by  the   O 
The  Prime  Minister  had  been 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was    quite   ready    to     disfranc 
electors  of  Dublin  University, 
sented  the  professional  and  co 
classes  of  Ireland. 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Mem 
not   present;    House    counted. 
Members  being  found  present, 

•Sir  T.  LEA  (resuming)  said,  _ 
Prime  Minister  was  quite  readjr! 
franchise  the    electors  of   Dublu 
versity'who  represented  the  profi 
and  commercial  classes  of  Ireland^ 
was  unwilling  to  allow  anything 
in  the  way  of  the  illiterate  voters 
West  of  Ireland  giving  their  vol 
according  to   their  own    reasonii 
in  the  way  they  were  told  to  vote  bi 
they   were  likely  to  obey.     A* 
Committee  of  the  House  sat  to 
this  very  question  of  the  iUiterat«^ 
under  the  Ballot  Act.     In  thair 
they  advised  that  all  special  prot 
for  the  assistanoe  of  ti«e  illiterate 
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Mr.  sexton  :  No  ;  the  hon.  Baronet 
only  derides  and  denounces  the  voters  of 
the  county. 

•Sir  T.  lea  :  I  denounced  the  tyranny 
exercised  over  the  voters. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Was  not  the  use  and 
practice  of  tyranny  the  same  a  few  years 
ago  as  it  is  now  ?     If  it  could  be  prac- 
tised   by    the    priests    when    the    hon. 
Baronet   sat   for   the  county,  after   the 
Ballot   Act,   his   argument  against  the 
illiterates  was  as  applicable  then  as  now. 
But  the  hon.  Baronet  had  nothing  but 
what  was  admirable  to  say  of  the  County 
of  Donegal  so  long  as  he  represented  it, 
though  many  of  the  poor  voters  of  the 
county  had  never  a  chance,  by  reason  of 
your  political  administration  in  Ireland, 
of     becoming    educated.       What     they 
wanted  in  education  they  have  made  up 
in  common  sense,  of  which  they  gave  a 
signal  proof  when  they  expelled  the  hon. 
Baronet.     The  fact  that  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Mac  Neill)  represents  a  division  of 
the  county  is  another  proof  of  the  dis- 
cretion  of  the   voters.    If   not   learned 
themselves,    they    have    chosen    a  ripe 
scholar  and  an  upright   politician,  and 
that  is  more  than  is  always  done  by  the 
Universities,  though  I  suppose  there  is 
not  an  illiterate  voter  within  the  sacred 
sphere  of  a  University.     Donegal  is  the 
one  black  spot  in   the  British  adminis- 
tration  of  Ireland.     You   have  allowed 
the  landlords  there  to  extort  rack-rents 
from    the    poorest  and   most   miserable 
people    in    the    world.     Moreover,    the 
people   of  Donegal  speak  only  the  Irish 
language.     Irish  is  their  mother  tongue ; 
it   is   in  daily  use  amongst   them  ;  and 
owing  to  the  crasiy^i i upfittfl^ ipr  I  <^^ 
call  it  nothing  gLi^— of  the  national  system 
of  educatioH^you  will  not  allow  to  be 
done  in  Ireland  what  is  done  in  Wales — 
namely,  that  English  should  be  taught 
to  the  children  through  the  medium  of 
the  tongue  they  know,  for  you  will  not 
allow  Irish  to  be  taught  in  the  schools. 
I  recently  read   a   Report  of  a   School 
Inspector,  for  Donegal,  I  think — certainly 
for  one  of  the  Western  districts  of  Ire- 
land— in   which    he   said   he  heard   the 
children  in  one  of  these  schools  reading 
the  lesson — "  We  get  turf  from  the  bog  " ; 
but  when  he  examined  the  children  who 
were  reading  so  glibly,  not  one  of  them 
knew  the  meaning  of  turf  or  bog.     The 
children  are  taught  in  a  foreign  tongue. 
The    consequence    is    that    they   leave 


school   without  being   able   to   read    or 
write  English,  or  the  slight  knowledge 
they  do  acquire  of  English  soon  fade^ 
away.     If  you  had  done  12  years  ago 
what  we  asked  you  to  do— if  you  had 
allowed  in  these  Irish-speaking  districts 
the  English  language  to  be  taught  to  the 
children  through  the  medium  of  the  toogue 
they  know,  there  would  be  less  illiterates 
in  Ireland  than  there  are  to-day  ;  and 
if   illiteracy   prevails   in   Donegal  it    is 
because  the  children  are  not  taught  the 
English    language    through     the    Irish 
language.     I  say  that  this  is  a  disfran- 
chising proposition,  and  that  it  is  moet 
unequal  and  unjust  towards  Ireland  a$ 
between  the  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.      The  Returns  show  that   at 
the  last  Election  there  were.  40,000  men 
in  England  who  could  not  mark  their 
voting  papers.      Do  you   propose  that 
the  facilities  for  these  men  should  remain, 
and  that  their  papers  should  be  marked 
for   them  ?     I  compliment  Scotland  on 
her    small    number    of     her    illiterate*. 
What  is  the  reason  ?     Because  Scotland 
has  the  best  parochial  system  of  ednca- 
tion   in  Europe.      Will   you   allow  tk 
illiterates    of     England     and     Scotland 
to    have    their    papers   marked,   whik. 
forsooth,    you     take    advantage    of    a 
Bill  to  give  the  Irish  the  management  of 
their  own  affairs  to  introduce  into  tliat 
Bill    a    proposition    that    the^e  80,000 
people,  more    or    less,    who    voted  a^ 
illiterate,   should   be  deprived  of   their 
votes  ?     That  is  a  proposition  so  iwjafi 
that  it  cannot  be  entertained  for  a  single 
moment.     The   argument    is   that  ibeMf 
men  could  have  marked  their  pap^^  i^ 
they  so  pleased.      Anyone   listening  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  SoatL 
Tyrone  could  not  have  failed  to  see  tbt 
he  replied  to  himself,  and  that  he  di^ 
posed  of  his   own   argument.      Harim: 
fi^t  declared  that  many  of  these  voters 
c^Md  have  marked  their  papers,  the  lion- 
MeiM^er  went  on  to  give  a  graphic  sketch 

o^  *  'ri!?*"^*'  before  an  election.  He 
describetl',^^  there  was  a  room  full  of 
priests,  tha.  ^^^  voter  was  broogbi  «• 
to  mark  his  ^^^  and  that  if  he  w 
unable  t^.^n^^'his  paper  he  wa*  loM  ti) 
declare  bimseir.jjj^^;^^  Bot  wa»  be 
not  illiterate .     ^  ^  ^^  .^  ^^^  j,. 

mark  his  P»P^^^  Jely  so  as  to  gi^  l»i* 
effect  to  the  ^^^^ow  can  be  otbenri* 
be  described  w^  ^^  iHiusrmte  man  ?  I 
think  it  v»»  ^^^  proper  for  sndi  •  i»*" 
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to  describe  himself  as  illiterate.     There  I 
are  two  ways  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion.    One  waj  is  to  deal  with  men  who 
can  mark  their  papers  and  will  not,  and 
the  other  way  is  to  deal  with  men  who 
cannot  mark   their  papers.     There  has 
been  on  this  matter  the  usual  loose  and 
reckless  talk   by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  who  speaks  as  if  every 
Nationalist   in   Ireland  had  done  him  a 
personal  injury.  He  talked  about  perjury. 
There  is   no   perjury.     A  voter   is  not 
sworn  as  to  whether  he  can  read  or  write. 
He  merely  makes  a  statutory  declaration, 
and  if  he  makes  a  false  declaration  he  is 
liable  to  suffer  the  penalty  provided  by 
the  Ballot  Act.     I  would  advise  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  those  who  speak  so  warmly 
on  the  subject   of   illiteracy   to  put  in 
force  the  penalty  of  the  law  against  men 
who  make  a  false  declaration  that  they 
are  unable  to  read  or  write.     But  I  ask, 
is  it  just  or  right,  because  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  these  80,000  may  have  been  able 
to  mark  their  papers,  and  did  not,  for 
some  pretence  or  other — cases  for  which 
the  law    provides   a    penalty — that  you 
flhould,  therefore,  take  the  vast  majority 
of    these     80,000      who      undoubtedly 
are    unable     to     mark     their     papers, 
and  because  of  their  ignorance  deprive 
them    of   the    right    to    the  franchise  ? 
Surely,   Sir,  such   a  proposition  cannot 
bear  a  moment's  examination.     The  man 
who  makes  a  false  declaration  may  be 
punished  ;  and  the  man  who  cannot  read 
and   write,   and  who  is  entitled  to  his 
vote,  should  not  be  deprived  of  his  vote 
because  another  man  has  told  a  false- 
hood.    No  argument  against  Nationalism 
— as  opposed  to  Unionism— can  be  drawn 
from  these  statistics  of  illiteracy.    I  look, 
for  instance,  to  the  County  Fermanagh. 
County  Fermanagh  has  two  divisions  : 
one  represented  at  the  present  moment 
by  a   Nationalist   and   the   other   by  a 
Unionist.      North  Fermanagh  is  repre- 
sented by  a  Unionist,  and   at   the  last 
election,   when   that    Unionist  was    re- 
turned, had  6,400  voters.     1,187  voted 
illiterate. 

Mr.  boss  (Londonderry)  :  They 
were  not  Unionists. 

Mb.  sexton  :  How  do  you  know  ? 
I  turn  to  Deny  City  with  3,900  voters, 
aod  I  find  that  680  voted  illiterate. 

VOL.  XV.       [fourth  series.] 


Mr.    ROSS :    Yes ;    nearly   all   Na- 
tionalists. 

Mr.     sexton  :      The     hon.     and 
learned  Gentleman — perhaps  it  is  because 
he  is  a  new  Member— credits  the  House 
of  Commons  with  a  greater  measure  of 
gullibility  than  that  worldly-wise  Assem- 
bly possesses.     I  go  now  to  South  Fer- 
managh.     In  South  Fermanagh,  which 
is  represented  by  a  Nationalist,  there  are 
5,200  voters — almost  precisely  the  same 
number  as  in  the  other  division  of  the 
county — and  1 ,2 1  o  voted  illiterate ;   1,187 
in  one,  and  1,215  in'  the  other,  and  one 
returns    a    Nationalist    and    the    other 
a    Unionist.      Now    I    go    to    Tyrone. 
At  any  rate,  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  did  not  say  there 
were  any  bogus  voters   in  his  division, 
though  there  might  be  illiterates.     There 
are  four  divisions  in  Tyrone.     The  hon. 
Gentleman   opposite    represents    South 
Tyrone,   a  Member   of  the  same  Party 
represents  North  Tyrone,  and  the  other 
two   divisions   are   represented    by  Na- 
tionalists.    I  wonder  if  the  hardihood  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Derry 
(Mr.  Ross)  will  pursue  his  argument  and 
say  they  were  only  Nationalists  who  voted 
illiterate   in    Tyrone  ?       Here   are  four 
divisions    of    a    county,   nearly   evenly 
divided  between  Protestant  and  Catholic. 
In  North   Tyrone   there  are    1,738 ;    in 
South  Tyrone,  which  has  the  honour  of 
being  represented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  who  from  his  speech  to-night 
we  would  not  think  there  was  an  illiterate 
or  a  bogus  voter  in  his  division 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  spoke 
from  experience  when  he  talked  of  the 
evils  of  illiterate  voting.  He  saw  the 
terrorism  exerted  by  the  priests  at  the 
polling  booths. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  do  not  think  the 

ministers   of   religion  are  to  be  reviled 

for  being  present  at  the  polling  booths. 

They  were  about  the  booths,  and  a  man 

might  be  more  useful  outside  than  in- 
side. In  North  Tyrone  there  were  1,738 
illiterate  voters  ;  in  South  Tyrone  1,602, 
making  together,  for  the  two  divisions 
represented  by  Unionists,  3,340  ilfiterate 
persons.  In  the  other  two  divisions 
represented  by  Nationalists  there  are 
in  one   1,485,  and  in  the  other  2,000, 
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iUiterate  voters.     Therefore,  you  have 
got   in    the     Unionist    divisions     3,340 
illiterate,  and  in  the  Nationalist  divisions 
8,485.     When  I  find  in  a  county  of  great 
and  *wide  extent,  almost  equally  divided 
between      Protestants     and      Catholics, 
the     proportion     of     illiteracy     almost 
emphatically  the  same  in  each  division, 
I  say  it  is  trifling  with   the   House  of 
Commons  to  suggest  that  because  people 
are  of  one  creed  or  one  race,  that  illiteracy 
prevails  amongst  them  and  not  amongst 
others.     The  statistics  of  Irish  education 
show    that   illiteracy  amongst  the  Pro- 
testants of  certain  counties  in  Ulster   is 
freater    than    amongst    the     Catholics. 
Crie*  o/" "  No,  no  !  "]     It  is  very  well 
knowh  that  amongst  the  labouring  popu- 
lation   of    Ulster   illiteracy   is  a  blight 
more  on  one  side  than  on  the  other.     My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Knox)  established  that  in  the   clearest 
manner  in  a  recent  Debate  in  this  House. 
It  is  idle,  then,  to  attempt  to  fix  illiteracy 
on  one  creed  or  race  more  than  another, 
and  the  more  closely    the    question    is 
examined  the  more  it  will  be  found  that 
illiterates  are  to  be  found  in  both  camps. 
Upon  the  general  question  of  illiteracy  in 
Ireland  I  say  the  sin  is  yours.     The  sin 
is  not  the  sin  of  the  Irish  people.     For 
many  generations   in    Scotland,  and  for 
generations  not  a   few    in  England,  the 
resources  of   the  wealthier  classes  have 
been  brought  to  the  door  of  the  humble. 
There    has    been    a     splendid     system 
of    education     in     Scotland     and      an 
effective  system  in  England  for  a  long 
time.      The  National  system  was  only 
founded  in  Ireland  60  years  ago,  and  for 
many  years  it  was  only  a  skeleton  system. 
It   has  only  come    into   general   utility 
within  the  present  generation.      Even  at 
the   present  moment  there  are  parts  of 
Ireland  where  schools  do  not  exist  within 
any  reasonable  or   practical  distance  of 
the  homes  of  the  children,  and  there  are 
thousands    upon    thousands    of  children 
who  have  no  chance  of  a  school  educa- 
tion. Sir,  in  connection  with  what  I  have 
already  said  there  are  many  districts  in 
Ireland  where  Irish  is  the  tongue  spoken, 
and  where  your  primary  system  prevents 
any    facilities   whatever    for    educating 
children  in  English  through  the  medium 
of  the  native    tongue.     Consider,   also, 
how  emigration  has  robbed    Ireland   of 
the  young,  who   are  those  who  are  the 

Mr.  Sexton 


better  educated.  The  emigration  of  Ire- 
land takes  away  about  500,000  every  10 
years  of  people  between  15  and  35.  It 
is  an  emigration  of  the  better  educated — 
of  those  who  can  read  and  write.  There 
is  no  community  on  the  face  of  the  globe 

so  overburdened  with  the  very  young  aud 
the  very  old  as  Ireland,  because  thoee 
who  emigrate  are  the  best  educated 
of  her  people.  No  one  who  has 
been  through  a  contested  election 
in  Ireland  can  have  failed  to  observe  the 
very  large  population  of  old  voters. 
Why  is  it  ?  Ireland  is  an  agricultural 
country — a  country  of  farmers.  The 
voter  is  the  head  of  the  family.  The 
voter  is  mainly  an  old  man  ;  the  young 
men  and  women  are  gone  to  America, 
and  I  have  met  dozens  and  scores  of 
men  over  70  and  80  in  the  polling  booths. 
When  these  men  were  boys — and  the  old 
voters  form  a  very  large  proportion  of 
these  80,000  illiterates — there  were  no 
National  schools  in  Ireland  ;  and  even  in 
later  years,  when  the  National  system  of 
education  was  established,  and  the 
children  could  go  to  school  for  a  little 
time,  the  condition  of  life  in  Ireland  was 
so  hard,  the  territorial  system  which  you 
permitted  was  so  cruel  and  exacting,  that 
these  poor  children,  before  they  had 
more  than  well  learned  the  alphabet, 
were  obliged  to  go  to  the  fields  and 
work  for  the  remainder  of  their  lives,  and 
I  need  not  convey  to  such  a  body  of  men 
as  those  who  are  listenhig  to  me  how 
soon  the  miserable  smattering  of  educa- 
tion received  in  the  primary  schools  fades 
away  in  a  life  like  that.  There  are 
political  and  historical  reasons — power- 
ful and  sad  reasons — why  the  proportion 
of  illiteracy  in  Ireland  is  much  larger 
than  it  is  in  England  and  Scotland  ;  and 
it  is  a  most  unjust,  and  I  would  say 
most  wretched  proposition,  in  connection 
with  a  Bill  to  give  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  right  to  manage  their  own  afiauY,  to 
insert  a  disfranchising  proposal  of  this 
kind.  Illiteracy  has  been  going  down 
in  Ireland  ;  a  few  years  ago  it  was  33 
per  cent.,  now  it  is  only  18  per  cent^ 
aud  I  daresay  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  under  the  more  sympathetic  in- 
fluence of  domestic  rule,  illiteracy  will 
have  fallen  to  as  low  a  level  in  Ireknd 
as  it  is  in  England  and  Scotland,  and 


th^re  will  be  no  longer  even 


the  poor 
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pretence  that  there  is  f6r  this  Amend- 
ment to-night. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
8*itl,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  had  really  answered  him- 
self. The  only  complaints  which  the 
hOD.  Member  had  to  make  agninst  the 
clause  was  that  there  had  been  tyranny 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  in  Ireland  in 
the  past,  and  that  education  had  not 
spread  in  Ireland  to  the  same  extent  as 
in  England  and  Scotland.  But  whose 
fault  was  that  ?  Was  compulsory  edu- 
cation popular  with  the  Nationalists  ? 
Was  it  not  opposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kerry  and  his  friends  ? 

Mr,  sexton  :  I  never  opposed  it. 
I  asked  that  it  should  be  exercised  under 
just  conditions. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  declared  that  he  personally 
did  not  oppose  compulsory  education, 
he,  of  course,  accepted  the  disclaimer. 
But  there  was  one  matter  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  forgotten  to  tell  the 
House.  There  were  actually  more  illite- 
rate voters  who  were  over  21  years  of 
age  than  there  were  in  the  whole  of 
Ireland  over  five  years  of  age.  If  there 
were  only  18  per  cent,  illiterates  in  the 
whole  of  Ireland  over  five  years  of  age, 
it  was  logically  impossible  and  practically 
impossible  that  there  could  be  20  per 
cent,  over  the  age  of  21 ;  and  therefore  it 
came  to  this  :  that  a  large  number  of 
men  had  voted  as  illiterates  who  were 
not  illiterates.  Then  came  the  question 
— whom  does  it  pay  for  these  men  to 
vote  as  illitorates  ?  The  answer  to  that 
cpiestion  was  given  in  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry,  who  was 
the  only  man  who  had  spoken  in  favour 
of  special  facilities  being  given  to  these 
illiterate  voters  to  record  their  votes. 
But  he  desired  to  look  at  this  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  principle 
which  was  at  stake,  and  not  so  much 
entirely  from  the  point  of  view  of  Ireland. 
What  was  the  principle  of  the  clause  ? 
A  Select  Committee  had  unanimously 
reported  in  favour  of  all  special  facilities 
for  illiterate  voters  being  abolished. 
That  Report  was  signeil  by  the  present 
First  Commissioner  of  Worts  and  by  the 
present  Attorney  General  for  England. 


The  advocates  of  the  clause  merely  asked 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  adopted.  The  Attorney 
General  had  said  that  the  reason  why  the 
representation  of  Dublin  University  was 
to  be  abolished  was  because  the  University 
was  not  entitled  to  special  provisions. 
If  it  was  good  to  do  away  at  once  with 
the  representation  of  the  Dublin  Univer- 
sity under  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  it  was 
good  to  abolish  the  illiterate  vote  also ; 
therefore  he  did  not  think  the  objection 
urged  against  the  clause  to  abolish  the 
special  facilities  that  illiterate  voters  now 
had  was  a  good  one.  But  he  must  con- 
gratulate his  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
clause  upon  the  general  consensus  in 
favour  of  his  proposal.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  (Sir  C.  W.  Dilke)  was  in  favour 
of  the  proposal,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  endorsed  what  had  been  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Forest  of  Dean  ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  both  these  right  hon. 
Gentlemen — who  had  more  to  do  than 
anyone  else  with  the  Reform  Act  of 
lb84-5 — now  stating  it  as  their  opinion 
that  it  was  time  it  was  done  away  with, 
but  that  this  was  not  the  right  oppor- 
tunity. He  would  like  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  C.  Russell),  whom 
he  now  saw  in  his  place,  a  question. 
They  were  now  proposing  to  set  up  a 
Legislature  in  Ireland,  to  set  up  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland,  to  give  Ireland  control 
of  all  Irish  affairs  ;  and  did  the  Attorney 
General  think  it  would  be  right  here- 
after, when  Ireland  had  got  Home  Rule, 
and  when  it  had  got  its  constituencies  in 
full  voting  power,  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  step  in  and  dis- 
franchise certain  voters  ?  Were  they 
prepared  to  propose  a  Bill  to  abolish  the 
special  facilities  for  illiterate  voters,  not 
only  in  Great  Britain,  but  also  in  Ireland 
when  Ireland  had  a  Legislature  of  her 
own  ?  There  was  no  reason  whatsoever 
for  this  distinction.  The  Government 
had  the  power  now  to  amend  the  law  of 
Ireland  in  accordance  with  the  decision 
of  the  Select  Committee ;  they  might 
also  bring  in  a  Bill  next  year  to  alter  the 
law  in  a  similar  way  for  Great  Britain, 
and  both  of  these  Bills  might  pass  long 
before  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  was 
established.     He,  therefore,  thought  the 
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excuse  of  the  Government  was  an  idle 
one.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  part 
of  the  whole  system  by  which  the 
Reform  Clauses  were  to  be  disposed  of. 
Not  one  had  ever  been  debated  at  all ; 
the  whole  portion  of  the  Bill  connected 
with  franchise  and  redistribution  was 
passed  without  a  word  being  communi- 
cated to  the  Committee.  It  was  not  the 
Schedule  only,  but  the  whole  of  Clauses 
6,  7,  and  8  ;  therefore,  the  whole  Reform 
Bill,  as  he  might  term  it,  for  Ireland  had 
been  passed  without  debate  in  the  House, 
and  when  they  came  to  Report  the  new 
clauses  were  taken  first,  so  that  there  was 
no  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
Reform  Clauses,  which  they  hoped  to 
amend.  He  did  not  know  that  it 
would  be  of  very  much  advantage  to 
use  any  arguments  with  the  Government, 
because  they  sat  on  their  Bench 
but  would  neither  argue  the  case  them- 
selves nor  pay  the  slightest  attention  to 
the  argument  of  any  other  person  ;  they 
had  got  their  Bill,  such  as  it  was,  and  a 
part  of  it  they  would  not  allow  to  be 
altered  in  any  way  whatever.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  the  Government 
wanted  to  send  the  Bill  up  to  another 
place  in  as  bad  a  shape  as  possible,  to 
make  it  perfectly  certain  it  would  be  re- 
jected ;  and  if  that  was  what  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  they  could  not  do  better 
than  continue  the  illiterate  voters.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Government  would 
not  accept  this  clause,  which  they  ad- 
mitted to  be  a  proper,  practical  clause, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  go 
to  a  Division,  in  order  that  the  country 
might  know  which  Members  were  in 
favour  of  taking  away  the  privileges  of 
the  educated  voters,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  they  retained  the  privileges  of  the 
illiterate  voters. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  just  now  stated 
that  the  Bill  had  not  been  discussed ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  believed  this  was  the 
69th  day  it  had  been  under  discussion. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  I  said  neither  the 
6th,  7th,  nor  8th  clauses,  which  deal  with 
Reform,  had  been  discussed. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  that  was 
80,  but  what  was  the  cause  of  it  ?  It 
was  because  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men spoke  days  and  weeks  on  trumpery 

Mr.  Heneage 


Amendments  for  the  very  purpose,  he 
believed,  of  preventing  a  discussion  of 
these  clauses,  in  order  that  they  might  go 
to  the  country  and  say  this  Bill  was 
passed  without  discussion.  But  on  the 
question  before  the  House,  that  of 
illiterate  voters,  he  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  privileges  and  advantages 
of  illiterate  voters  should  be  done  away 
with  ;  not  in  one  country  only,  but  in  all 
the  three  countries  simultaneously.  He 
thought  a  voter  must  be  exceedingly 
stupid  if  he  could  not  learn  the  lesson  of 
how  to  mark  his  paper  without  reading 
it,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  make 
any  difference  in  the  result  of  the  elec- 
tions if  the  voter  was  to  manage  his 
voting  paper  in  the  best  way  he  could. 
What  the  Opposition  were  doing  was 
like  quarrelling  with  the  doctor  as  to  the 
ingredients  of  his  mixture,  when  they  had 
a  friend  ready  to  throw  it  out  of  the 
window  directly  the  doctor  turned  his 
back.  The  Amendments  moved  here 
were  not  genuine  Amendments — [Crte* 
of  "  Order  I  "] 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  the  immediate 
Amendment  before  the  House,  which  is 
the  illiterate  voters. 

Mr.  macfarlane  said,  he  would 
confine  himself  to  one  sentence,  and  that 
was  that  when  a  measure  was  brought  in 
for  dealing  with  the  whole  question  of 
the  privileges  and  advantages  of  the 
illiterate  voter  he  would  support  it. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  his 
assertion  that  he  was  in  favour  of  de- 
priving ,the  illiterates  of  all  their  privi- 
leges ;  but  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  should  be 
applied  to  the  three  Kingdoms  simulta- 
neously, because  he  was  one  of  those  who 
tried  to  prevent  that  being  done  by  de- 
priving Ireland  of  the  opportunity  of 
being  dealt  with  as  the  rest  of  the  King* 
dom  would  be  dealt  with.  But  he  should 
not  have  intervened  but  for  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  with  regard  to  a 
county  about  which  he  (Mr.  Macartney) 
knew  a  good  deal.  The  hon.  Member 
referred  to  the  two  divisions  of  TjroDe, 
and  said  that,  as  the  illiterate  vote  in 
those  divisions  was  almost  equal  to  that 
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of  two  other  divisioDS  represeoted  bj 
Nationalists,  it  must  be  presumed  that 
the  Unionist  Party  contributed  as  many 
illiterate  voters  as  the  Nationalist  Party. 
He  himself  had  been  connected  with  that 
county  for  20  years  as  political  agent  and 
otherwise,  and  he  had  seen  voters  at 
election  after  election  record  their  votes  ; 
but  he  had  never  seen  a  vote  given  by  a 
Unionist  elector  as  an  illiterate,  while 
almost  every  illiterate  vote  was  given  by 
Nationalists  or  anti-Unionists.  The  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say  that  England 
was  to  blame  for  the  illiteracy  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mb.  macartney   said,  the   hon. 

and   learned  Member  for   Donegal  (Mr. 

Mac  Neill),    who   was   the  champion  of 

illiteracy  in  this  House,  representing,  as 

he  did,  a  county   which   contained    the 

greatest  number  of  illiterate  voters,  shared 

that  view.  But  all  parties  in  Ireland  had 

started   perfectly  fair  on  the  question  of 

education,  and  if  the  Unionists  or  anti- 
Catholics  were  better  educated  when 
national  education  was  instituted  in  Ire- 
land it  was  because  the  members  of  the 
Church  thought  more  of  education  than 
the  Roman  Catholics  did.  Not  one  of 
the  national  school  teachers  in  Ireland 
would  support  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  it  was  owing  to  the  tyranny  of 
the  landlords  in  driving  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  schools  into  the  fields 
that  they  were  not  educated.  It  was 
not,  however,  to  the  Irish  landlords  that 
the  illiteracy  of  the  Nationalist  population 
was  to  be  laid.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  said  he  had  not  opposed 
compulsory  education  in  the  House  ;  but 
upon  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Secondary  Education  (Ireland)  Bill, 
which  was  introduced  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  the  hon.  Member  said — 

"I  also  object  to  this  scheme  because  it 
makes  compulsion  absolute." 

He  thought  it  was  a  pity  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  refreshed  his  memory 
before  he  intervened  that  night.  What- 
ever might  be  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  on  the  question 
of  compulsory  education,  it  was  notorious 
that  not  a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  in 
Ireland  would  consent  to  compulsory 
education  within  his  diocese.     And  any- 


one who  knew  anything  of  Ireland  knew 
that  every  priest  in  the  country  was 
against  compulsory  education,  because 
they  desired  to  prevent  any  authority  in- 
terfering with  the  manipulation  of  the 
children  of  the  congregation,  and  that 
they  would  rather  see  the  children  remain 
ignorant  all  their  days  than  allow  any 
other  authority  to  interfere  between  them 
and  the  priests.  It  was  an  'absolute 
absurdity — it  was  a  monstrous  allegation 
to  make  in  this  House — that  the  illiteracy 
of  any  portion  of  the  Irish  race  was  to 
be  laid  at  the  doors  of  Great  Britain, 
which  had  spent  millions  of  money  upon 
education  in  Ireland.  He  had  felt  bound 
to  intervene  in  the  Debate  on  thi 
Amendment  to  correct  these  extra* 
ordinary  statements,  which  were  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  with  greater  temerity 
than  anv  statement  he  had  ever  made 
before.  Ample  reasons  had  been  given 
why  the  Government  should  agree  to 
this  Amendment ;  but  he  presumed  that 
those  reasons  which  had  prompted  the 
Government  hitherto  to  refuse  Amend- 
ments would  also  prompt  them  to  refuse 
this,  and  they  would  band  over  the  edu- 
cated people  in  Irelaud  and  the  best  in- 
terests in  Ireland  to  be  voted  upon  by 
men,  many  of  whom  were  illiterate,  but 
others  of  whom  were  prepared  to  come 
in  and  declare  themselves  illiterate, 
because  they  had  not  the  manhood  to 
declare  themselves  according  to  their 
convictions,  because  they  were  the  serfs 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  priests. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  133; 
Noes  176. — (Division  List,  No.  257.) 

Mr.  sexton  desired  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  He  understood  that 
on  the  last  Amendment  the  hon.  Member 

for  South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  had 
stated  that  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  said  in 
bis  speech  that  night  that  he  did  not 
oppose  compulsion  when  the  Irish  Edu- 
cation Bill  of  the  late  Government  was 
before  the  House,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  thereupon  quoted  one  sentence  from 
his  speech  on  the  Education  Bill  in  which 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  said — 

'*  I  also  object  to  this  scheme  because  it  makes 
compulsion  absolute." 

He  had  since  referred  to  the  speech  from 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  quoted,  and 
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he  fouud  his  point  was  that  before  they 
made  compulsiou  absolute  some  option 
must  be  given  in  the  matter  to  the  Local 
Authorities.     He  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  hare  not  argued  against  compulsion  in  the 
abstract.  I  have  said  that  under  certain  con- 
ditions compulsion  may  l^e  useful,  but  I  say  in 
regard  to  this  scheme  that  it  is  a  bad  scheme  ; 
that  it  is  a  crude  scheme,  and  that  it  is  not 
accompanied  by  popular  franchise." 

•Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  rose  to  move 
the  following  Clause  : — 

(Proportional  Representation.) 
*<The  constituencies  both  for  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature and  for  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be 
of  such  size  that  each  shall  return  three  or  five 
Members,  and  no  elector  shall  be  entitled  to 
vote  for  more  than  one  candidate.*' 

He  said,  he  put  forward  this  clause  in 
the    interests   of   what   was  called  pro- 
portional   representation.        There    was 
another  phrase  used  for  this  same  idea  to 
which  he  had  some  objection,  and  that 
was  the  phrase  of  minority  representa- 
tion. This  scheme  was  not  merely  for  the 
benefit  of  minorities — it  was  a  scheme  of 
true  representation  according  to  the  pro- 
portion in  which  the  parties  were  divided. 
For   example,    if    they    had    a    county 
returning   three    Members   divided   into 
three    single-Member  constituencies,    it 
might  easily  happen  that   the  majority 
of  the  electors  of  the  county  would  return 
only   one   Member,   while    the   minority 
would    return    two.      It    might    easily 
happen  that  in  two  of  the  three  divisions 
one    Party    would   have   only   a    small 
majority,  while  in  the  other  division  the 
other  Party  would  have  a  large  majority  ; 
and  in  that  way  it  might  happen,  on  the 
single-Member  system,  that  the  majority 
would  return   the  minority  of  Members, 
and  the  minority  of  the  electors  would 
return  the  majority  of  the  Members.     It 
was  to  secure  proportional  representation 
— to   secm-e   that    the   majority   of    the 
electors    should     return     tbe     majority 
of  the  Members,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
that  the  minoritv  of  the  electors  should 
have  their  fair   share  of    representation 
—  that    he    put    forward    the     scbeme 
shadowed  forth  in  the  Amendment.    The 
principle  of   proportional    representation 
was    the    true   fulfilment    of   a    phrase 
they  had   heard  a  good   deal  of   lately. 
That    was    the     phra-je    of     one    man 
one  vote,  and  every  vote  of  one  value. 
That  was  a  principle  very  sound  in  itself, 

Mr,  Sexton 


and  one  which  proportional  representation 
carried  out  far  more  truly  than  did  the 
single-Member  system.  The  single-Mem- 
ber system  they  had  in  this  country  had, 
no  doubt,  great  practical  advantages.     It 
was  an  advantage  to  be  able  to  run  single, 
and   not   to   be   responsible  for   anoth^* 
person,  and  also  to  have  constituencies  of 
such  a  size  that  a  candidate  might  be 
able    to    make    himself    personally   ac- 
quainted  with   every   part    of    it.      In 
England  and  Scotland  the  single-Member 
system  brought  about  a  sufficiently  fair 
representation   of   the   different   Parties. 
But  in  Wales  and  in  Ireland,  under  that 
system,    the   majority   were   enormously 
over-represented.     No  one  could  say  that 
in  Wales  the  persons  in  favour  of  Dis- 
establishment were  in  the  proportion  of 
15  or  16  to  one,  or  that  in  Ireland  Home 
Rulers  were  as  four  to  one  when  com- 
pared with  Unionists.     Yet  that  was  the 
voting   strength   of  the   Members   from 
Wales  and  Ireland  in  that  House.     They 
knew  very  well  what  the  Prime  Minister 
did.     He  put  his  telescope  to  his  blind 
eye,  and  refused  to  look  one  inch  beyond 
the  voting  strength,   and  he  would  not 
acknowledge  that  there  was  any  feeling 
in  Ireland  not  exactly  represented  by  hon. 
Members  who  sat  on  the  Benches  opposite. 
Burke  had  said  that  Parliament  should  be 
a  true  microcosm  of  the  nation,  and  that 
Parties  should  bo  divided  there  as  they 
were   in   the   country.     But,   under   the 
present  system,  it  was  impossible  that 
they  could    have   fair  representation   in 
parts  of  the  country  where  Parties  were 
divided  as  two  to  one  or  three  to  two. 
It   was,  under   such   circumstances,  im- 
possible to  secure  fair  representation  by 
means  of  single-Member  constituencies. 
Take,  for  instance,  a  constituency  having 
24,000  electors,   16,000  of   whom   were 
"  Red  "  and  8,000  of  whom  were  "  Blue." 
If  it  were  made  a  three-Mem bered  con- 
stituency, or  if  it  were  divided  into  three 
single -Member    constituencies,    it    was 
absolutely  certain  that  the  16,000  voting 
for  all  three  Members  would   return  all 
three,  and  the  8,000  would  return  none 
at  all,  and  would  be  unrepresented.     But 
it  seemed  to  him  that  8,000  vote«  on  tbe 
one  side  ought  to  be  as  good  as  8,000 
votes  on  the  other,  and  that,  if   16,000 
voters    returned     two     Members,    then 
8,000    voters    ought  also   to   have   the 
power  of  returning  one  Member ;  and  it 
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would  be  an  infinitely  fairer  representa- 
tion of  the  opinion  of  that  county  if  the 
majority  returned  two  Members,  and  the 
minority  returned  one   Member.     That, 
of  course,   would   be  the   result   if  the 
scheme   he    put  forward  were   adopted. 
If  each   elector  in  the  county  had  one 
vote,   and    one   vote    only,   the    16,000 
majority    would     run    two     candidates, 
whom  they  would  be  sure  to  return,  and 
the  minority  would  be  equally  sure,  by 
voting  for  one  single  candidate,  to  return 
their   one  Member.     Under  the  present 
system    he    thought   that   both   Parties 
suffered,  though,  of  course,  in  different 
degrees.     He  considered  that  it  was  as 
unsatisfactory   that    the    Nationalist   in 
the  North  of  Irelaud  should  be  unrepre- 
sented in  the  North,  as  it  was  that  the 
Unionist    of  the   South    should   be   left 
without   any   representation   at   all.     If 
there  was  to  be  any  fairness  in  Ireland, 
some  such  system  as  that  he  now  pro- 
posed would  have  to  be  adopted.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain), 
who  was  not  in  favour  of  these  schemes 
in  general,  but  had  a  very  strong  liking 
for    single-Member    constituencies,   had 
said  that   in  Ireland,  if  anywhere,  some 
such  scheme  as  this  was  required  and 
was   necessary  ;   and  it  seemed   to  him 
(Mr.  Parker  Smith)  it  was  of  the  first 
importance  to  all  Parties  in  Ireland  that 
they  should  feel  they  were  represented 
in  the  different  Houses  which  were  to  be 
established.    It  was  not  satisfactory  that 
the  Uniouistsof  the  South  should  feel  they 
had  nothing  to  rely  upon  but  Unionist 
Members  from  the  North,  whose  position 
might  often  be  different  from  their  own, 
and  it  was  equally  unsatisfactory  that  the 
Nationalists   of    the   North    should   not 
have  their  own  Representatives  express- 
hig  their  views  different  to  those  of  the 
South ;  and  again  it  was  important  and 
right  that  both  sections  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  should    be   fairly  represented    in 
the  different  Houses  at   Dublin  and   at 
Westminster.     It  was  unsatisfactory  that 
the  Parnellites  should  be  so  much  under- 
represented  as  they  were  in   proportion 
to  their  real  strength  in  the  country.     It 
^as  only  by  the  adoption  of  some  such 
scheme  as  that  which  he  proposetl  that 
t^ey  could  obtain    their   fair    share   of 
representation.     What  he  wished  to  put 
forward  now  in  moving  this  clause  was  the 
broad    and  general    principle  of    equal 
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value  for  ev^  vote,  and  equal  value 
could  only  be  secured  by  some  such 
principle  of  proportional  representation. 
He  begged  to  move  the  clause. 

Clause  (Proportional  representation,) 
— (Mr.  Parker  iS'wiM,)— brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 


Mr.   W.   E.   GLADSTONE  :   It   is 
sometimes  said,  and  said  truly,  that  this 
Bill   is   of    itself  weighted   with   much 
matter,  so  as  to  make  it  difficult  to  deal 
with    by   the    House.     I    should    have 
thought  that  that  itself  constituted  a  very 
strong    argument   against    making   this 
Bill  a  vehicle  for   promoting  particular 
doctrines   and    propositions   which  have 
no     proper    application     or     relevancy 
whatever  to  the  plan  before  the  House. 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Gentleman,  by  this 
Motion  and  other  Motions  that  he  has 
submitted,  is   of   the   opposite   opinion, 
and  believes  that  the  more  subjects  intro- 
duced into   the  discussion   on  the   Bill, 
whether   they  are   relevant  or   not,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  the  purpose  he  enter- 
tains.    But,  for  our  part,  we  are  not  pre- 
pared at  all  to  give  any  encouragement 
to  occasions  of  discussion  on  this  subject- 
matter  which  has  no  especial  reference 
to  the  case  of  Ireland.     There  are  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  of  great  ability 
who   have   adopted   the   belief    that    it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  country 
to   adopt   some   incorporating   system — 
some  of  these,  I  will  not  call  them  fanci- 
ful, but  scientific  schemes,  but  they  have 
had  opposed  to  them  the  universal  tradi- 
tion of  the  world,  and  the  long  and,  on 
the  whole,  the  satisfactory  experience  of 
this     country.       These     subjects     un- 
doubtedly   have   what   in   the    eyes    of 
some    may    be    of    great    advantage — 
namely,  that  they  admit  of  most  elaborate 
argument,  and   of   an  almost  unbounded 
expenditure  of  time.     Be  that  as  it  may, 
and  whether  that  advantage  be  great  or 
not,  we  cannot  consent  to  be  parties  to 
introduce  into  an  Irish  Legislature,  under 
the  circumstances  that  are  now  before  us, 
propositions   and  plans   which   are    not 
deemed    suitable    to    the     rest    of    the 
country  when  we  are  speaking  of  Mem- 
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bers  of  this  House.  We  desire,  of  course, 
that  Members  from  Ireland  who 
are  to  sit  here  should  sit  here 
upon  conditions  as  near  as  may 
be  to  those  to  which  we  have  been 
accustomed  in  England.  Now,  Sir,  in 
the  case  before  us  I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that  a  plan  of  this  kind  has 
been  proposed  for  England,  and  has  been 
argued  with  an  ability  aad  an  ingenuity 
which,  according  to  my  recollection,  were 
such  as  could  not  be  surpassed  ;  but  I 
believe,  though  I  do  not  personally  re- 
collect the  precise  figures  of  the  Division, 
that  that  plan  was  rejected  by  an 
enormous  majority.  Well,  if  that  be  so — 
and  unless  some  change  of  opinion  has 
taken  place  with  regard  to  British  legis- 
lation— to  propose  such  a  plan  now  is 
merely  airing  those  scientific  ideas  for  the 
benefit  of  I  know  not  whom  and  I  know 
not  what ;  but  it  is  not  proposing  sug- 
gestions that  a  Legislature  having 
practical  aims  in  view  can  be  expected  to 
entertain  for  a  moment.  And  now.  Sir, 
we  have  ourselves  very  reluctantly  de- 
parted, I  am  aware,  from  the  existing 
practice  of  the  United  Kingdom  in 
respect  of  what  is  called  the  single- 
Member  system.  We  may  have  been 
right  or  we  may  have  been  wrong  in  de- 
parting from  that  system ;  but  we  have 
departed  from  it  under  the  consideration 
of  the  very  grave  inconvenience  that 
would  have  been  experienced  if  we  had 
adhered  to  it — namely,  the  inconvenience 
of  a  serious  risk  of  having  to  establish  in 
Ireland  two  different  sets  of  electoral  dis- 
tricts in  the  counties,  causing  an  amount 
of  confusion  that  I  am  afraid  would  have 
been  found  intolerable.  We  have  been 
asked  why  we  do  not  state  our  intentions 
with  regard  to  single-Member  districts, 
but  we  have  said  we  are  perfectly 
ready  for  fair  and  unprejudiced 
arguments  on  the  subject,  because 
there  are  many  allegations  made 
against  our  Schedule,  everyone  of  which 
we  believe  to  be  untrue,  and  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Louth  would,  if 
the  Order  of  the  House  had  permitted, 
have  proved  conclusively  to  be  untrue 
by  the  figures.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  shakes  his  head  and  dissents 
from  that  proposition,  although  I  had  not 
finished  my  sentence,  and  he  could  not 
possibly  know  what  I  have  to  say. 
What  I    have  to  say  is  that  the  hon. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


Member  for  North  Louth  knows  more 
about  Irish  constituencies  than  any  man 
in  this  House,  and  the  hon.  Member 
showed  the  untruth  of  the  statement  that 
16  Members  was  the  number  which 
-would  be  allotted  to  the  Unionist  Party 
under  the  operation  of  the  present 
Schedule.  Sir,  before  we  undertake  to 
decide  between  the  inconvenience  of 
the  single-Member  system  if  applied  to 
Ireland,  and  the  inconvenience  of  depart- 
ing from  the  precedent  now  existing^ 
which  I  grant  has  in  itself  authority,  and 
therefore  recommendation,  we  must  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  out,  for  fair 
and  full  consideration,  the  conveniences 
on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other,  so 
that  the  House  may  have  both  sides 
before  it  when  forming  its  judgment  on 
the  case.  There  is  undoubtedlv  a  con- 
venience  in  applying  the  single-Member 
system,  because  we  get,  according  to  the 
judgment  which  prevails,  a  larger  repre- 
sentation of  varying  views,  and  the  views 
of  those  who  might  not  be  an  absolutely 
numerical  majority.  I  do  not  undenraloe 
that  consideration ;  but  there  is,  on  the 
other  hand,  the*  other  consideration  thai 
nothing  could  be  more  worrying  and 
annoying  to  the  people  of  the  country 
than  to  have  saddled  upon  them  great 
diversities  of  the  electoral  system  repre- 
sented in  diverse  districts  of  the  same 
county,  which  would  be  such  that  do 
man  would  hardly  know  to  what  division 
he  belonged,  and  where  he  should  vote. 
I  make  the  frank  admission  that  there 
are  advantaged  and  inconveniences  in  the 
single-Member  system.  My  desire  is 
that  the  House  should  judge  fairly 
between  them,  not  from  language  dis- 
tinctly imputing  fraud,  but  from  a 
careful  consideration  as  to  the  weight 
to  be  placed  in  the  opposite  scale. 
The  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  has  neither 
the  one  nor  the  other  advantage.  It  has 
not  the  advantage  of  precedent ;  it  has 
been  rejected  by  an  enormous  majority 
when  applied  to  England ;  and,  having 
been  so  rejected,  the  hon.  Member  thinksy 
apparently,  that  it  is  quite  good  enough 
for  Ireland.  That  is  not  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Government  have  pro> 
ceeded.  The  hon.  Member  does  not 
like  the  system  of  government  we  pi4>- 
pose,  and  he  does  not  like  the  system  of 
election  ;  and  he,  therefore,  proposes  » 
reconstruction  of  the  electoral  system  in 
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Ireland  far  larger  than  has  ever  been 
dreamt  of  before.  All  districts  are 
seemingly  to  be  abolished  unless  they 
are  large  enough  to  return  either  three  or 
five  Members  out  of  the  limited  number 
of  80,  By  the  means  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes,  the  electors  of  Ireland 
would  be  puzzled  and  perplexed  to  a 
degree  that  would,  I  fear,  inflict  great 
grievances  upon  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's plan  possesses  all  the  demerits  of 
the  Government  plan,  as  well  as  all  the 
demerits  of  the  single-Member  plan.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  Member's  plan  possesses 
scientific  advantages  which  are  not  to  be 
undervalued  ;  but,  when  proposed  for 
Great  Britain,  this  Parliament  set  small 
store  by  them.  Even  if  this  were  other- 
wise, I  would  say  that  this  is  an  attempt 
at  speculative  legislation^  and  that  this 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  loaded  and 
embarrassed  with  such  proposals.  I  have 
occupied  as  short  a  time  as  possible,  in 
order  that  as  much  scope  as  possible  may 
be  given  to  those  who  are  opposed  to  the' 
Government.  I  will  not  add  any  further 
remarks,  but  simply  point  out  that  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  accede  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

•Mr.  COURTNEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  spoken  of  this  as  an  attempt  to 
overload  the  Bill,  and  he  excused  him- 
self from  accepting  the  Amendment  by 
stating  that  it  is  not  a  proposal  in  rela- 
tion to  the  United  Kingdom  at  large. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  also  refers  to  what 

occurred  eight  or  nine  years  ago.  Even 
if  the  decision  of  Parliament  at  that  time 
were  more  deliberate  than  it  was,  it 
may  well  be  that  circumstances  have 
arisen  since  which  afford  good  grounds 
for  reconsidering  the  action  then  taken. 
The  experience  of  the  elections  since 
that  time  have  impressed  me  moce 
*nd  more  with  the  insufliciency  of  the 
reasons  wbich  then  prevailed,  and  seem 
^  point  to  the  necessity  of  some  such 
^tion  as  is  proposed.  I  challenge  alto- 
gether the  accaracy  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  representation  when  he  quotes 
^hat  was  done  in  1886  as  a  solemn,  con- 
duced deeUration  of  the  House  of 
(Emmons  against  the  idea  now  put  for- 
^^d.  My  right  boo.  Friend  is  aware  of 
^e  severe  conflict  then  going  on,  the  pas- 


sions excited,  and  the  dangers  threatened, 
and  that  when  a  crisis  became  imminent 
the    Leaders   of    the    opposing    Parties 
came  together  under  the  advice  of  sober 
counsels  and  concocted  the  system  which 
was  afterwards  submitted  to  the  House 
of  Commons.     Some  hon.  Members  were 
resolute  enough  to  protest  against  what 
had  been  done,  and  they  were  defeated  by  a 
very  considerable  majority ;  but  I  alto- 
gether  deny    the    significance    of   that 
majority  as  indicating  such  a  conclusion 
as  has  been  attributed  to  it.     The  Party 
managers   were   in   agreement,  and   the 
mass   of  their  followers  were   helpless. 
They  bowed  to  forces   they  could   not 
resist,  but  it  cannot  be  said  they  were 
convinced.       My    right     hon.    Friend's 
language  as  to  the  Unionists  seeking  to 
overload  this  Bill  can  only  be  used  by 
anyone  who  does  not  appreciate  what  are 
the  true  difficulties  of  the  Irish  problem. 
The     painful,     the     cruel      character- 
istics  of  the   situation  in  Ireland  have 
more  than  once  been  referred  to  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  has  had  practical 
experience  and  has  given   study  to  the 
Irish  Question;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  has  never 
shown  any   suspicion   of  knowledge   of 
those  characteristics.     In   Ireland  there 
are     two     opposing    camps    in    strong 
antagonism  ;   there   is  extreme  acerbity 
between  the  two  Parties.     It  is  not  like 
our  system   here ;  there  is  l>etweeu  the 
Parties  no  truce  and  no  peace,  and  each 
regards  the  other  with  feelings  of  more 
than  aversion — with   sentiments  of  the 
deepest  antagonism.  The  Chief  Secretary 
will  admit  the  truth  of  what  I  am  say- 
ing ;  but  the  Prime  Minister  has  never 
shown  sufficient  acquaintance  with  Ire* 
land  to  recognise  the  importance  of   it. 
What  is    the    fact  ?       Whoever    would 
set  up  a  Legislature  in  Ireland  is  bound 
to   consider   well    what   preparation    he 
will  make  for  dealing  with  these  circum- 
stances,  how   he  will   bring  a  Legisla- 
ture  furnished   with   these   elements  of 
warfare  into  peaceful  relations.      In  the 
past  the  peace  between   these   elements 
has  been  kept,  not  always  in   the  most 
judicial  manner,   yet    with   an   anxious 
desire  to  do  justice,  by  the  force  of  the 
opinion  of  Great  Britain.      In   the   pro- 
posed new  Legislature    the  moderating 
power  of  Great     Britain    will   not    be 
found  ;  and,  if  we  desire  the  experiment 
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.to  succeed,  we  should  provide  some 
other  means  of  euabliDg  the  Legislature 
to  do  justice  as  betweeu  all  parties.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  has 
said,  there  are  Protestants  who  do  not 
share  the  ardent  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Tyrone  and  Armagh,  and  who 
want  to  live  in  peace  with  Catholics. 
No  encouragement  is  now  given  to  such 
men,  because  by  single-Member  con- 
stituencies we  compel  society  to  divide 
itself  into  two  parties,  and  make  every 
election  a  fight  between  two  extremes. 
Surely  it  would  be  worth  while  to  develop 
the  force  of  those  moderate  men  by  secur- 
ing the  representation  of  the  middle 
class  ?  This  is  wbat  is  sought  for 
by  this  clause.  It  is  a  practical  aim  to 
reconcile  the  most  tbreatening  elements 
of  Irish  society  by  giving  representa- 
tion to  a  living  organism  in  a  living  body. 
.  There  is  no  ,  such  attempt  made  in  the 
Bill,  which,  to  use  an  inorganic  illustra- 
tion, resembles  a  proposal  to  represent 
atmospheric  air  by  its  75  per  cent,  of 
nitrogen  to  the  exclusion  of  its  25  per 
cent,  of  oxygen.  The  scheme  of  the 
Bill  does  not  even  give  security  for  the 
representation  of  the  majority,  much  less 
for  the  representation  of  the  minority. 
Look  at  Wales,  where  there  is  an  over- 
whelming misrepresentation  of  the 
majority.  If  you  had  a  Parliament  for 
Wales,  constituted  of  the  Members  for 
Whales,  would  it  represent  the  living 
elements  of  society  in  Wales  ?  Are  we 
not  all  conscious  it  would  be  necessary 
to  supply  the  omitted  elements  by  a 
Second  Chamber,  by  persons  brought  in  for 
other  qualifications,  or  by  some  special 
machinery,  so  as  to  secure  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Wales  a  vital  representation  of 
its  living  forces  ?  And  what  was  true 
of  Wales  was  equally  true  of  Ireland. 
[An  hon.  Member:  Birmingham.]  I  do 
not  shrink  from  dealing  with  the  case  of 
-Birmingham,  but  I  am  arguing  this 
question  without  regard  to  these  small 
personal  considerations.  I  am  referring 
to  the  case  of  Wales, and  urging  that  what 
is  required  there  is  still  more  required  in 
Ireland.  There  is  not  in  Wales  that 
vital  difference  of  race  and  religion,  the 
inheritance  that  generations  of  supre- 
macy and  subordination  have  produced  in 
Ireland.  We  must  not  shrink,  if  we  are 
going  to  work  out  this  problem,  from  new 
methods.     My  right    hon.    Friend    has 

Mr.  Courtney 


said  that  this  question  was  settled  in 
1885,  but  he  himself  has  departed  from 
the  settlement  of  1885.  I  admit  that  in 
Great  Britain,  owing  to  the  diversity  of 
the  population  in  difiTerent  parts  of  the 
island,  we  do,  under  the  settlement  of 
1885,  secure  in  some  measure  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  different  elements  of 
English  and  Scotch  society  ;  but  the 
system  is  bad  for  the  South-Eastem 
Counties,  and  does  not  do  justice  in  the 
representation  of  Parties.  It  kills  by 
stifling  Liberal  life  in  a  wide  breadth 
here  ;  it  destroys  Conservative  growths 
elsewhere.  It  does  not  work  well.  It  is 
not  wholesome  even  for  Great  Britain  to 
use  this  chance  and  untrustworthy  method* 
But  in  Ireland  it  is  fatal.  It  is  hopeless  to 
attempt  to  carry  out  the  task  of  an  Irifih 
Parliament  by  the  proposals  of  the  Gro- 
vernment  or  anything  analogous  to  them. 
I  would  despair,  indeed,  if  the  result  of 
to-night's  action  were  to  be  conclusive  of 
what  is  going  to  be  done  in  respect  of 
Ireland.  I  rejoice,  though  not  in  any 
mean  or  small  Party  sense,  that  the 
present  Bill,  after  all,  is  not  going  to 
become  law.  One  or  two,  or  perhaps 
many,  years  will  pass  before  an  Irish 
Parliament  is  set  up,  if  it  is  to  be  set  up 
at  all.  In  the  interval  there  will  be 
opportunities  for  discussion  and  ednea* 
tion.  If  the  Irish  Question  is  to  be 
solved  in  any  way  that  shall  give  promise 
of  peace  we  must,  by  some  means,  secure 
within  the  Legislature  we  seek  to  set  up 
representatives  of  those  moderating  and 
reconciling  elements,  without  which  oar 
legislative  machinery  would  become  a 
wreck. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  wa*  » 
specimen  of  the  way  in  which  this  dis- 
cussion jvas  conducted.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  ww, 
as  they  knew,  a  great  authority  on  thi* 
question.  He  (Mr.  Bartley)  was  one  of 
those  who  strongly  believed  in  the  }>rio* 

ciple  of  proportional  repreeoutation,  bat 
he  acknowlcniged  tiiat  there  were  some 
practical  difficulties  in  getting  people  to 
understand  the  qnestion.  ^  ith  oar 
educational  system  it  was  to  be  bop«l 
the  public  would  soon  learn  to  see  the 
importance  of  some  system  by  which  tbe 
real  representation  of  the  people  would 
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be  discovered.  The  Prime  Minister, ' 
treating  this  important  matter  in  his  most 
flippant  manner,  said  there  was  nothing 
special  to  Ireland  in  the  Amendment. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  declared,  if  there  was  any 
place  to  which  it  was  special,  that  place 
was  Ireland ;  so  that,  though  the 
Amendment  might  overload  and  em- 
barrass this  wretched  Bill,  ii  was  per- 
fectly relevant  to  the  future  representa- 
tion of  Ireland.  And  although  the 
Prime  Minister  told  them  of  the  un- 
bounded time  consumed  in  the  discussion 
of  the  various  points  arising  in  connection 
with  the  Bill,  he  must  rememher  that, 
in  spite  of  this  unhounded  time,  four- 
fifths  of  the  Bill  had  not  heen  considered 
at  all.  The  Prime  Minister  referred  to 
the  question  of  single  seats.  He  said 
there  was  a  certain  inconvenience  in  a 
scheme  of  single  seats,  and  he  added  that 
it  should  only  he  debated  as  concerning 
the  whole  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Bartley)  could  not  help  being  surprised 
at  this  attitude,  which  contrasted  with 
his  attitude  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
evening  on  this  very  question  of  Irish 
representation  and  the  appointment  of  a 
Boundary  Commission.  This  seemed  to 
him  a  very  extraordinary  way  of  facili- 
tating the  diflBculties  in  which  they  were 
placed.  The  Prime  Minister  dwelt 
tipon  the  point  to  which  he  alluded  at 
considerable  length.  But,  as  the  matter 
stood,  in  the  several  Irish  counties 
there  would  exist  the  same  complicated 
system  as  the  Prime  Minister  had  objected 
to— the  system  whereby  an  elector  would 
have  to  vote  on  three  different  occasions 
for  three  different  kinds  of  Representatives. 
In  Armagh  each  elector  would  vote  for 
one  Member  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
for  two  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  for  three  single-seat  Members 
of  the  Legislative  Assembly.  In  Cork 
County  it  was  worse  still.  It  would  be 
represented  by  four  Members  for  the 
Legislative  Council  divided  into  three, 
and  one  for  fiye  Members  for  the 
House  of  Commons  divided  into  three, 
and  two  for  seven  single-Member 
seats  for  Members  for  the  Legislative 
Chamber.  The  Prime  Minister  spoke 
of  the  plan  of  proportional  representation 
having  been  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Commons  by  an  enormous  majority  seven 
or  eight  years  ago  as  if  that  settled  the 


matter.  But  the  Home  Rule  Bill  itself 
was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons 
seven  years  ago,  and  yet  it  was  again 
before  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  what  was  sauce  for  the  goose  was 
sauce  for  the  gander,  and  that  they  might 
some  day  have  this  proportional  repre- 
sentation in  spite  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
statement.  Parliament  could  not  be  too 
careful  about  making  the  representation 
of  Ireland  in  the  new  Chamber  and  in 
the  House  of  Commons  fairly  propor^ 
tionate  to  all  the  different  interests  in  the 
country.  They  knew  that  Ireland  did 
not  now  represent  in  fair  proportion  the 
different  interests  which  existed  vividly 
in  Ireland,  and  what  he  objected  to  was 
that  the  Government  proposal  not  only 
stereotyped,  but  accentuated  all  the  re- 
cognised evils  of  the  present  system  ;  and 
the  only  excuse  the  Prime  Minister  gave 
was  that  the  Bill  so  revolutionised  the 
whole  Constitution  that  there  was  no 
time  to  consider  the  various  points.  They 
were  to  take  them  all  on  faith.  But  he, 
for  one,  objected  to  that,  and  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
commenced  his    speech  by  saying   that 
this  was  a  scientific  plan.     That  was  a 
great  deal  more  than  could  be  said  of  the 
plan  of  the  Government,  which  was  cer- 
tainly not  scientific.     But  he  had  some 
difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the  proposal,  and 
the  difficulty  was  this — he  did  not  know 
any  place  in  the  South  or  West  of  Ire- 
laud  where  the  Unionist  minority  was  not 
too  slender,  nor  any  Protestant  place  in 
the  North  where  the  Catholic  minority 
was  not  too  slender,  to  derive  any  advan- 
tage   from    the    plan    proposed   in   the 
Amendment.      But,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment  be- 
cause, whatever  might  be  its  drawbacks, 
it    was    an    infinitely    better     proposal 
than     the    Government    plan.       If    he 
could     get     an     assurance     from    the 
Government   that  they   would   establish 
single-Member   constituencies  he  should 
be  almost  content  with  it ;  but  he  believed 
the  Government  had  no  such   intention. 
The  division  between  Parties   in   Ireland 
was  so  sharpthat  they  even  had  their  sepa- 
rate districts.  The  Prime  Minister  was  evi- 
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dentlv  offended  with  what  had  been  said 
about  this  precious  Schedule,  but  he 
would  not  withdraw  a  single  word  that 
he  himself  had  said.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  they,  imputed 
fraud  to  the  Government.  He  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  had  not  used  the  word ;  but 
he  said  if  the  Government  plan  for  giving 
representation  to  Ireland  in  the  House 
had  been  drawn  so  that  whenever  a 
change  was  made  it  should  be  in  favour 
of  the  Nationalist  Party  and  against  the 
Unionist.  The  Prime  Minister  could 
call  that  whatever  he  liked.  For  his 
part  he  adopted  the  American  name,  and 
called  it  **  gerrymandering."  That  was 
the  most  innocent  phrase  he  could  apply 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
called  to  his  aid  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Louth 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  and  had  declared 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
disposed  of  his  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell's) 
statement  regarding  the  representation 
of  the  Unionists  under  the  Government 
plan.  Well,  what  had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  done  before  he  was 
stopped  by  Mr.  Speaker  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Unionists  would  have  a  Member  for 
Dublin.  They  would  if  the  single-seat 
constituencies-remained ;  but  if  the  county 
voted  as  a  whole,  the  Unionist  representa- 
tion would  be  destroyed.  Yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  counted  Dublin  and 
Fermanagh  in  his  list  of  Unionist  seats. 
In  the  case  of  County  Tyrone  the 
Unionists  now  had  two  seats  there,  but 
if  the  county  voted  as  a  whole  they 
would  have  none.  He  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  not  because  he  believed 
it  embodied  the  best  plan  for  meeting  the 
difficulty,  but  because  the  plan  of  the 
Government  would  be  ruinous  to  the 
Unionists  of  Ireland.  Almost  any  plan 
was  better  than  theirs. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  that  the  plan 
proposed  in  the  Amendment  might  not 
be  the  best^that  could  be  brought  forward; 
still  he  thought  it  one  that  would  be 
of  very  great  value  to  the  Unionists  of  Ire- 
land. In  County  Tyrone  at  the  last  elec- 
tion 12,433  Unionist  votes  were  recorded 
and  13,412  Nationalist  votes — subtract- 
ing the  123  recorded  for  the  Parnellite 
candidates.     The    Unionist   strength    of 
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the  county,  therefore,  was  less  than  1,000 
of  the  entire  Home  Rule  strength;  and 
yet,  in  spite  of  that  fact,  and  having 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
would  most  likely  be  divided  geographi- 
cally, the  county  under  the  Govern- 
ment plan  would  not  retain  a  single 
Unionist  Member.  In  Donegal  the  total 
number  of  the  Unionist  voters  at  the  three 
contested  elections  was  5,291.  Three 
Nationalists  were  returned,  but  the 
highest  number  of  votes  polled  by  a 
candidate  was  3,930.  It  was  clear  from 
that  that  if  the  country  were  divided 
into  three  it  would  be  almost  certain  to 
return  one  Unionist.  Then,  again,  in 
Tipperary  the  Unionists  had  altogether 
3,359  voters,  whereas  the  highest  number 
polled  by  a  single  Nationalist  was  3,284. 
Therefore,  it  was  clear  that  the  Unionists 
would  have  had  one  seat  out  of  the 
four  if  the  Amendment  were  in  force.  It 
was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  plan  wa* 
not  purely  academic,  but  would  be 
attended  with  marked  advantages. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Take  Belfast. 

Mr.  RENTOUL  said,  an  hon.  Membw 
invited  him  to  consider  the  case  of  Bel- 
fast. Well,  the  Nationalists  would  have 
a  Member  under  the  system  proposed,  pro- 
vided that  Belfast  had  the  representation 
it  ought  to  have — namely,  six  Members  in- 
stead of  four.  If  it  had  only  four  MembeT«, 
the  Nationalists  would  not  have  one.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  they  could 
not  introduce  for  Ireland  a  plan  which 
was  not  deemed  suitable  to  the  rest  of 
the  country,  but  the  contention  of  the 
Unionist  Members  was  that  the  whole 
scheme  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  was  full 
of  plans  that  were  not  deemed  suitable  to 
the  rest  of  the  country.  That  being  so, 
why  not  adopt  the  plan  indicated  iu  the 
Amendment  ?  The  Prime  Minister  mid 
that  would  be  adding  a  new  weight  to 
the  Bill,  but  he  (Mr.  Rentoiil)  did  not 
think  that  that  new  weight  would  be 
more  disastrous  to  the  measure  than 
would  be  the  throwing  of  a  oork  belt  to 
a  drowning  man.  If  the  Groverunieot 
had  adhered  to  the  single-Member 
system,  they  would  have  been  logical 
iu  saying  that  they  would  not  depart 
from  the  system  which  existed  in  Eair- 
land,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  but  they  hadde* 
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parted  from  that  system  in  a  retrogressive 
maimer.  They  had  stepped  backward 
from  the  plan  of  single  divisions,  and  when 
thej  had  done  that  it  certainly  seemed 
to  him  well  to  press  on  them  a  system 
which  would  be  very  likely  before  long  to 
be  applied  to  the  whole  of  Great  Britain. 
The  Amendment  was  one  which,  of  all 
the  Amendments  which  had  hitherto 
been  proposed,  he  should  like  to  see 
adopted.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Little) 
that  there  were  400,000  Protestants  in 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland  ;  and 
these  Protestants  would  be  without  a 
fragment  of  representation  under  the 
Bill.  It  therefore  seemed  to  him  a 
matter  of  the  highest  importance  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  adopted.  Though 
matters  balanced  themselves  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  the  existing  elec- 
toral system  was  an  absolute  failure  in 
Wales — greater,  even,  than  in  Ireland. 
The  case,  however,  was  strong  enough  in 
regard  to  Ireland,  and  he  therefore  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  as  a  sensible 
proposal. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :    As  I  have  taken  some  in- 
terest in  this  question,  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  Amend- 
meut.  The  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven 
(Mr.  Little),  at   an  earlier  part  of  the 
evening,  alluded  to  my  opinions,  and  said 
th'is  was  a  proposition  which  I  had  told 
him  I  would  not  support.     That  is  per- 
fectly true.     This  is  the  first,  and,  per- 
haps, the  only,  occasion  on  which  I  find 
myself  unable  to  support  a  proposition  of 
»»y  right  hon.  Friend   the   Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  with  whom  I 
wn    generally   in    entire  agreement.     I 
have  had  peculiar  aud,  perhaps,  excep- 
tional experience  of  this  question  of  pro- 
portional representation.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Paul),  in 
an  interruption  which  was  a  little  more 
^ppy  than  his  interruptions  usually  are, 
referred  to  Birmingham  whilst  the  right 
uOQ.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmiu 
Was  speaking.  Well,  in  the  course  of  my 
public  experience  in  Birmingham  I  have 
pcen  for  a  large  portion  of  my  life  fight- 
^  against  proportional  representation, 
wt  in  connection  with  the  old  three- 
^^^^ered  vote,  and  afterwards  in  connec- 


tion with  the  cumulative  vote  which  pre- 
vailed at  the  School  Board  elections. 
Under  the  three-cornered  system  we 
were  able  to  maintain  the  imanimous  re- 
presentation of  the  borough,  but  in  con- 
nection with  the  cumulative  vote  we 
were  completely  beaten  owing  to  a  mis- 
calculation of  our  force.  For  three  years 
a  minority  of  practically  less  than  one- 
third  had  the  control  of  the  School 
Board.  Having  had  in  that  way  an  un- 
favourable experience  of  the  system,  I 
have  formed  a  strong  opinion  against  it 
— not,  however,  against  the  object  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  in  view.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Partick  (Mr. 
Parker  Smith)  was  irrelevant,  and  he 
further  insinuated — I  observe  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  although  he  very 
much  objects  to  anything  which  can 
by  any  possibility  be  described  as  an 
insinuation  on  the  part  of  his  opponeuts, 
is  very  free  with  insinuations  himself — 
that  the  hon.  Member^s  speech  was  made 
for  the  purpose  of  wasting  time.  I  do 
not  think  that  even  the  Prime  Minister 
will  say  that  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  was  in- 
tended to  waste  time,  or  will  deny  the 
eloquence  and  earnestness  with  which 
he  has  propounded  on  many  occasions  his 
views  on  proportional  representation. 
While  sympathising,  however,  with  the 
object  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  in  view, 
I  do  not  believe  any  method  can  be  de 
vised  which  is  not  open  to  even  stronger 
objections  than  the  misrepresentation  of 
which  we  complain.  In  the  first  place, 
there  will  be  a  very  great  chance  that,  in 
trying  to  represent  the  minority,  you  will 
misrepresent  the*  majority,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  I  think  it  is  a  greater 
evil  to  over-represent  the  minority  than 
to  iinder-represent  the  majority,  and  that 
is  the  danger  which  must  be  present  to 
your  mind  if  you  adopt  the  particular 
plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bodmin.  The  second  objection  was 
that  you  confuse  the  political  issue*  I 
have  always  held  that  one  matter  which 
iti  of  the  very  greatest  importance  in 
securing  both  proper  representation  and 
the  proper  government  of  the  country  is 
that  the  issue  should  be  sufficiently  simple 
to  l>e  '*  understanded  of  the  people.*'  I 
object  to  anything  that  has  a  tendency 
to  complicate  or  confuse  the  issues  upon 
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which  we  want  to  obtain  the  national 
decision,  and  I  am  convinced  that  any 
scheme  that  has  been  yet  proposed  for 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the 
minority,  even  if  it  is  a  scientific  process, 
will  have  a  tendency  to  confuse  the  sub- 
jects placed  before  the  people,  and  thereby 
to  destroy  the  authority  of  the  verdict 
when  it  is  ultimately  given.  A  third 
objection  is  that  the  moment  you  com- 
plicate the  system  of  election  you  tend 
at  once  to  increase  the  power  and  in- 
fluence and  authority  of  what  is  called 
the  machine.  The  machine  is  necessary. 
You  must  have  organisation.  You  can- 
not do  without  it  in  the  extended  fran- 
chise you  have  rightly  given  to  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  you 
do  not  want  to  see  organisation  taking 
the  place  of,  and  Imposing  itself  upon, 
the  free  expression  of  the  will  of  the 
people.  Undoubtedly,  if  you  complicate 
the  system  of  voting  you  make  the 
machine  so  absolutely  necessary  that  you 
give  to  it  an  extraordinary  force — ^a  force 
which  is  more  than  its  due,  tending 
thereby  to  falsify  the  real  opinion  of  the 
people.  Lastly — and  this  remark  applies 
only  to  Great  Britain — I  feel  that  the 
object  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
at  heart  is,  after  all,  attained  in  Great 
Britain  in  a  rough-and-ready  way  by 
the  system  of  single-Member  constituen- 
cies. But  when  we  come  to  Ireland  the 
case  is  totally  different,  as  it  is  also  in 
Wales.  There,  owing  in  part  to  the 
largeness  of  the  majority  and  the  extreme 
separateness  of  the  issues,  there  is  a  state 
of  things  under  which  the  minority  un- 
doubtedly is  under-represented.  The 
minority  in  Ireland  is  represented  by  23 
out  of  103.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
that  if  in  Ireland  there  were  single- 
Member  constituencies,  and  there  were 
also  redistribution  and  seats  given  accord- 
ing to  population,  the  Unionists  would 
have  23  out  of  80,  whilst  under  this  Bill 
they  would  have  15  out  of  80 — I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
made  it  out  17.  All  the  estimates  are 
considerably  under  the  number  that  the 
minority  in  Ireland  ought  to  have.  An 
impartial  calculation  might  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  minority  in  Ireland  is 
one->third,  and  that  would  give  a  return 
of  one-third  even  out  of  80.  Therefore, 
under  no  system  whatever  c%n  it  be  pre- 
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tedded  that  we  can  secure  for  the  minor! t^r 
in    Ireland    the    full  representation     to 
which  they  are  entitled,  and  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  the  Amendment  will  alto* 
gether  fail  to  attain  it.     I  believe  it  will 
come  less  near  to  the  correct  result  than 
single  -  Member    constituencies.       The 
only  way  that  I  can  see  by  which  the 
object  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for    Bodmin  can  be   accomplisbed 
would  be  by  throwing  the  whole  repre- 
sentation of  the  country  into  the  pot,  and 
allowing  every  part  of  the  country,  with- 
out regard  to  districts  or  eonstitnencieSy 
to  vote  for  a  list  of  Members  in  a  pre- 
ferential way.     No  doubt,  in  that  way 
you     would     get     a      correct     repre- 
sentation,    but     I     could     not     accept 
a    proposal   of   that    kind,   scientiicalij 
correct     as     it     is,     because,    knowing 
as  I  do  the  political  organisations  of  this 
country,  I  feel  certain  the  system  would 
break  down  in  practice.     It  would  be  toe 
complicated    for    the    ordinary    elector. 
What  are  you  to  do  ?     In  Ireland  yon  are 
told  one-fourth  of  the  electorate  are  90 
illiterate   that   they  cannot   discriminate 
between  two  names.     How,  then,  could 
they  discriminate  amongst  a  long  list  and 
putdo^vn  80  names  in  order  of  preference  ? 
Therefore,   I   come    to   the    result   that 
in  order  to  attain  the  object  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    it    would    require    an 
electorate  of  mathematicians  and  persons 
of  great  acquirements  on  the  other  hand. 
Therefore  I  shall  be  unable  to  vote  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I  hope  that  in 
the  course  of  our  subsequent  discussions 
we  may  prevail  on  the  Government  to 
adopt  the  system  of  single-Member  con- 
stituencies, with  such  a  redistribution  of 
seats  as  will  secure  that  the  representa- 
tion in  these  constituencies  is,  at  all  eveotii, 
in  much  nearer  proportion  to  the  popular 
tion  than  anything  which  has  yet  been 
conceived. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  should  not 
like  the  Debate  to  conclude  without  say- 
ing a  few  words.  After  careful  attention 
to  this  subject,  and  having  gone  into  the 
figures  as  well  as  I  could,  I  was  forced 
to  the  conclusion,  when  introducing  the 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  that» 
if  we  were  to  do  justice  to  the  minority, 
some  form  of  minority  represeotatioii  is 
absolutely  necessary.     The   House  will 
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Bee  bj  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
that  the  question  is  not  a  Party  one,  ami 
hoD.  Members^  therefore,  will  follow  the 
bent  of  their  inclination  in  voting.     Mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  ^aid  that  in  his  judg- 
ment miuoritj  representation  is  a  delusion, 
and  tends   to    confuse    the    issues   laid 
before   the   constituencies.     That   is   an 
argument  that  should  not  be  undervalued. 
On  the    contrary,   I    am    distinctly   of 
opinion   that   if    we    are    to   work    the 
Parliamentary  machine  at  all  it  must  bo 
with  a  Party  system  fairly  and  clearly 
divided,      and,     therefore,     voting      on 
clear  and   distinct    issues    at   elections. 
But  though  I  think  that  is  true,  broadly 
speaking,  of  such  countries  as  England 
and   Scotland,  I  think   it  would    be  of 
very  dangerous  application  in  a  country 
like  Ireland.      Why  is  the  double-Party 
system  good  for  England  and  Scotland  ? 
It  is  because  the  Parties,  clearly  as  they 
appear  to  be  divided  in  this  House  and 
the  country,  after    all   consist  of  very 
much  the  same  kind  of  people,  holding 
very  much  the  same  kind  of  opinions. 
This  may  seem  a  very  violent  political 
paradox  to  some,  but  I  am   conviueed 
that  these  are  the  only  possible  tennn  on 
wliich  you  are  going  to  work  Parliamcn* 
tary  Government  as  we  uoderstsiid  the 
term.     If  you  are  going  to  try  and  work 
that  system   in   a    coaotrj    where    the 
division  is  as  deep  a^  in  Irelmiid^  or  im»  it 
is  in  some  other  couorrkan   w1m««   il$e 
population  is  divided  between  tmetm  wb^i 
Are  widely  separated  by  hhtUfry^  nod  tu 
some  cases  even  by  ooioor^  roa  whi  fit  A 
that  yon  will  faiL     I  think,  iLendm*:^ 
that  in  Irehuid  yoa  nnut  ^  itmmAUi'^f: 
that  is  not  ncecaaary  in  Ew^dttA  t^  \^^ 
tect  the  interests  of  the  wumnir,     %'ia$l 
IB  the  second  nfignfaent  <vf  mr  r,rh\  w^. 
Friend  ?     It  i»  om:  w^xk  wt-*i)U  I  k*(t*, 
the  profoondest  *japaJUiT^    H^  tsv^S  /f 
yoQ  are  to  have  wammur  reynMsi-tMU'^  yA^ 
will  increme  tlie  ^imm^  *d  ijk^  if^A^i^\^ 
electoral  marhincrr^     lMh^)mA  i^  ;w 
think  tint  any  voriunqr  Mf  ia«^  m^a.  u^ 
▼ill  incfenae  tWawrinaMiiy  ^  f»^y  U^  \^ 
s    <^r  aogmeot  ihit  pt^  wjuttn;   <«*«  i<«<w  ««^ 
ligiona,  nMCft*  aW  ^ffittuviie  <     'UW  U'»v 
sions  there  nne  n*cy-«*it^  miC  *mm^ 
be  wagmfeaud  m  iJmtma/^^A^  vj  ibut  «>  v.*^ 
poller.    I  Tfttinm;.  Aii^^dlvt*:.  ^    Ci^^tM- 
that  in  IrriMdi.  «(  aU.  ^^Miuir.  lut  wyu 


ment  of  my  right  hou,  Frit^ml  Ih^ 
Member  for  West  Uinningham  (Mr,  J, 
Chamberlain)  has  not  tlit>  \vt«i)(ht  whioh 
it  undoubtedly  (hmsossos  in  Kuglaml,  and 
that,  whether  you  uugmont  or  dlmluUh 
the  power  of  tho  nuioldno,  you  will  drt 
nothing  either  to  inorouHo  tho  bnmiih 
that  already  vxistM  in  Iroluiid,  or  to 
bridge  over  tho  difforoiiooH  wliloli  um* 
happily  divide  sooioty  in  thiit  rouiitry, 
There  is  another  urguuiont,  howovtii'i 
which  has  boon  urg(ul  both  by  my  rl^lit 
hon.  Friend  who  nioauH  to  votu  aKnliiMi 
this  Amondmont,  and  by  my  h<ni.  FiUmmI 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrono  (Mr.  'W  W, 
RuHHcll)  who  moaiiH  to  voto  for  h  an 
argtiment  tending  In  tlin  dlrnodon  of 
showing  that  tho  (ihume  UntM  would  bti 
inefflcaciouH.  It  is  Haid  that  In  tho  Norih 
tho  Protestant  and  LovalUt  minority  Im 
so  overwhelming  that  it  dtm^  n(»t  nu|Miro 
any  minority  vote  itt  all,  wlilUt  In  tlio 
South  the  LovulintM  aro  no  thinly  dlM- 
tribut«j4l  over  the  vaxt  aroaof  (yonnaMKlit, 
Munster,  and  Lfiinntar,  that  no  provUhm 
you  can  IntrfMliico  will  have  tlin  NllglitApit, 
tifliiHit,  I  do  not  i\iiny  tliat  tli#tr«  In  fonw 
tu  that  argument  aU;,  hut  1  will  \i*t\ni 
out  that  thi^<;  \n  a  'Atnm  of  what  1  Mmy 
call  doubtful  vAtautUm^  Wktt  Dublin,  \u 
which  the  |K/|Milatiou  \n  fairly  ttvmt^v 
liahifu;edf  or  wmrts^  ui  all  <{V<int«,  iUmtt  m 
a  ¥itry  fwwftfful  mu\  t^'mihtt  mittotHyf 
differing  U$  mmUm  Umn  iUt$  mn^^  t4  i\m 
1  soUtm,  L'^riWn  ytm  nftt  m^wU  $fP^H 
'  tttiiwAmttUii  Ut  MMM^iiMilnlM^g  ytmr  f^m* 
,  Hkt$ei$4tlm  iimti  I  SmVuKit*  y*Hi  will  \**^^ 
,  ytm  wdl  mH  iU*  \^nii^M  t//  i\$*^Mtf  l##jr*? 
'  mtudmiim,  I  Mi^fH  itmi  m  *<^muil*<m 
^Hf'h  nm  my  Utm*   VfUnA  U'im**ii1f  ^U^, 

^4/m    Ut    ytfU**U    u*Hy    mn    H*Af^4^M4\y 

*Mf^H  m  **  nuk^ff*^u,*y  iM'Ai****^^,  i^tt  ikm 
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land  or  Scotland,  but  which  are  ab- 
solutely most  necessary  in  Ireland  if  you 
mean  to  give  anything  approaching  re- 
presentation to  what  are,  after  all,  the 
most  orderly,  the  most  enterprising,  and 
the  most  deserving  classes  in  the  whole 
Irish  community. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had  the 

honour  of  serving  on  a  Committee  which 

took    evidence    with    reference    to   the 

cumulative  vote,  and  there  had  certainly 

been  a  preponderance  of  opinion  amongst 

those  who  had  had  experience  of  it  that 

it  worked  extremely  well.     So  far  from 

producing     any     increase     in    political 

machinery,  he  believed  that  the  clause,  if 

agreed   to,    would   have    an    absolutely 

opposite  effect.      It  would  also  do  away 

with,  or  very  greatly  minimise,  the  great 

evil  of  gerrymandering.     Single-Member 

seats  would,  no  doubt,  be  the  next  best 

plan  ;  but  in  the  case  of  Irelaud  they 
would  not  effect  the  object  which  was 
aimed  at  by  his  hon.  Friend.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  if  the  clause  were 
adopted  it  would  wreck  the  Bill.  That 
entirely  depended  upon  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  remodel  the 
Schedule  or  not.  The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  think  that,  in  speaking  of  the 
system  as  "  scientific,"  he  was  in  some 
way  condemning  it.  It  was  a  far  simpler 
system  than  that  used  at  School  Board 
elections,  and  directly  it  was  admitted 
that  it  was  a  scientific  system  all  that  he 
contended  for  was  admitted.  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  the  only  way  in  which  to 
secure  the  two  great  objects  of  represen- 
tation— namely,  fair  hearings  both  for 
the  minority  and  the  majority.  He  was 
confident  that  sooner  or  later  some  such 
system  would  be  adopted  in  all  countries 
in  which  the  people  desired  to  have  a 
really  fair  and  true  system  of  repre- 
sentation. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  148  ; 
Noes  197.— (Division  List,  No.  258.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  Further  Pro- 
ceeding on  Consideration,  a^  amended, 
stood  adjourned. 

Billy  as  amended,  to  be  further  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

(SWINE  FEVER)  BILL.— (No.  427.) 

SECOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [3rd  August], "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.'^ 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Siea- 
ford)  said,  that  before  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  he  must  ask 
the  House  to  let  him  make  a  few 
observations  upon  it.  He  had  no  desire 
to  interfere  with  any  object  which  the 
Bill  had  in  view  ;  but  he  must  point  out 
that  they  were  being  asked  by  the 
Government  to  embark  upon  au 
entirely     new     method      of      procedure 

so  far  as  the  finance  of  the 
measure  was  concerned.  If  be  under- 
stood rightly  the  figures  given  in  answer 
to  a  question  which  be  put  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  on 
Friday  last,  the  estimated  expenditure 
under  the  Bill  for  the  current  financial 
year  up  to  March  31, 1894,  was  £130,000 
by  England  and  Ireland  combined.  To- 
wards meeting  that,  the  Government  hid 
at  their  disposal  two  sums  in  connection 
with  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Act,  which 
amounted  together  to  very  nearly  the 
sum  required ;  and,  in  addition,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed  Xo 
give  £50,000  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill. 
So  far  so  good,  and  as  regarded  the 
present  financial  year  there  was  nothing 
left  to  be  desired.  But  in  the  Estimates 
for  1894-5  the  expenditure  for  that  year 
for  the  Board  of  Agriculture  was  pot 
down  at  £250,000,  and  all  that  there  waa 
to  meet  that  sum  was  what  might  be  left 
of  the  £130,000,  plus  the  £50,000  for  the 
first  year.  Consequently,  only  £50,000 
was  provided  by  the  Government  to  meet 
an  expenditure  estimated  at  £250,000. 
How  was  the  remaining  expenditure  to 
be  met  ?  The  Board  of  AgricnltuiVf 
under  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Act,  bad 
power  to  draw  upon  the  Local  Taxatioo 
Fund  in  England  and  the  Cattle  Dt»- 
eases  Fund  in  Ireland  for  any  soms  that 
might  be  required,  in  addition  to  the 
moneys   provided   out  of    the   Imperial 
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Funds,  or,  in   other   words,  the   greater 
part  of  the  expenditure  was  to  be  met 
out  of  the  rates.     He  ventured   to  say 
that  that  was  an  entirely  new  departure 
in  Parliamentary   practice.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  point  to  the  pre- 
cedent of  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  Con- 
servatiTe  Government  some  years  ago,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  if  the  Imperial 
Funds  provided  were   not  equal  to   the 
occasion  for  which  they  were  needed  the 
Board  were  to  be  empowered,  as  a  last 
reeoorce,  to  draw  upon  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Fund.     But  there  was  this  great  and 
marked  difference  between  the  two  cases 
--that   whereas   when    the   earlier  Bill 
was    introduced    Imperial   Funds    were 
provided   for    the    full   amount  of    the 
estimated  .  expenditure,   in  the    present 
case,  while  the  estimate  was  £250,000, 
it  was   deliberately   intended    that    the 
Central  Authority  should  carry  out  the 
Bill  by  means  of  funds  which  were  pro- 
vided out  of  local  rates,  but  over  which 
neither  ratepayers   in    England   nor   in 
Ireland  were  to  have  any  control  what- 
eyer.     That  was  an   entirely  new  pre- 
cedent and  practice  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  it 
raised  very  serious  questions  for  considera- 
tion.    In   particular,  hon.   Members   on 
that  side  of  the  House — Members  who 
had  always   advocated    the   placing   of 
matters  such  as  that  dealt  with  by  the 
present  Bill  in  the  hands  of  a  Central 
Authority — ^in  a  very  difficult   position. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  always  been 
anxious  that  such  a  measure  should  be 
proceeded  with ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
had  been  anxious  that  the  question  should 
he  entrusted  to  a    Central   Authority. 
At  the  same  time,  his  anxiety  for  the 
passage  of  some  such  measure  was  so 
strong  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  object 
to  the  Second  Reading ;  but  he  trusted 
it  would  be  distinctly  understood  that  his 
friends  and  himself  were  at  full  liberty  to 
do  their  best  to  amend  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee in  respect  of  the  matters  which  he 
had  submitted  to  the  House.     He  hoped 
he  might  be  able  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  a  more  reasonable  view  of 
the  situation,  and  to  do  in  the  present 
case  what  was  done  by  the  Conservative 
Government  on  a  former  occasion.     Un- 
less he  could  do   that,  he  repeated,  he 
must  reserve  his  right  to  oppose  the  Bill 
at  a  later  stage. 

VOL.  XV.    [fourth  series.] 


Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  whether  the  Bill  would  extend  to 
Ireland  ?  If  it  proposed  to  increase  Irish 
rates  he  should  oppose  it. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  said,  that  the 
local  rates  would  not  be  increased  ;  they 
would  be  relieved.  At  present  Local 
Authorities  contributed  to  the  efforts  to 
extinguish  the  disease.  By  the  Bill  the 
localities  would  be  relieved  from  con- 
tributing at  all,  as  the  ultimate  recourse 
would  be  to  the  Local  Taxation  Fund 
The  estimates  of  the  Board  officials  were, 
he  himself  thought,  very  much  over  the 
mark.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
that  it  was  the  general  practice  of  officials 
never  to  under-estimate — it  was  a  less 
offence  to  over-estimate  by  thousands 
than  to  under-estimate  by  hundreds. 

Mr.  long  (Liverpool,  West  Derby) 
thought  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  local  rates  would  be 
relieved  he  must  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension. In  what  direction  would  they 
be  relieved  ?  If  the  £50,000  provided 
bv  the  State  were  exceeded,  the  balance 
would  come  out  of  the  Local  Taxation 
Fund,  and  that  was  exhausted  already 
up  to  the  last  penny.  The  House  was 
not  entitled  to  ask  the  ratepayers  to 
contribute  a  large  additional  sum  in 
the  expenditure  of  which  they 
would  not  be  consulted  at  all.  The 
Local  Taxation  Fund  was  one  created  by 
the  late  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  rates ;  but  they  had  had  it  from 
the  Front  Ministerial  Bench  that  Session 
that  rates  had  actually  been  increased. 
They  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  always  taken  the  view  that  all  forms 
of  cattle  disease  should  be  extinguished  ; 
but  they  also  held  that  the  expense  of 
bringing  about  that  desirable  end— or,  at 
least,  a  part  of  such  cost — should  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
According  to  the  Bill  before  them,  it 
really    seemed    that    the    authority    in 
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London  would  only  have  to  act,  and 
that  the  Local  Authority,  wherever  it 
might  be,  would  only  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  thought  that  it  ought  to 
be  fully  stated  to  the  House  what  local 
expenditure  would  be  affected.  If 
£200,000  were  withdrawn  from  the 
Local  Taxation  Fund,  as  would  be  the 
case  if .  the  estimate  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  advisers  was  correct,  what 
would  be  the  effect  on  Local  Authorities 
generally  ?  That  contribution  would  be 
from  town  and  country  alike.  Conse- 
^  quently,  London,  for  instance,  would 
have  to  bear  a  proportion  of  the  ex- 
penditure incurred  for  the  extinction  of 
swine  fever,  with  the  result  that  ex- 
penditure on  London  improvements 
must  be  lessened. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  suggested  that 
the  question  would  be  better  answered 
in  Committee. 

Objection  being  taken,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

TRAMWAY  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
''  An  Act  to  simplify  Titles,  and  facilitate 
the  Transfer  of  Land  in  England." 
[Land  Transfer  Bill  [Lords."] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  '^  An  Act 
to  further  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Investment  of  Trust  Funds."  [Trust 
Investment  Bill  [Lords."] 

That  they  have  agreed  to  Amendments 
to  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London)  Bill  [Lords]^  Educa- 
tion Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(London)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Lords]^  without 
Amendment. 

That  they  have  agreed  to  Conveyance 
of  Mails  Bill,  County  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bill,  Liverpool  Court  of  Passage 
Bill,  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  13)  BUI,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  Long 


That  they  do  not  insist  on  certain  of 
their  Amendments  to  London  County 
Council  (General  Powers)  Bill,  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed  ;  but  insist 
on  certain  other  of  their  said  Amend-^ 
ments,  for  which  they  have  assigned 
their  Reasons ;  and  agree  to  the  Commons 
Amendments  to  the  Lords  Amendments 
to  the  said  Bill,  with  Amendments* 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

(No.  426.) 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PROHIBITED  PERSONS  (DRINK)  BILL. 

(No.  872.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

LAW  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

TRUST  INVESTMENT  BILL  [Lord*]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  434.] 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTORS. 
Betarn    presented, — ^relative    thereto 
[Address    17th    March;     Mr.    PhUip 
Stanhope]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Ko.  129.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  C0N8TITUBNCIK8. 
Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  244,  of  Session  1892)  [Address  Uih 
May  ;  Sir  Charles  Dilhe]  ;  to  lie  npoo 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  365.^ 

IRISH  LAND    COMMISSION   (PROCEED- 

INGS). 

Copy  presented,— of  Be  turn  of  Pro- 
ceedings  during  the  mouth  of  June,  1B9S 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


House  adjourned  at  half  aft«r 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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appointing  brand-new  staffs  of  librarians 
and  other  paid  officers  opened  up  a  vista 
leading  to  a  variety  of  complications  which 
it  was  unnecessary  on  that  occasion  to 
dilate  upon. 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Viscount  CROSS,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading,  said :  My  Lords,  the 
real  object  the  promoter  of  this  Bill 
has  is  to  extend  to  Ireland  the  advantages 
which  England  has  enjoyed  for  some 
time  under  the  Public  Libraries  Act.  I 
am  bound  to  confess,  however,  that  I 
think  many  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
are  very  objectionable,  and  I  also  think 
the  drafting  requires  amending  very 
mach.  As,  however,  the  Bill  has  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  Go- 
vernment has  undertaken  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  the  draftsman  with  a  view  to  certain 
necessary  alterations  being  made,  I  will 
only  now  ask  your  Lordships  to  affirm 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  that  Public 
Libraries  are  as  necessary  in  Ireland  as 
in  England,  and  leave  Amendments  to  be 
made  in  Committee  to  bring  the  Bill  as 
nearly  as  possible  into  conformity  with 
the  English  Act. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The   Viscount  Cross,) 

Lord  ACTON  :  My  Lords,  I  neeil 
only  say  that  it  will,  no  doubt,  be  easy 
to  propose  Amendments  in  the  Bill, 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  noble 
Viscount. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  hear  that  it  was  proposed  to 
establish  Public  Libraries  in  Ireland. 
It  was  as  desirable  that  they  should  be 
establislied,  and  that  books  should  be 
available  to  be  read  by  the  public  in 
Ireland  as  in  England,  but  in  this  case 
the  matter  was  a  somewhat  difficult  and 
complex  one.  It  was  obvious  to  anybody 
^ho  had  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the 
«>antry  that -any  Public  L  braries  Act 
'or  Ireland  must  be  different  in  many 
substantial  respects  from  the  English 
^ct,  and  that  the  Bill  would  want 
considerable  amendment.  The  Idea  of 
'OL.  XV.      [fourth  series.] 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday 
the  22nd  instant. 

THE  UNIVERSITY  OF  WALES. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Bishop  of  BANGOR  asked 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  when 
the  Charter  for  the  University  of  Wales 
would  be  printed  and  circulated  ?  Hu 
also  desired  to  know  whether,  accom- 
panying it,  a  list  could  be  furnished  of  the 
numbers  of  bona  fide  students — that  was 
to  say,  those  who  had  paid  the  full 
sessional  fee  in  each  of  the  three  con- 
stituted Colleges  of  the  proposed  Uni- 
versity for  the  last  two  or  three  years  ? 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  AND  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  in  answer  to 
the  first  question  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, I  am  enabled  to  state  that  the 
Charter  is  already  in  print,  and  will  be 
circulated  to-morrow  morning.  Not 
having  had  notice  of  the  other  question 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  asked 
me  as  to  the  other  information  he  re- 
quires, I  cannot  absolutely  promise  any- 
thing in  the  matter  ;  but  I  will  endeavour 
to  ascertain  whether  it  can  be  given,  and 
if  I  find  that  is  the  case  I  shall  be 
happy  to  furnish  it. 

ORDINANCES    OF    THE  SCOTTISH   UNI- 
VERSITIES COMMISSIONERS. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  when  the  Ordinances 
of  the  Scottish  Universities  pommis- 
sioners,  presented  to  this  House  on  the 
19th  June,  and,  on  the  same  day, 
ordered  to  be  printed,  were  likely  to  be 
circulated  ?  He  naid,  the  delay  had  been 
very  serious.  Seven  weeks  had  elapsed 
yesterday  since  the  Ordinances  were 
presented.  They  were  circulated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  18th  July, 
and  were  advertised  for  sale  in  the  Public 
Press   on   the  20th.     This  was  a  long 
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time  for  their  Lordships  to  have  to  wait, 
especially  as  a  proposal  was  likely  to  be 
made  to  modify  oue  of  them,  and  a 
period  of  the  Session  was  approaching 
when  it  might  be  difficult  to  secure  due 
attention  to  such  a  proposal. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  This 
matter  depends  upon  the  printers  at 
Edinburgh,  over  whom  I  do  not  exercise 
all  the  control  I  could  wish  ;  but  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  documents  were  despatched  on 
Saturday,  The  intervening  Bank  Holi- 
day seems  to  have  delayed  our  receiving 
them  ;  but  when  they  arrive  they  will  be 
at  once  circulated. 

Lord  B4LF0UR  asked  whether  the 
time  which  had  elapsed  since  the 
19th  June  would  count  during  which 
these  Ordinances  must  lie  on  the 
Table  before  they  become  law,  and  also 
whether  the  forthcoming  adjournment 
for  a  fortnight  would  be  counted  in  the 
time  ?  If  so,  it  seemed  likely  that  the 
House  would  be  deprived  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  at  all 
upon  them.  A  good  many  communica- 
tions, he  might  mention,  had  reached 
him  on  the  subject  of  these  Ordinances. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:'  I 
wish  attention  had  been  drawn  before  to 
the  fact  that  these  Papers  have  not  been 
printed,  and  I  should  have  taken  care 
they  should  have  been  expedited  ;  but  I 
have  been  doing  all  I  can  in  the  matter. 
I  will  ascertain,  in  reference  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  has  asked.  I  quite 
agree  that  it  would  be  exceedingly 
wrong  if  the  House  were  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
simply  because  the  printers  in  Edinburgh 
have  been  extraordinarily  slow. 

•Lord  SANDFORD  said,  that,  speak- 
ing from  memory,  he  believed  that  under 
the  Act  adjournments  did  not  count,  and, 
therefore,  these  Ordinances  would  lie  for 
12  working  weeks. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  am 
extremely  obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
mentioning  that. 
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EDUCATION   CODK. 
QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  I  should  also  like 
to  ask  about  the  whole  of  the  Education 
Schemes.  I  am  told  there  are  a  good 
many  of  them  lying  on  the  Table,  and 

Lord  Sandjord 


those  who  are  particularly  interested  in 
these  matters  are  anxious  that  the  Ad- 
journment should  not  interfere  with  the 
time  the  House  is  to  have  for  considering 
those  Schemes. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I 
would  ask  noble  Lords  to  observe  that 
the  Adjournment  takes  place  for  their 
convenience.  Personally,  I  may  say  it 
makes  no  difference  whatever  to  me.  I 
certainly  am  not  responsible  for  any 
inconvenience  which  arises  from  our 
adjourning  in  the  middle  of  the  Session. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
As  this  appears  to  be  an  occasion  for 
obtaining  miscellaneous  information,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  oppoi^ite 
(Lord  Playfair)  what  he  intends  to  do 
with  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  ?  It 
is  a  most  strange  Bill.  It  was  got 
secretly  through  the  House  of  Commons 
— I  believe  at  12  o'clock  at  night— 
and  was  introduced  as  secretly  into  this 
House.  As  far  as  I  can  gather, 
it  is  a  measure  for  subjecting  the  roeo 
engaged  in  the  herring  fishery  at  Yar- 
mouth and  on  the  East  Coast  to  a  literaiy 
examination.  I  look  upon  modern  legis- 
lation of  this  description  as  suspicious, 
and  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  give  ns 
due  notice  when  the  Bill  is  to  come  on 
for  Third  Reading. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  Bill  had 
certainly  not  gone  secretly  through  this 
House ;  and  the  noble  Marquess  would 
remember,  doubtless,  that  he  made  a  speech 
fully  explaining  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  when  the  Second  Reading  was 
moved.  He  found  that  considerable 
opposition  had  arisen  to  the  Bill,  and  he 
had,  therefore,  thought  it  fair  to  put  off 
its  further  progress  in  order  that  its  oppo- 
nents might  have  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  case.  With  that  object  he 
had  postponed  it  week  after  week,  and 
be  was  still  waiting  for  a  promised 
Memorial  from  Grimsby.  In  the  circum- 
stances, he  had  put  off  the  further  stage 
until  the  22nd,  and  would  then  be  pre* 
pared  to  put  the  Bill  down  for  any  day 
that  would  meet  the  convenience  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 
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COyVFTAXCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 
(50.  223.) 

Bemnied  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Ameodmeou  agreed  to. 

LAW  OF  DISTBES3  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  42.) 

Recomed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
AmeDdments  agreed  to. 

couyrr  of  the  city  of  Glasgow 

BILL.— (No.  235.) 

Betnroed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
AmeDdmeots  agreed  to. 


CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (NAVIOATIOIT 
OF  THE  RIVERS  AIRE  AND  CALDEB) 
BILL. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHAROEtf  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (GRAND  JUNC- 
TION CANAL)  BILL. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES*  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (WARWICK  AND 
BIRMINGHAM  CANAL). 

Movedf  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
13th  daj  of  March  hut, 

''That   Qo  Bill  birmi^t  from  the  Hofue  of 

Commons  confirmini^  may  ProriifiooAl  Ortia  or 

TRAMWAYS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS       ;  Prori^ional  Ccrtifioau  thail  be  read  a  necood 

pni  '  time  after  Tac*laj  the  27th  daj  of  Jhik  next,'' 

fietomed  from  the  Commons  with  the  *^  tiL*pen-el  with,  and  that  the  BtlU  be 
Amendments  agreed  to.  '  ^e^  2»  ;  ajrreed  to  :  Bilhi  read  2»  accord- 

,  io^Ij,  ami  committerl  to  a  Commrttee  of 
XaRKIED     WOMEN'S    PROPERTY    ACT    the  Whole  Uoo^  on  Toeadaj  tb*:  22nd 

0882)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (^'^^  224.)       in,*tanl. 

Reported  froa  the  8 taodin?  Committee 
witb<wV  Amendment.  ^^  '>^  COMMONS  AMENDMENT  KILL 

''hx/- — (No.  2>-i 

Bead  3*  f^eeordinf^  to  ()r*hir)  ;  an 
Ameo^hneot  marie  ;  Bill  pa^^fefiy  aod  iient 
to  the  CVxnraonA. 

REFORMATOET  .-OHOOLH  BILL  [MX,:. 

Bea«i  'V  ^ai*«^jrding  to  (^lierj^  aod 
pai**^i,  arifl  *ent  to  tJiie  Coauaon*. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (BLIND 
AND  DEAF  CHILDREN;  BILL-rNo.  211^.; 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  an  Amendment :  The  Report  of 
the  Amendments  nmie  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Hoose  anil  br  the  Stau-iirjjr 
Committee  to  be  reeeiTei  on  Tne^iar 
the  22ikl  iorttant. 

IRISH    EDCCATION  AvT,    I-^   AMEND- 
MENT rSo,  Tj  BILL.— 'N,.  22rA^. 
Reported  from  the  H'.^i:r,zCvciii:r^    rv^^-SPOEATIO  v,  KILL  'm,L:.^U„  W, , 
withoat  ArnKD^inwrtit  :  ae*i  t-/  "^  r*iail  -5*         K/^afi    ^V    'a^^^jfL'njr  t/>  Or'i^rr^  ;     aa 
on  MooiIat  tLe  2^:^  iL.-^Tai.t.  Aac^:r.-.T*^.t  ana^ie  ;  B.*.  pa»M^  aj&d  t^rAC 

BCRGHS  GA-  *T??LT    -^-CTLAN:.    A' 


'^    ^  » 


(H7.>^  AMENDMENT  BILI ''>'.-  r:-^  -rAT'::  viV  2:VLE*   ?fcry,E;.';fcfc  fcL'X, 


Reported  froA  ube  ^cas^iliar  C-yiar.  "-«:*: 
with  aa  Aattctianenf  ;  Ts*  it^>.-^ 
of  to  be  receiTeai  oa  T*yi'laT 
instant. 


ZJT,^ 


(r'Uif  ^4  *  ^,  lj*r  for  tMr  T  i>'i  §Us%0i^ 
ux  f*!S^U  aA#:  l.*enAr7^, 


iNDr*T£:-i:,  A>:.  ?i     -^f^   : 

:«*^,IET.JL*  s,**-^ —      '    ^  , 

Reportesi  frwa  :.ut  *'*...  ./  ''.--'a^ 
mittee  witn  Aja«a«tmie9kc*  :  *  -«  fc^v-r*: 
thereof  to  be  r^>  '■«^.  vi  T  ^  •/••'-•.'  '  -<: 
24ih 


CANAL  RATI.*     T'.    V     *j;.    %«**i^ 


I 


#         ^ 

f 


%  ^.  t 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :   My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move — "  That  this  House 
do    now    adjourn    until    Tuesday,   22nd 
instant,  at  a  quarter  past  4." 

Motion  a^eed  to. 

House  atljoumed  at  twenty  minutes  before 

Fiye  o'clock,  to  Tuesday  the  22nd  instant 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  8th  August  1893, 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


CANAL    TOLLS    AND     CHARGES     PRO- 
VISIONAL        ORDER       (BIRMINGHAM 
CANAL  NAVIGATIONS)  BILL. 
Sir  a.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 

W.)  rose  to  move — 

"That  the  Canal  Tolls  anS  Charges  Proyisional 
Order  [Birmingham  Canal  Navigations]  Bill  be 
re-committetl  to  the  General  Committee  on 
Railway  and  Canal  Bills." 

• 

He  said,  that  the  Joint  Committee  who  had 
had  this  matter  under  consideration  had 
dismissed  the  Bill  witliout  hearing  any- 
one in  support  of  it.  He  made  no  reflec- 
tion on  the  Committee,  which  was  a 
most  able  body ;  but  they  appeared  to 
have  been  under  a  misconception.  They 
seemed  to  have  treated  it  as  if  it  were  a 
Private  Bill  promoted  by  the  Canal  Com- 
pany, whereas  the  Canal  Company  op- 
posed. The  Board  of  Trade  had  remained 
neutral,  and  its  only  supporters  were 
traders,  who  were  not  heard.  The  Canal 
Company  had  been  in  existence  for  76 
years,  originally  starting  with  500  shares, 
since  watered  without  additional  payments 
to  16,000.  For  the  first  27  years  of  its 
existence  the  company  had  paid  a  divi- 
dend of  over  70  per  cent.,  and  they  still 
paid  over  50  per  cent.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  submitted  this  was  a 
matter  that  should  have  been  taken  into 
account  by  the  Committee;  but  the 
Chairman,  on  the  opening  of  the  case, 
said  he  would  not  hear  anything  about 
capital.  He  (Sir  A.  Hickman)  remon- 
strated, and   stated  that  the  capital  was 


really  the  very  essence  of  the  question ; 
but  he  was,  nevertheless,  refused  a  hear- 
ing.      In  1846  the  London   and   South 
Western   Railway  guaranteed   to   pay  a 
dividend  on  the  canal  share  of  £4  per 
share,  and  it  was  agreed  that  if  the  canal 
revenue  amounted  to  more  than  that,  the 
Canal  Company  should  receive  the  sur- 
plus ;  while,  if  less,  the  Railway  Company 
would   make  up  the  deficiency.     There 
appeared  to  be  no  consideration  whatever 
for   this   novel   agreement ;    but   it   was 
obvious   that   the   aim  of   the    Railway 
Company  was  to  obtain  control  of  the 
canal,  which  was  the  centre  of  the  great 
canal   system  of   the  Midlands.     There 
was  through  communication  between  the 
Mersey  and  the  Humber,  and  between 
the  Severn  and  the  Thames,  but  in  both 
instances  the  traffic  had  to  pass  over  the 
Birmingham  Canal.     Thus,  no  doubt,  it 
answered    the  purpose   of   the   Railway 
Company,    enabling    them    to   obtain  a 
grasp  on  the  most  important  waterways 
of  the  Kingdom.     The  traders'  case  was 
that  the  Railway    Company    used    their 
power  entirely   to  destroy  this   through 
traffic.     As   an   illustration    of   this,  he 
might  say  that  the  tolls  on  the  Birming- 
ham Canal  between  London  and  Wolver- 
hampton were  two  and  a-half  times  as 
much  per  mile  as  other  canal  tolls,  whilst 
on  the  other  route  to  Liverpool  it  wiis 
three  to  five  times  as  much,  and  on  the 
Hull    route   four   times  as   much.     One 
trader   was    prepared   to   give   evidence 
showing  that  whereas  he  used  to  have 
40  boats  working  to  Hull,  he  now  had 
only  one  ;    whilst,  where  another  had  20 
to   Liverpool,  he  now  had  none.      The 
present   maximum    price   of    the    Canal 
Company — this  was  a  toll-taking  canal- 
was  for  general  goods  Id.  per  mile  per 
ton.     A   great   number   of   goods   were 
enumerated    in    respect   of    which    tbi* 
charge  was  applicable ;  but  it  was  verr 
singular   that,    though    the    canal   went 
through  a  large  coal  and  iron-producing 
country,  those  goods  were  not  meutioneJ 
at  all,  and  therefore  c^me  under  the  head 
of  "other  goods,"  at   l^d.  per  ton  pw 
mile.      This   was    the   state   of    things 
the     Board     of      Tnwle      found     when 
they    had     to    settle    the    Btnningbam 
Canal    tolls.     A   certain   class  of  good* 
was  increasetl  by  the  present   Bill,  awl 
coal  was  reduced  to  ^d.  per  ton  per  iiiilo 
and  iron  to  |d.     That  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  beat  all  unreasonable.  A  boat  Umd 
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of  coal  was  30  tons,   and  the  rate  the 

Board  of  Trade  proscribed  would  mean 

la,  3d.  per  boat  load  per  mile.     A  boat 

load  of  iron    likewise   amounted   to  30 

tons,  which  at  Jd.   would  mean  Is.  lOjd. 

per  boat  load  per  mile.   On  the  other  hand, 

general  goods  could  not  be  loaded  to  the 

extent  of  more  than  about  eight  tons,  and 

at  Id.  the  average  price  per  boat  load 
per  mile  would   be  only  8d.,  as  against 
Is.  3d.  for  coal  and  Is.  lO^d.  for  iron.  In 
view  of  those  figures  he  did  not   think 
the  proposals  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
at  all  unreasonable,  having  regard  to  the 
Canal  Company's  existing  powers.  These 
and  other  considerations  the  Committee 
bad  entirely  refused  to  listen  to.     It  was 
quite  true  the  Committee  sat  for  several 
days,  but  the  consideration  was  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Canal  Company  only, 
who  were  heard  at  great  length.     The 
Committee  in  their  consideration  seemed 
to  have  seized  upon  one  salient  point  in 
the  evidence — namely,  by  a  statement  by 
the  Canal  Company  that  the  application 
of  the  tolls  proscribed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  their  present  traffic  would  mean 
a  loss  of  £64,000  a  year,  or  a  loss  in 
revenue  of  20  per  cent.     That  argument 
seemed  to  him  to  be  based  on  the  fallacy 
that  reduced   tolls  did  not  mean  an  in- 
crease of  traffic,  whereas  the  traders  were 
<»f  opinion  that  the  reduction  of  the  tolls 
would  be  more  than  compensated  for  by 
the  increased  traffic.     His  own  railway 
traffic  amounted  to  about  £40,000  a  year, 
«od  the  canal  traffic  to  about  £5,000  ;  and 
if  canal  tolls  were  reduced,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  railway  traffic  would  be 
transferred  to  the  canals.     So  far  from 
injuring   the    Canal    Company,    he   be- 
lieved it  would  be  to  their  interest   to 
reduce  the  tolls,  but  the  real  opponents 
of    the    reduction     were    the     London 
*nd    North    Western     Railway     Com- 
pany.    He     submitted,    however,    that 
the  interests    of  a    Railway   Company 
«hould    not     be    allowed    to    over-ride 
^e  interests  of  a  great  district  like  that 
served  by  the  Birmingham  Canal  system. 
He  begged  to  move  the  Resolution   of 
^hich  he  had  given  notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  the  Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Pro- 
^sional  Order  [Birmingham  Canal  Naviga- 
"ons]  Bill  bere-committed  to  the  General  Com- 
mittee on  Railway  and  Canal  Bills."— (^Vr  A. 


The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP    TRADE    (Mr.    Mundella,  Shef- 
field,   Brightside) :     Without   endorsing 
every  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  must  admit  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Joint  Committee  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  were  most  extraordinary.     I  cannot 
but  regret  that  the  Joint  Committee  did 
not  deal  with  this  Bill  as  they  had  dealt 
with  other  Bills  ;  but  somehow  they  were 
influenced  by  the  statement  of  the  Canal 
Company  that  it  would  lose  94  per  cent, 
of  its  revenue — calculated  at  the  present 
rate  of  toll,  of  course.     I  regret  that  the 
Committee  did  not   go  thoroughly  into 
the  Bill,  hear  the  evidence  of  traders, 
and  call  upon  the  Board  of  Trade  to  say 
what  they  had  to  say  with  respect  to  the 
effect  of  the  reduction  of  tolls  upon  the 
general  balance  of  trade.     The  real  truth 
is,  the  Canal  Company  is  under  the  con- 
trol  of   the   Railway  Company,   and   I 
hope  that  so  prejudicial  an  arrangement 
will  be  dealt  with  by  Parliament.     The 
Committee  heard   the   Board   of   Trade 
fully  on  two  incidental  points  :  first,  the 
interpretation  to  be  put  on   Clause   18, 
which  continues  the  present  contract  and 
limitation     tolls  ;    and,     secondly,     the 
accuracy  of  figures   put  in  by  the  Canal 
(IJompany  showing  the  estimated  loss  in- 
flicted by  the  Schedule.      But  as  regards 
the    equity     of    reducing    the    present 
enormous  tolls,  or  as  regards  the  financial 
position  of  the  company,  or  as  regards 
the  arguments  to  be  deduced  from  the 
figures   put   in   by   the   company,  they 
never  asked  for  any  information  from  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and,  consequently,  I  had 
no  opportunity  of  arguing  the  very  strong 
case  which  traders  had  for  a  reduction  of 
the  present  tolls,  which  are  nearly,  if  not 
quite,  always  the  maximum  authorised, 
and    none  of  saying  that  the   financial 
position  of  the  company  was  such  as  to 
justify  a  curtailment   of  revenue.     The 
traders*  case  against  the  present  Parlia- 
mentary   powers   and    for    change    was 
never  heard,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Sir  A.  Hickman)  was 
more  than  once  refused  an  opportunity 
of   presenting   it.     In  other  cases,  both 
Lord  Northbrook^s  Committee  and  in  all 
cases   the   Duke   of    Richmond's    Com- 
mittee, if  they  had  developed  an  opinion 
that  the  proposals  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  too  onerous  to  the  company  affected, 
they  gave   an  opportunity  of  argument 
on  that  point,  and  after  argument  asked  for 
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the  observations  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  ] 
Thereafter,  if  they  adhered  to  their 
opinion,  thej  announced  where  they 
thought  change  desirable,  and  such 
change  was  made,  either  by  agreement 
or  otherwise.  I  thought  the  same  course 
would  be  followed  in  the  Birmingham 
case,  and,  therefore,  carefully  limited  my 
observations,  when  called  on,  to  the 
precise  points  referred  to  in  each  ques- 
tion— abstaining  from  remarks  on  general 
merits  which  I  thought  would  be  called 
for  later.  It  was,  therefore,  a  great 
surprise  to  me  to  find  the  Bill  thrown 
out  on  a  half-heard  case.  The  Com- 
mittee have  given  no  reasons  for  their 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  there  is  nothing 
to  show  in  what  respect  it  is,  in  their 
opinion,  short  of  being  just  and  reason- 
able. All  that  we  can  do,  therefore,  is  to 
continue  negotiations  during  the  Recess, 
with  a  view  to  the  presentation  next 
Session  of  a  Bill  less  open  to  objection 
from  either  side.  This  we  shall  do  with 
the  greatest  care  for,  and  consideration  of, 
the  conflicting  interests,  and  the  keenest 
desire  to  arrive  at,  or  help  Parliament  to 
arrive  at,  a  settlement  of  a  very  intricate 
question. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
was  a  Member  of  this  Joint  Committee, 
both  on  Railway  Rates  and  on  Canal 
Bills,  up  to  the  time  almost  when  this 
particular  Bill  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, when  he  had  withdrawn  from  it. 
He  should  like  to  endorse  entirely  what 
had  been  said  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  How,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Joint  Committee  came 
to  throw  out  the  Bill  as  they  did  he 
could  not  conceive.  There  must  have 
been  some  misapprehension  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Board  of  Trade  before 
the  Committee.  It  was  a  recognised 
fact,  both  before  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Railway  Rates  and,  so  far  as  he 
understood,  before  the  Canal  Rates  Joint 
Committee  also,  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  in  no  sense  promoters  of  these 
measures,  but  were  acting  in  a  judicial 
capacity  when  the  question  of  rates  and 
toDs  came  before  them.  The  Committee 
in  this  case  seemed  to  have  thought  that 
the  Bill,  not  having  been  promotetl  and 
backeil  up,  as  counsel  might  back 
it  up,  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  that,  there- 
fore, it  was  sufficient  merely  to  hear  the 
case  made  by  the  Canal  Company  with- 
out hearing  the   traders,   who,   in    this 

Mr,  Mundella 


particular  case,  were  the  real  promoters 
of  the  Bill.     Although   they  might  not 
agree  with  the   whole   Bill,  they   were 
most  interested  in  getting  the  Bill  passed 
in  some  shape  or  other ;  and  it  did  seem 
to  him  a  thousand  pities  that  after  the 
Joint  Committee  had  gone  through  the 
more     difficult    task    of     laying    down 
general   conditions   affecting    this  canal 
and   all    other   companies,    on    a    mere 
question   of   rates    and   tolls   they   had 
thrown  out  the  Bill,  and   so  destroyed 
the  effect  even  of  the  general  conditions, 
because  the  general  conditions  affecting 
the  other  canals  yirould  not  affect  this 
particular  Bill.      That  was  a  consider- 
able loss,  and  he  did  not  conceive  why 
the  Joint  Committee,  upon  the  evidence 
submitted  to  them,  should  have  acted  in 
the    hurried   way   they   did,   and    have 
thrown  out  the  Bill.     They  heard  only 
one  side — that  of  the  Canal  Company, 
and  the  traders  were  never  heard.     He 
perfectly  agreed  his  hon.  Friend  bad  got 
a  good  case ;  but  as  this  was  a  Joint 
Committee    it   was    quite   clear   that  a 
Resolution  of  that  House  would  not  set 
up  again  the  Joint  Committee.     There- 
fore, he  was  afraid  his  hon.  Friend  woold 
have  to  put  up  with  his  grievance  until 
next  year.     Would  it  not  be  possible  for 
the   Board  of  Trade  to  set  up  another 
Schedule  ? 

Mr.  mundella  said,  lie  should 
take  advice  on  this  point. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  (Burnley)  ex- 
pressed his  surprise  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  shoald 
have  made  this  attack  upon  the  Joiut 
Committee  of  which  he  was  himself  a 
Member,  but  from  which  he  had  been 
good  enough  to  withdraw  himself.  He 
(Mr.  Stanhope)  was  also  a  Member  of 
the  Joint  Committee,  which,  in  thi» 
matter,  acted  on  exactly  simi- 
lar lines  as  they  did  in  dealing 
with  previous  questions.  The  diffi- 
culty in  the  secanal  matters,  *» 
in  the  case  of  railway  matters, 
was  that  these  Provisional  Orders  had 
no  ostensible  promoters.  The  Committee 
had  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  clear  state- 
ment in  favour  of  these  Orders,  and  h*d 
to  proceed  in  the  dark.  When  they  got 
to  the  Birmingham  Canal  Company,  thej 
found  that  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the 
Provisional  Order  had  allowed  cert^ 
exceptional  rates,  known  as  contract  aad 
limitation   tolls,  to  continne,  and,  coDse- 
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quently,  it  wag  extremely  difficult  for 
the  Joint  Committee  to  deal  with  this 
matter  at  all  until  they  had  a  great  deal 
more  knowledge  than  was  submitted  to 
them  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
The  Committee  heard  with  great  care 
the  ease  of  the  Canal  Company,  who,  of 
course,  unfortunately  in  this  case  as  in 
others,  applied  against  their  own  Pro- 
visional Order.  When  it  became  neces- 
sary to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  the  Com- 
mittee felt  they  must  have  more  know- 
ledge aad  a  complete  inquiry  into  the 
whole  subject  before  it  was  proper  for 
Parliament  to  deal  with  it  upon  the  terms 
set  forth  in  the  Provisional  Order.  He 
regretted  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  adopted  the  tone  he  had  done, 
and  the  Committee  in  what  they  had 
done  were  actuated  by  a  desire  to  do 
even-handed  justice  to  all  parties,  and,  if 
they  were  unable  to  come  to  a  final 
decision,  it  was  because  they  had  not 
sufficient  information  before  them.  He 
hoped  the  course  suggested  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  deferring  the 
matter,  so  that  a  new  Order  should  be 
proposed  next  year,  might  be  agreed  to. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  say  one  word 
on  behalf  of  South  Staffordshire.  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  has  had  even-handed 
justice.  The  universal  opinion  in  South 
Staffordshire  is  that  a  very  grave  in- 
justice has  been  done  by  the  action  of 
the  Committee.  The  House  is  greatly  in- 
debted to  my  hon.  Colleague  (Sir  A. 
Hickman),  but  I  fear  he  must  rest  con- 
tent with  the  pledge  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — that  the  question  shall  be 
thoroughly  re-examined,  and  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  introduce  a  Bill 
dealing  with  this  great  injustice. 

Sir  a.  HICKMAN  said,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Q  UESTIONS. 


THE  OFFICE  OF  WOODS. 

Mr.    BEXN    (Tower    Hamlets,    St. 
George's)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 


missioner of  Works  whether  the  remuner- 
ation payable  to  the  Crown  Surveyor  and 
Solicitor  or  other  officer  covers  their 
advising  the  Crown  with  regard  to  Private 
Bills  alleged  to  affect  the  estates  under 
the  management  of  the  Office  of  Woods  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Office  of 
Woods  asserted  the  right  to  stop  and  did 
delay  the  Third  Reading  in  this  House  of 
the  London  Improvements  Bill  of  this 
Session  (on  the  ground  that  it  would 
authorise  the  reconstruction  of  a  bridge 
upon  the  foreshore  of  the  Thames),  unless 
the  London  County  Council  agreed  to 
come  under  obligation  not  to  execute  the 
work  without  the  consent  of  that  Depart- 
ment ;  and  whether  that  Department 
were  justified  in  refusing  their  consent 
unless  the  Council  agreed  to  pay  fees 
amounting  to  £42,  and  further  agreed 
that  the  compensation  to  be  made  by  the 
Council  as  promoters  of  the  undertaking 
to  the  Office  of  Woods  in  their  capacity 
of  landowner  should  be  fixed  by  special 
method  on  a  basis  more  liberal  to  the 
landowner  than  that  provided  by  the 
Lands  Clauses  Acts  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  question.  The  Surveyors 
employed  by  the  Office  of  Woods  are 
paid  by  fees  when  employed.  The 
Solicitor  of  the  Office  of  Woods  is  paid 
by  salary,  and  all  Solicitor's  work  in  con- 
nection with  Private  Bills  is  done  by 
him  without  further  remuneration,  though 
it  is  usual  for  the  Office  to  make  charges 
for  deeds  prepared  by  him.  The  London 
Improvements  Bill  proposes  to  empower 
the  London  County  Council  to  occupy 
and  use  foreshore  vested  in  Her  Majesty, 
and  the  works  to  be  authorised  may  pre- 
judicially affect  other  property  vested  in 
Her  Majesty,  and  the  Bill  is,  therefore, 
one  to  which  the  Queen's  consent  is 
required.  The  Queen's  consent  requires 
the  certificate  of  a  Commissioner  of 
Woods,  and  such  certificate  was  given  in 
the  case  of  this  Bill  as  soon  as  the  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  was  satisfied  that  the 
interests  of  Her  Majesty  were  properly 
protected.  This  protection  consisted  of 
an  agreement  providing  for  reasonable 
compensation  in  the  event  of  the  works 
authorised  prejudicially  affecting  the 
property  referred  to,  and  for  the  payment 
of  such  charges  as  are  usual  in  such 
cases,  and  of  the  introduction  of  the  usual 
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clause  where  it   is   intended   to  occupy 
or  use  property  vested  in  Her  Majesty. 

CUSTOMS'   BOATMEN. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  there  is  a 
probability  of  the  Department  deciding 
soon  on  the  justice  of  the  claims  of  the 
Customs'  boatmen,  already  brought  to 
notice ;  whether  there  are  several  hundred 
employed  on  the  Thames  to  board  vessels 
on  arriving  and  remain  on  board  until 
passengers  or  cargo  are  removed ;  whether 
this  entails  sometimes  duty  of  100  hours 
a  week  on  day  or  night  watch  ;  whether, 
when  a  vessel  is  detained  in  quarantine 
owing  to  contagious  disease,  the  Customs' 
officer  is  bound  to  remain  on  board ; 
whether  their  st^ions  at  the  docks  are 
msanitary ;  and  whether,  inasmuch  as 
their  employment  involves  risk  and  hard- 
ship, he  will  consider  the  possibility  of 
making  an  improvement  in  their  remune- 
ration ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  In  reply  to 
the  first  and  last  paragraphs,  I  am  in  a 
position  to  inform  myhon.  Friend  that  the 
Treasury  has  arrived  at  a  decision  upon 
the  Memorials  of  the  boatmen,  and  will 
immediately  communicate  that  decision 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Customs.  One 
hundred  and  five  boatmen  are  employed  in 
boarding  vessels  in  the  Thames.  Those 
having  charge  of  vessels  proceeding  to 
the  docks  are  usually  relieved  within 
four  hours  of  being  boarded,  while 
officers  in  charge  of  vessels  discharging 
in  the  river  remain  on  board  till  the 
cargo  is  out,  but  in  no  case  does  this 
entail  duty  of  100  hours  per  week.  If  a 
vessel  on  arrival  is  found  to  be  infected 
or  suspected,  the  Customs'  officers  do  not 
board  the  vessel ;  and  if  a  vessel  after 
being  boarded  is  detained  by  the  Port 
Sanitary  Medical  Officer  of  Health,  any 
Customs'  officer  would  be  withdrawn  un- 
less the  medical  officer  objected.  The 
sanitary  arrangements  at  the  stations  in 
the  docks  are  believed  to  be  in  good  con- 
dition, but  complaints  of  defects  always 
receive  ready  attention. 

EVACUATION    OF    WITU    BY    THE 
BRITISH  BAST  AFRICA  COMPANY. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  intended  to  present  to  Par- 

Sir  J.  T.  Hihbert 


liament  any  Papers  relating  to  the 
evacuation  by  the  Imperial  British  East 
Africa  Company  of  Witu  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Yes,  Sir ;  Papers  will  be  laid. 

STUDENT  INTERPRETERS  FOR  THE 

EAST. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  what  decision  lyis  l>een 
arrived  at  with  reference  to  the  re-estab- 
lishmeut  of  the  School  of  Student  Inter- 
preters at  Constantinople  or  elsewhere  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY'  :  Owing  to  its  expense 
the  school  at  Constantinople  will  not 
be  re-established.  The  Authorities  at 
Oxford  University  have  consented  to 
give  facilities  for  the  reception  and  train- 
ing of  student  interpreters  in  connection 
with  those  given  to  students  destined 
for  the  Indian  Civil  Service.  There  are 
already  Professors  of  Arabic  and  Persian 
at  Oxford,  and  the  University  is  pre- 
pared to  appoint  a  Professor  of  Turkish, 
who  would  also  teach  modem  Greek. 
Details  as  to  salaries  and  other  payments 
are  now  being  considered  by  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  Has  any 
application  been  received  fromCam bridge? 
Have  the  authorities  there  expressed 
any  disinclination  to  establish  a  similar 
school  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  application  was  made  to  Cambridge. 

MILITIA  OFFICERS. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  8.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  oflBcers  entering  the  Line 
through  the  Militia  are  allowed  to  do 
duty  at  the  dep6t  when  permanent 
Militia  officers  are  available ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  only  employing  on  such  duties  Militia 
officers  who  have  served  long  enough  to 
b^  available  for  Courts  Martial  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  rou 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannermak, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Any  Militia  officer  who 
has  served  two  trainings,  or  obtained  the 
certificate  prescril)e<l  in  Article  14  of  the 
Militia  Regulations,  is  eligible  to  )^ 
called  up  for  duty  at  the  dep6t  wheuerer 
the  number  of  recruits  to  l>e  tratned 
renders   special    help   necessary.       The 
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seleclion  of  officers  hi  such  cases  is  left 
to  the  local  military  authorities,  and  I 
am  DOt  inclined  to  interfere  with  their 
discretion  in  the  matter.  No  difficulty 
in  obtaining  for  Court  Martial  duty 
officers  of  sufficient  service  has  come  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  War  Office. 

CABBURY  POLLING  LISTS. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  lists  of  voters  for  the  Carbury  polling 
district  of  the  North  Kildare  Division  of 
the  County  of  Kildare  have  not  been  pub- 
lished on  the  date  and  in  the  places 
prescribed  by  Statute ;  if  so,  who  is  to 
blame  for  this  breach  of  the  Franchise 
Law;  and  what  steps  will  the  Irish 
Grovernment  take  to  prevent  a  repetitiou 
of  such  neglect  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  lists  were  duly 
delivered  to  the  Constabulary  for  publi- 
cation by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and 
Peace.  They  were  posted  up  in  one 
portion  of  the  polling  district,  but  inad- 
vertently omitted  to  be  posted  in  other 
portions  of  the  district.  The  mistake 
was  rectified  on  the  30th  ultimo. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
This  is  a  matter  in  which  the  public  take 
a  keen  interest.     Who  is  to  blame  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  it  was 
the  sergeant  of  police  who  made  the 
mistake. 

RULE   OF  THE    ROAD  AT  SEA. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Keg  is)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether  the  Rule  of  the 
Road  at  Sea  applies  to  fleets  engaged  in 
inahoeuvres ;  if  not,  is  the  Rule  to  be 
disregarded  by  fleets  during  manoeuvres 
when  meeting  stranger  ships,  vessels,  or 
Wts  not  forming  part  of  the  manoeuvring 
fleet ;  whether  there  is  any  Rule  at  all, 
*nd,  if  go,  what  Rule,  for  preventing 
collision  between  such  stranger  ships  and 
the  ships  of  the  fleet ;  and  are  there  any 
means  of  informing  such  stranger  ships 
t^t  the  Rule  of  the  Road  will  not  be 
observed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashhe,  Clitheroe)  :  The  Rule  of  the 
Road  does  not  apply  to  individual  ships 
or  parts  of  a  fleet  on  meeting,  or  passing. 


when  that  fleet  is  actually  engaged  in 
manoeuvres  ;  but  it  applies  to  all  cases  of 
a  fleet  meeting  a  stranger,  be  he  steamer^ 
sailing  ship,  or  boat. 

THE  ARMY  MEDICAL  SERVICE. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  War  Department  has  re- 
stricted the  selection  of  medical  and 
surgical  examiners  for  the  competitive 
examinations  for  admission  to  the  Army 
Medical  Service  solely  to  the  Examiners 
of  the  two  London  Colleges  of  Physicians 
and  Surgeons  ;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  Army 
Medical  Stafl*,  including  the  Director 
General  and  four  out  of  the  Surgeon 
Major  Generals,  hold  as  their  only 
qualification  Scottish  diplomas  ;  and  why 
a  monopoly  is  now  to  be  conferred  on  the 
London  Medical  Schools,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  Medical  Corporations  in 
Scotland  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERM an  : 

No  restriction  is  intended  as  to  the 
Medical  Schools  from  which  examiners 
shall  be  selected  ;  but  the  flrst  list  of 
examiners  under  the  new  system  has  been 
selected  from  the  Colleges  named,  partly 
on  the  ground  of  accessibility.  The 
appointments  are  for  four  years  only,  and 
when  a  vacancy  occurs  it  will  be  for  con- 
sideration whether  the  new  examiner 
shall  be  taken  from  the  Scottish  or  Irish 
Colleges.  I  am  informed  that  rather  less 
than  one-third  of  the»  Army  medical 
officers  hold  Scottish  diplomas. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  action 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Depart- 
ment is  not  calculated  to  throw  a  slight 
on  the  Scottish  Medical  Corporations  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

No,  Sir. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  The  restriction 
is  for  four  years.  Is  not  this  an  instance 
of  the  centralisation  of  affairs  in  London 
to  the  detriment  of  the  Kingdom  at 
large,  especially  that  part  of  it  called 
Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

It  is  equally  to  the  detriment  of  that 
part  of  the  Kingdom  called  Ireland. 
There  is  no  intention  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind  suggested. 
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Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  explain  his  reasons  for 
this  unpatriotic  course  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  call  attention  to  the 
question  on  the  Estimates. 

PROPOSED  WELSH  UNIVERSITY. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON(Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  Mr'.  O.  M. 
Edwards,  M.A.,  was  sent  bj  him  to 
visit  and  report  upon  the  four  Welsh 
Colleges  of  Bangor,  Aberystwith,  Lam- 
peter, and  Cardiff,  with  a  view  to  the 
establishment  of  a  Welsh  University 
with  constituent  Colleges  ;  whether  Mr. 
Edwards  reported  in  favour  of  the  inclu- 
sion of  Lampeter  ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  the  Report  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  Mr.  Edwards  was  invited 
to  draw  up  a  Report  upon  the  whole 
question  of  a  University  for  Wales.  His 
visits,  which  were  left  entirely  to  his 
own  discretion,  included  the  Four  Col- 
leges mentioned  and  several  other  places. 
The  Report  was  made  solely  for  the 
use  of  Members  of  the  Government,  and 
for  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
which  considered  the  Draft  Charter.  I 
do  not  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table, 
but  I  am  quite  willing  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  in  the  Report,  which  con- 
sisted mainly  of  information  rather  than 
recommendations,  Mr.  Edwards  did  not 
report  in  favour  of  the  inclusion  of  St. 
David's  College,  Lampeter. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if 
he  can  inform  the  House  what  will  be 
the  cost  of  establishing  a  Welsh  Uni- 
versity, and  how  the  cost  will  be 
provided  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  I  am  not  able  to  say 
what  would  be  the  cost  of  establishing  a 
Welsh  University.  No  doubt  part  of 
the  cost  would  be  defrayed  from  fees. 
The  question  of  a  State  grant,  such  as  is 
given,  for  instance,  to  Victoria  Univer- 
sity, has  not  yet  been  formally  raised. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table 


the    Report  of  Lord   Aberdare's    Com- 
mittee on  the  same  points  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  Lord  Aberdare's 
Committee  reported  under  very  different 
circumstances.  The  Report  is  in  the 
Library.  I  am  not  aware  it  is  out  of 
print. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any 
intention  of  establishing  a  Welsh   Uni* 

versity  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  The  Charter  is  on 
the  Table  of  both  Houses. 

STEAMBOAT  RACING  ON  THE  THAMES. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  anything  has 
been  done  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  dangerous  pnu^tice  of 
racing  steamers  on  the  Thames  and 
elsewhere  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  have  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Thames  Conservancy  on 
the  subject  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers,  and  several  convictions  for 
reckless  navigation  on  the  river  have 
recently  been  obtained.  I  have  urged 
that  proceedings  should  be  taken  in  everj 
case  in  which  there  is  sufficient  evidence, 
and  that  the  maximum  penalty  should  be 
pressed  for.  In  one  case  of  reck  lew 
navigation  in  London  last  moniii  I 
ordered  an  investigation,  which  resulted 
in  the  suspension  of  a  master^s  certificate 
for  three  months  ;  and  in  a  recent  case  of 
collision  through  racing  in  the  Bristol 
Channel  a  master  was  ordered  to  paj 
£125.  The  Board  of  Trade  have  also 
warned  the  several  Thames  Companies 
of  the  extreme  danger  of  reckless  naviga- 
tion, and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  in  eticb 
instance  I  have  received  the  most  sattA- 
factory  assurances  as  to  the  future. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  Ha» 
the  Board  of  Trade  bad  its  attention 
called  to  the  enormous  crowds  of  pas- 
sengers on  these  steamers  ?  Do  they  not 
exceed  the  number  allowed  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  certificate  ? 

Mr.  mundella  :  That  does  not 
arise  out  of  the  question  on  the  PapO". 
There  is  a  question  dealing  with  that 
point  down  for  another  day  this  week. 
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GOVERNMENT  CONTRIBUTIONS    TO 

RATES. 

Mk.  P  ICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Greeo,  S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Memo- 
randum explanatory  of  the  circumstances 
and  principles  upon  which  the  Treasury 
have  acted  in  fixing  the  net  values  of 
Government  property  in  the  County  of 
London^  npon  which  the  contribution  in 
lien  of  rates  is  based  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HI B BERT :  My  hon. 
Friend  will  find  the  information  he  de- 
sires in  the  Treasury  Minute  of  June 
25,  1874  (Pariiamentary  Paper  No.  234 
of  that  year),  and  a  Memorandum  read 
by  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  House  on  the  same  day  {Ifcuuard^ 
vol.  220,  page  477).  The  valuations  for 
the  County  of  London  have  all  been 
settled  by  the  Treasury  Valuer  with  the 
Assessment  Committees  of  the  several 
Unions,  who  have  in  every  case  declared 
the  valuations  to  be  fair  and  reasonable. 

INTERMEDIATE   EDUCATION  IN 
MERIONETHSHIRE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  by 
what  Act  of  Parliament  Clause  91  of 
the  Scheme  for  Intermediate  Education 
in  the  County  of  Merioneth  is  authorised  ; 
and  whether  the  provisions  of  that  clause 
Are  compatible  with  those  laid  down  in 
Clause  16  of  "The  Endowed  Schools 
Act,  1869,"  and  are  authorised  by 
Clause  1 4  of  "  The  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion (Wales)  Act,  1889"? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  clause  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Education  Department 
substantially  as  received  by  them  from 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  The  De- 
partment are  not  authorised  to  determine 
the  legality  of  the  provisions  in  this 
clause,  which  can  only  l>e  determined  by 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  and  in  order  tliat  the  question 
may  come  before  the  Judicial  Committee 
it  is  necessary  that  the  Scheme  should 
first  be  approved  by  the  Department.  I 
may  point  out,  however,  that  the  clause 
in  question  is  expressly  made  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  the 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Act, 
1889,   mentioned    in    the    question,    so 


that  in  no  case  could  it  be  operative 
except  so  far  as  it  was  authorised  by 
those  Acts. 

ViscorxT  CRANBORN^  :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  get 
the  opinion  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  on  this  clause  ?  It 
appears  to  me  to  absolutely  infringe  the 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Anybody  can  raise 
the  point. 

•Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  How 
can  it  be  raised  ?  If  the  clause  is  oon- 
trarv  to  tlie  Endowed  Schools  Act  and 
the  Welsh  Int^^rmediate  Education  Act 
it  surely  ought  not  to  be  put  into  a 
Scheme.  Ought  not  its  legality  to  be 
ascertained  first  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  is  open  to  anyone 
who  chooses  to  raise  a  legal  question 
before  the  Judicial  Conmiittee  of  the 
Privv  Council. 

ViscouxT  CR  ANBORNE  :  And  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  a 
private  individual  should  go  to  the  im- 
mense expense  of  taking  the  case  before 
the  Privv  Council  in  order  to  check  the 
action  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  We  have  accepted 
the  Scheme  as  legal,  and  it  is  for  those 
who  question  its  legality  to  raise  the 
point. 

PLURALITY  APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE 

PUBLIC  SERVICE. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  specifying  the  names 
and  offices  of  all  those  who  hold  more 
than  one  public  post  or  office,  or  who 
draw  pay,  pension,  or  allowances  from 
more  than  one  public  source,  whether  the 
source  be  moneys  voted  by  Parliament, 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  or  any  other 
public  moneys,  and  specifying  also  the 
duties  attached  to  each  such  post  or 
office,  and  the  salary,  allowance,  or 
pension  thereto  attached  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  notes  to 
the  Estimates  give  every  case  in  which 
pay,  pension,  or  allowance  is  received 
from  more  than  one  public  source.  The 
extra  work  and  expense  imposed  on 
Departments  by  the  numerous  Returns 
now  asked  for  are  a  serious  matter,  and  I 
hope  that  hon.  Members  will  consider, 
before  moving  for  Returns  of  this  nature. 
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whether  the  object  justifies  the  expense. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he  thinks  the 
information  of  sufficient  importance,  will 
communicate  with  me  in  order  that  we 
may  agree  upon  the  most  convenient  and 
the  least  expensive  form  by  which  his 
object  can  be  attained. 

THE  AMERICAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  at  what  times  were  the  mails 
from  the  United  States  brought  by  the 
EtruriOy  which  arrived  at  Queenstown 
on  Friday  last,  delivered  at  Liverpool, 
Manchester,  and  Glasgow,  and  at  what 
times  would  they  have  been  delivered  had 
the  services  of  special  trains  and  vessels 
been  employed  for  their  transmission 
from  Queenstown ;  and  can  he  yet 
say  whether  letters  super8cril>ed  '"  via 
Queenstown,"  posted  in  the  United 
States  for  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  are 
forwarded  bv  vessels  bound  for  South- 

•r 

ampton,  and  under  what  circnm- 
stances  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
have  applied  for,  but  have  not  yet 
received,  the  information  which  will 
enable  me  to  answer  the  first  part  of 
the  question.  The  Etruria  arrived  off 
Roche's  Point  at  9  p.m.  on  Friday,  and 
the  mails  were  landed  at  Queenstown 
between  10  and  11  p.m.  This  was 
not  one  of  the  cases  for  which 
the  special  service  was  intended.  I  have 
not  yet  received  a  communication  from 
Washington  as  to  the  Rule  adopteil  under 
circumstances  referred  to  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  question. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  asked 
whether,  if  a  special  train  had  been 
employed,  letters  coming  by  the  Etruria 
could  not  have  been  replied  to  by  the 
Cunard  steamer  which  sailed  on  Sunday 
morning  instead  of  waiting  for  the  White 
Star  steamer  on  Thursday  ? 

•Mr.  A.  MORLEY  replied  that  the 
object  of  the  special  train  arrangement 
was  chiefly  to  secure  the  arrival  of  mails 
within  business  hours.  That  would 
not  apply  in  the  case  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Meml>er. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Was  not  one  of  the 
chief  objects  to  secure  not  only  the 
rapid  delivery  of  letters,  but  also  facilities 
for  promptly  replying  to  them  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HihheH 


•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  That  was  un- 
doubtedly one  of  the  objects,  but  it  woulil 
only  apply  in  a  small  proportion  of 
cases. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  My  question  had 
reference  to  the  delivery  of  mails  in  the 
North  of  England,  not  in  London. 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  do  not  think 
it  would  have  made  any  difference,  but 
I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  should  like  to 
understand  why,  for  the  sake  of  a  small 
expenditure,  commercial  men  in  Londou 
and  other  great  business  centres  bad 
their  replies  to  America  delayed  by  four 
days  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  This  was  not  a 
case  in  which  a  special  service  would 
have  been  supplied. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  one  of  the 
main  objects  of  the  special  service  was 
to  facilitate  the  transmission  of  replies 
to  American  letters,  how  is  it  that  the 
Regulations  would  not  apply  in  such  a 
case  as  this  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  time  fixed 
for  the  running  of  specials  was  when  the 
mails  arrived  between  2  and  7  p.m.  ; 
but  these  mails  would  not  have  been 
landed  until  between  10  and  11  p.m. 
That  was  why  the  special  service  did  not 
come  in. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  When  did  the 
letters  leave  Queenstown,  seeing  that 
they  were  not  delivered  in  Liverpool  till 
4  o'clock  on  Saturday  afternoon  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  They  were 
landed  between  10  and  11,  and  were 
sent  by  special  train,  which  caught  up 
the  mail. 

THE  ALIEN  QUESTION. 
Mr.  STEWART  WALLACE  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Limehouse)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  sent  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  to  inquire 
into  the  alien  question,  will  be  circu- 
lated ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  1  stated  on 
Friday  last  that  the  Reports  in  question 
will  be  circulated  during  the  present 
month,  and  the  Labour  Department  have 
others  in  preparation  which  will  shortly 
follow. 
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CASUAL  BELIEF  AT  FOLKESTONE. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
(roveriuneDt  Board  if  he  is  aware  that 
there  is  no  provision  made  at  Folkestone 
for  the  relief  of  the  casual  poor  ;  that 
the  nearest  casual  ward  is  placed  at 
Elham,  six  miles  from  Folkestone  on  a 
cross  country  road  and  two  miles  from 
the  nearest  railway  station ;  that  the 
casual  ward  accommodation  at  Elham  is 
utterly  inadequate  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  casuals  sent  from  Folkestone, 
Sandgate,  Hythe,  &c.,  who  are  occa- 
sionally huddled,  men  and  women  alike, 
into  the  stable  to  sleep  ;  and  if,  consider- 
ing that  Folkestone  contributes  two- 
thirds  of  the  rate  and  only  returns  12  out 
of  35  Guardians,  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
dissociating  Folkestone  from  the  rural 
districts  and  granting  the  borough  a 
Union  of  its  own  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
casual  ward  for  the  Elham  Union,  in 
which  Folkestone  is  comprised,  is 
situated  at  Elham,  which  is  about  five 
miles  from  Folkestone  Town  Ilall  and 
about  a  mile  from  Lyminge  Station.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Guardians  that  the 
instructions  to  the  relieving  officer,  on 
which  he  always  acts,  are  to  send  the 
aged  and  infirm  bv  train  and  the  verv 
ill  by  covered  conveyance,  and  in  ca.*<5* 
of  extreme  indb<po:$ition  to  provide  ac- 
commodation at  Folkestone.  The  va<rrant 
wards  at  Elham  are  onlinarily  sufficient : 
but  the  number  of  va«rrant.'«  has  larjrelv 
increased,  in  con^eqneoce,  it  i>*  believf^l, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  of  a  dinam- 
tinuaoce  of  a  task  of  work.  TiKf  uomUrr 
relieved  this  restr  i^  atn  far  »h*fTX  of 
double  what  it  wa<  at  the  <tf9nfr*^mt\tu^ 
period  of  la«t  year.  When  th<;  inirnUrr 
of  men  has  exceeded  theaccofnroo*lafiof. 
in  the  wanLs   ther   have   \ff:e\t   ^t'trfnu- 

m 

modated  in  Ktabl^«  oo  \i*h  w//rkh'/«j«'r 
premises,  oo  platform*  *\fmaX\j  yref/OLr*^ 
ami  covered  with  ■uuuv-iNNfx.  If  ria* 
only  been  on  rerr  nrt  o<5*ai#;rHfc*  ti*af  fh*^ 
accommodation  frjr  vommto  lu  u,^  ward* 
has  been  inadeqBate.  I  *^:^  w*  r^-^^fi* 
for  const itntlair  F^jCke^tfA^  a  **-p»r»«>r 
Union.  If  tbe  djT.'OM»t.av»»a»  r*^.  ..r^ 
that  an  addltiooal  *:^i36u  wa."j  ^:y,...'. 
be  provided  at  FfAk^a^j^t^  th^.  ^»  At  '.\jlu* 
can  do  tbk. 


BARON  VON  PILSACH  AND  SAMOA. 

Mr.  HOGAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei|(n 
Affairs  whether  he  has  observed  that 
during  a  recent  interview,  reported  In 
The  New  Zealand  Herald^  Baron  von 
Pilsach,  who  was  appointed  President  of 
the  Municipal  Council  of  Samoa,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  tho 
Berlin  Treaty,  and  has  now  retireil  from 
that  office,  declared  it  to  be  the  general 
opinion  that  annexation  by  one  of  the 
Powers  would  be  the  best  thing  that 
could  happen  to  Samoa  ;  and  whether, 
in  the  coiu-se  of  his  communications  with 
the  Treaty  Powers  respecting  the  future 
government  of  Samoa,  he  will  give  due 
prominence  to  this  suggestion,  and  urge 
its  adoption  in  the  interests  of  the  British 
subjects  who  now  constitute  tho  most  im- 
portant element  of  the  Euroi)eau  popula- 
tion in  Samoa  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  say  whether 
this  report  is  authentic.  In  any  case,  it 
does  not  clearly  appear  which  Power 
either  Baron  von  Pilsach  or  the  lion. 
Meml)er  would  wish  to  annex  Samoa ; 
and  it  is  not  possible  for  any  one  of  the 
three  Powers  interested  to  make  pro- 
posals on  the  liasis  of  «uch  a  nimour. 

CROSHHir.L  FC'BMC  HCHOOf^, 
HTBATHAUON. 

Mtt.    HOZIEB  ^Lanarkshire,    H.)  :  I 

l>eg  to  ask   the    Sfxrretary  for  Sc^itlaiul 

whether,  \H'Aore  sancti/njing  the  H<;hema 

of  Hef'j9w\&ry  Education  for   th*;  County 

of  Lanark,  he   will  candttWy  tavtmUfcuUs 

i  the   claims   of   CrmMW    Public  H<;h'^d, 

I  Stratharon,    t/>  \tti  a  Central  S^;hooi  fm 

'  Higher  Kflucation  ? 

The  SECKETAttr  ton  HCOT- 
;  LAND  ^Sir  G.  Tuevklya%^  Glasgow, 
*  Bridgrrionj  :  I  nltAll  f*jpu»lUfr  tmr^nlly 
any  rffpre^^utsiiUm*  mzdUi  U}  ton  %u  rt^urd 
Uf  \\tf.  Crtf^AiiW  S^:\umA  \0^tpr**.  «afv;i»//n' 
'ng  the  •^'\utmH  hrr  Lanarkshire;,  aii^i  rlja,*! 
^'jnntnnmfmU'    in    rtt^xrd   Uf  it   with   tf*4; 

hALL  CAHTkilMpHjil  ALhKK^W/T, 

Mu,  HANBUKY  ^yr^.^untj  :  U^u, 

a#k  xht'h^itrrtiUurfA  .Stai>r  Urn  Wmt  wt^A^ut^r 

\i  i#  ti»^  IWrt  ti*a«  tw>3*r  ref^ffftir  dm\u^ 

msM^frn^nm  at  A>J^«^.VH  «^n«raJ  romf»4*. 

Cf^  f0  b*r*r   t**>^T,   ':.*^/reTed    aMMM^tt 

« %^9^t^  It  >*  tMr  iaet  \i£tf,  'sj^  w^  Ammmj 
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paper  bullets  differ  little  in  appearance 
from  the  actual  bullet ;  and  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  issue  of  ball  cartridge 
instead  of  blank  cartridge  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 
Some  ball  cartridges  have  been  found 
among  the  blank  cartridges  issued  at 
Aldershot ;  and  inquiry  is  being  made 
into  the  circumstances.  The  dummy 
bullet  is  blue  with  a  white  tip,  the  real 
bullet  is  nickel-covered,  besides  being 
much  heavier.  It  is  not  understood  how 
one  can  be  mistaken  for  the  other. 

LOANS  FOR  ALLOTMENT  PURPOSES. 

Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hants, 
New  Forest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
considering  that  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  are  authorised  under  the 
provisions  of  "  The  Small  Holdings  Act, 
1892,"  to  advance  money  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  under  the  said  Act  by  the 
County  Council,  advances  can  be  made 
by  the  said  Commissioners  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  for  allotment  purposes  by 
County  Councils  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Allotments  Acts,  1887  and  1890  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners  are  em- 
powared  to  lend,  under  the  Allotments 
Acts,  1887  and  1890,  to  County  Councils 
whatever  sums  they  are  by  those  Acts 
authorised  to  borrow. 

THE  GUNS  OF  H.M.S.  "  COLOSSUS." 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported,  that  three  of  the  four  12-iuch 
4o-ton  guns  in  H.M.S.  Colossus  are  dis- 
abled, owing  to  the  A  tubes  being  cracked 
near  the  muzzle ;  whether  the  guns  in 
question  are  of  the  same  mark  or  type 
as  the  gun  which  burst  on  board  the 
Collingwood  a  few  years  back  ;  whether 
any  spare  12-inch  guns  are  in  store  at 
Malta  which  can  be  supplied  in  place  of 
those  disabled  in  the  Colossus;  if  not,  is  it 
intended  to  order  another  first-class  iron- 
clad to  the  Mediterranean  to  relieve  this 
disabled  ship  ;  and  are  the  guns  in  ques- 
tion of  Woolwich  manufacture,  or  were 
they  supplied  by  contract  r 
•  Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
It  is  not  true  that  the  A  tubes  of  three 
of  the  12-inch  guns  of  the  Colossus  are 
cracked  near  the  muzzle.  But  these 
three  guns  have  been  provisionally  con- 

Mr.  Hanbury 


demned  for  scoring  after  a  considerable 
number  of  rounds.  They  will  be  re- 
examined at  Woolwich,  to  ascertain  what 
repair  is  wanted  before  they  are  again 
issued  for  service.  They  are  not  of  the 
Mark  I.  type,  like  the  gun  which  burst 
on  board  the  Collingwood.  None  of 
those  guns  are  now  afloat.  The  guns  of 
the  Colossus  have  already  been  replaced 
by  three  guns  from  the  Malta  Reserve. 
The  guns  taken  out  of  the  Colossus  were 
of  Elswick  manufacture. 

CHANGES   IN  THE  ARMY  MEDICAL 

SERVICE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSOX  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  how  many  changes  have 
taken  place  in  the  officers  holding  the 
post  of  principal  medical  officer  of  the 
following  districts  since  1st  January, 
1891  :  Aldershot,  Portsmouth,  Dover, 
Devonport,  Woolwich,  London,  Col- 
chester, York,  Edinburgh,  Chester, 
Dublin,  and  Belfast ;  and  whether,  in 
the  interest  of  the  efficiency  of  the  Army 
Medical  Department,  he  can  arrange  that 
these  officers  shall  enjoy  the  usual  Staff 
period  of  tenure  of  office  for  five  vears  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
At  the  stations  named  in  the  question  the 
number  of  changes  of  principal  medical 
officers  (including  officers  in  temporary 
charge  pending  the  appointment  ot  a 
successor)  were,  since  January  1,  1891 — 
Aldershot,  one  ;  Portsmouth,  three  ; 
Dover,  three ;  Devonport,  five  ;  Wool- 
wich, four ;  London,  one  ;  Colchester, 
none  ;  York,  one  ;  Edinburgh,  two ; 
Chester,  one  ;  Dublin,  two ;  Belfast, 
three.  With  one  exception  these  changes 
have  been  unavoidable  as  a  consequence 
of  the  officers  reaching  the  age  for  com- 
pulsory retirement,  or  being  required  to 
relieve  officers  abroad  who  had  to  retire, 
or  who  completed  their  prescribed  tour 
of  Foreign  Service.  These  causes  pre- 
clude any  fixed  period  for  the  tour  of 
Home  Service. 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE  ACCOUNT. 
Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether,  by  the  General  Order 
t/vT'  ^^  ^^  intended  to  substitute  a 
number  of  new  lK)oks,  schedules,  and 
returns  which  will  not  come  into  force  in 
the  Inland  Revenue  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  intention  nin« 


lSo4  Emm  ImAm  {%  ArocsT  1893} 


coonier  to  tbe  rerised  srstem  thai  estab-  I 
lisbed  a  uuform  5Tsi«ai  for  the  two 
DepAitmeotfi,  and  whjcb  cmme  into  opera* 
tioa  oo  1st  Jvae,  18«(2^  mad  will  eatail 
very  cxNindefmble  additioiial  expeosoe,  he 
will     €oii»der    whether     anv 


AX  Atmix  simsG. 

Mk.  jacks  (^Sdr&^:sUiY  > :  Maj  I 


a»k   the   PriBe   Minister  whether  h 
coBTeniefit  for  hisi   now  to  inf*ami 

the   Go<  1 1  ni  iii    ha^Y 


arrangement,  <»i^inaIlT  estimated  without  '  «*^  ^  "."^  ^?^^^ 
referenee  lo   the  aet^  counter^beme  \  ^  ^»*™»»  bitting  r 


since  issoed,  ^Ikoold  be  reri^sed  bj  calling        Mjk.    W.    £.     GLADSTONE  :     In 
for  another  Return  frotn  the  Ii^pectoi^  \  answer  to  mj  hoti.  FrieiMl.  I   was    not 
md  CoUectore  now  that  the  new  j^heme    aware  that  he  or  anr  other  Member  vms 
%       b  before  them  r  aboot  to  pot   this  qoestion,  bnt  there  is 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  It  has  been  no  difficnltx  in  answering.  TheGoTerv- 
decided,  after  fall  considemtioo  and  with  ntent  adhere  to  their  intentmu  wluch 
the  approval  of  the  Treastnrr,  to  adopt  a  has  been  alreadj  annonneed  to  the  Honsie. 
modified  ffjstem  of  warehoo^e  accounts  in  not  to  advise  an v  adjoammenx  of  the 
tbe  Costoftts  Service,  together  with  a  HoQ«te  nntil  we  have  dispoMid  of  the 
central  stock  aeeonnt  to  be  kept  in  the  remaining  stages  of  the  Govemmetit  of 
Statistical  Office  in  London.  Although  Ireland  BilL  and  nntil  we  hare  achieved 
the  change  will  involve  some  increase  of  the  bnsiness  of  voting  Snpplv.  The 
expense  in  the  first  instance,  it  is  fuUv  Government  will  be  disposed  then  to 
expected  to  piove  in  a  vray  short  time  '  advise  an  adjournment  of  the  Hotise  widi 
less  expensive  than  the  present  system  .  a  view  to  Antiunn  Sittings  for  the 
of  aecoants.  It  is  not  proposed  to  call  despatch  of  bosii^ess. 
for  anv  additional  Return  or  £l»timate  iu 

reference  to  the  Cin^tonu  Geoerd  Order                          irr*  -r  rn  v 
Xo.  44,  as  all   oeceesarv  inquiries  wert                           M  U  M  I  U  J%  . 
made  before  that  Order  was  i»sQed.  i  

ADJOCEXMEXi; 
PBIVATE  KElIBERf^  XIGHTS.  i 

Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  fGloueerter,  Forest  i  ^^^  """"^  ctmmesct. 

of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fir^t  Lonl  '  Mr.  Chaplin,  Membo-  for  the  Skaford 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that  no  Division  of  Lincohishiie,  rose  in  his 
private  Memb«-  has  thought  fit  to  liallot  pl««,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the  Ad- 
for  a  place  at  9  o'clock  on  Fridav,  2oth  jonrnment  of  the  House  for  the  purpose 
August,  and  that  there  have  been  'several  '  ^^  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  nrgent 
occasions  recentlv  when  it  has  been  found  pa^4ic  importance — namelv,  the  reoeot 
impossible  to  keep  a  House  on  Fridav  '  changes  which  have  been  made  in  the 
evenings.  Her  MajeetvV  Government  ■  Correncv  of  India,  bv  the  closing  of  the 
will,  after  Fridav,  18th 'August,  iwt*pot*  ]  Indian  Mints  to  the  free  coinage  of  silver 
to  the  House  to' take  the  whole  tiuje  of  !  ^^^^  ^^  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
the  House  ?  '  vemment :  but  the  pleasure  of  the  Hovse 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA-  I  »<>*  having  been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  GLii^i^ToyE,  Elin-  '  ^^^^  <«»  ^^^^  Members  who  supported 
burgh,  Midlothian) :  I  will  read  to  mv  ]  ti*e  Motion  to  rise  in  their  pla©^  and 
right  hon.  Friend  a  few  word*  from  the  !  ^^  ^^  ^*»*n  ^  Members  having  aooord- 
Order    which     was    passed    on    March  !  i^^'j  ™^  - — 

•Mr-   CHAPLIN   said:   I  make  this 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 


30 — 


**  Provided  alwajs  that  wbenerer  thcOoreni- 
°*^**'U'*^*^^?'"  ^  appcrlnted  <jn  Vri^l^j.  f^  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  reaUv 
Zl^JT^S^^lli^^STotr^'^  !  io.por.«ni^-a«»elr,  ^  eh..^ 
oedenoe  of  the  Orierv  of  the  Dar  and  K^iee«  of  which  have  recentlv  been  made  in  the 
Motioo."  eurrencv  of  India  with   the  sanction  of 

My  right  hon.  Friend  will  see  that,  as  '  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I   ven 
far  as  Fridays  are  eonnemed.  there  i^  no    ture  to  think  that  that  is  a  discussion 
occasion  for  any  further  consideration  of    which  has  already  been  too  long  post- 
the  matter  while  the  stages  of  the  Go-  ,  poned.     The  postponement  must  not  be 


vernmeut  of  Ireland  Bill  are  before  the 
House. 


in    anv   war     ascribed    to    our    fault. 
Her    Majesty^s    Govemment,    in    their 
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discretioj],  persistently  refused  to  allow 
any  opportunity  whatever  of  discuss- 
ing this  question  before  the  change 
wis  made,  although  repeated  appeals 
were  addressed  to  them  by  gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  ;  and  since  the 
change  was  made  I  found  that  it 
would  be  out  of  Order  to  do  what  I  fully 
intended  to  do  and  what  I  had  hoped  to 
do — namely,  raise  this  question  upon  the 
Vote  on  Account,  and,  consequently, 
there  would  have  been  no  other  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  question  at  all  until 
we  arrived  at  the  time  when  the 
Indian  Budget  might  be  presented, 
which,  judging  from  the  announcement 
made  this  afternoon,  will  probably  be  in 
the  closing  days  of  the  Session,  and  pos- 
sibly in  the  month  of  October.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  have  had  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  resorting  to  the 
only  expedient  open  to  me — that  of 
moving  the  Adjournment ;  and  in  view  of 
the  great  importance  of  this  change — the 
effects  which  it  is  likely  to  produce  in  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and,  indeed,  which 
it  has  produced  already — 1  do  not 
think  that  any  apology  is  needed 
from  me  for  moving  the  Adjournment. 
Now,  I  wish  to  say  at  once  that  whatever 
criticisms  I  may  find  it  my  duty  to  make 
upon  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  home  I  should  find  it 
very  hard  to  blame  the  Government  of 
India  for  the  action  which  they  have 
taken  with  regard  to  the  currency  of  that 
country.  Their  position  has  been  one  of 
quite  peculiar  and  exceptional  difficulty. 
For  year  after  year  they  have  been  urging 
on  the  attention  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment the  great  and  growing  troubles  of 
their  financial  situation,  and  urging  it  in 
This  situation,  they  liave  pointed 


vain. 


out  with  perfect  truth,  was  owing  to 
no  fault  whatever  of  their  own  ;  that 
the  source  of  all  theirdifficulties — namely, 
the  constant  fiuctuations  and  the  ever-re- 
curriuif  falls  in  the  value  of  silver — was 
entirely  beyond  their  control  ;  that  it  was 
primarily  due  to  and  caused  by  legislation 
hostile  tosilver  on  the  part  of  other  coun- 
tries ;  and  that — and  this  is,  perhaps,  the 
most  important  of  all  their  suggestions  to 
the  English  Government — the  only  effec- 
tual way  of  meeting  it  was  by  promoting  an 
International  Agreement    for    the    free 


coinage  of  silver  as  well  as  gold.  This 
policy  they  recommended  upon  grounds 
and  supported  by  arguments  which,  to  the  I  is  this    latter    policy  —  which    i* 

Mr.  Chaplin 


best  of  my  knowledge,  have  never  been 
contradicted — which    have    never    been 
successfully  disproved.     The  substance 
of  those  arguments  will  be  found  in  a 
Despatch  from  the  Government  of  India  to 
the  Secretary  of  Stat«,  and  in  a  Memo- 
randum   by    Sir   David   Barbour  which 
was   dated    21st    June,    1892,  and  the 
effect    of  which,  in  a  word,  was  this — 
that  there  was  no  country  which  would 
benefit  so  greatly  or  would  receive  such 
advantages  from  a  uniform  standard  of 
value  as  Great  Britain, having  regard  to  the 
scope  of  her  commerce  and  the  immense 
transactions  of  her  finance ;  that  it  would  be 
a  perfectly  safe  measure ;  and  that  it  would 
be  a  final  measure  ;  whilst  the  adoption  of 
a  universal  gold  standard,  even  if  it  were 
possible,  would  not  be  without  consider- 
able risks.     That  is  the  language  of  the 
Government  of  India,  which    has  been 
used  over  and   over  again  towards  the 
English  Government  in  reference  to  this 
question.     It   is  impossible,    I    say,  for 
a    responsible    Government    like    that, 
or   for     any     Financial    Minister    like 
Sir  David    Barbour,    to  make    stronger 
or    more  urgent  statements    and  repre- 
sentations   than    those    which    I    have 
quoted ;     and    though     I     particularly 
desire  to  avoid  anything  of  dogmatism 
on  a   question  which  I  know  to  be  one 
of  peculiar  difficulty  like  this,  and  tboagi 
I  speak  of  my  own  views  with  all  deference 
to  those  of  others  who  differ  from  me,  1 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  the  views 
which  have  been  expressed  from  time  to 
time     by    the    Indian     Government    1 
absolutely    concur.      But   to   these  ap- 
peals, and  to  all  similar  appeals,  whid^ 
have    been    made    from    time    to    time 
successive  Governments  in  this  country 
have  persistently  refused  to  listen  ;  and  the 
present  Administration  in  particular  have, 
in  my  judgment,  been  conspicuous  for  their 
hostility  to  silver  and  silver  interests,  aod, 
indeed,  I  think  that  I  may  say  to  almost 
every  proposal  which  has  been   made  to 
promote    the    increased    use    of    silver 
throughout  the  world.      What  has  been 
the  consequence  of  this  state  of  things  ? 
It  has  been  very  simple,  and  as  unfor- 
tunate as  simple,  for  the  Government  of 
India   have    found    themselves   at    \b»% 
confronted    with    the   danger   of   bank- 
ruptcy on  the  one  hand,  or  the  neces- 
sity of  closing    the    Mints  to  the  free 
coinage    of    silver    on    the   other.     It 
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what  thej   desired — which    is    open   to 
iDDomerable    objectioos,    and    which   I 
believe   is  full   of  dangers  not  only  to 
India  itself,  but  to  the  commercial  inte- 
rests of  the  world  at  large,  that  has  been 
practically   forced   upon    them    by    the 
attitude  of  the  English  Government,  and 
which  they  have  at  last  been  reluctantly 
driven  to  adopt.     Now,  that  is  the  posi- 
tion with  which  we  are   confronted   at 
this  moment.     It  is  not  denied,  even  by 
the   Government   of   India   themselves, 
that  this  policy  is  open  to  grave  risks, 
and  to  an  almost   countless   number   of 
objections ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  only  right  that  Parlia- 
ment should  at  the  earliest  opportunity — 
though  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
done  their  utmost  to  prevent  it — consider 
the  whole  of  this  subject,  and,  above  ail, 
endeavour   to   ascertain   what    are    the 
grave  objections  to  this  policy  on    the 
one  hand,  and  what  are  the  compensating 
advantages  to  be  expected  from  it  on  the 
other.      Now,  as   far  as   the  latter  are 
concerned,  I  think  that  they  need  occupy 
but   little    of    our   time,   because,  as  a 
matter    of    fact,   the   single,    the   main 
advantage   which   was   anticipated    and 
hoped  for  from  this  policy — namely,  the 
fixity  of  the  rupee  and  the   stability  of 
the  exchange  between  India  and  England 
— has  not  l>een  by  any  means  secured. 
If  the  Indian  Government  continue  to  be 
unable  to  tell  their  Council  bills,  as  they 
are  at  present — and  if  you  ask  half  the 
men  of  business  they  will  tell  you  that 
that  is  what  is  going  to  happen — it  will 
not  be,  and  it  cannot  be,  secured  at  all  ; 
and  in  that  case  the  whole  of  your  scheme 
will  have  failed  in  the  special  object  for 
which  all  the  risks  of  your  policy,  and 
all  the  objections  to  that  policy,  have 
been  incurred.     There  remain  to  be  con- 
sidered the  advantages  to  the  employes 
and  the  servants  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment and  the  gain  to  the  Revenue  which 
the    Government    will    appropriate    by 
artificially    raising    the    value    of     the 
rupee.    As  to  the  gain  to  the  servants 
and  employes  of  the  Government,  it  is 
hardly  worth  considering.     Even   if  the 
Grovemment  had  succeeded   in   keeping 
the  rupee  at  Is.  4d.,  the  gain  would  have 
been  trifling.     As  it  is,  all  the  advantage 
they  derive  is  the  difference  between  an 
exchange  of  Is.  2|d.,  or  whatever  it  had 
fallen  to,  and  an  exchange  of  Is.  3^., 
which  it  is    to-day.      With    regard   to 
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Revenue,  it  is  true  that  the  Government 
will  profit  by  artificially  raising  the  value 
of  the  rupee.     They  will  also  escape  the 
necessity  of  a  direct  increase  of  taxation. 
Yes  ;   but  how  do  they  do  this  ?     They 
escape  it;  in  reality  by  nothing  but  taxation 
in  another  form,  which  is  not   quite  so 
easy  for  the  natives  to  discover.     You 
escape   a   deficit   in    your   Revenue   by 
tampering   with   the   currency   of  India 
and  artificially  raising  the  value  of  the 
rupee.     But    the    effect    of    artificially 
raising  the  value  of  the  rupee  is  to  lower* 
pro  tanto  the  value  of  everything  else. 
Every  native  who  has  debts  to  pay,  or  who 
has  taxes  or  fixed  payments  to  make,  must 
give  more  of  his  produce  in  the  future 
than  he  had  to  give  before,  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  his  obligations.  Yes,  you  save 
£2,000,000— -the     loss  of   £2,000,000— 
of  your  Revenue.     But  at  what   a  cost 
is  this  accomplished  ?     Why,  in  order  to 
avoid   increased   taxation   of   something 
like  £2,000,000,  you   are  indirectly,  and 
by  methods  which  you  hope  will  not  be 
discovered,  going   to    mulct  —  and  you 
have    mulcted  —  the   native   population 
by    ten     times     that    amount.      I    am 
aware   that  that  is  a  grave  and  serious 
charge  to  make,  but  it  is  a  true  charge  ; 
and  in  order  to  enable  me  to  establish  it, 
as  I  intend  to  do,  I  must  ask  the  House 
to  recollect  three  things.     First,  that  the 
closing  of  the  Mints  in  India  to  the  free 
coinage  of   silver  would  necessarily  be 
followed   by  a    very   heavy   fall  in   the 
price  of  silver.     Lord  Herschell's  Com- 
mittee did  not  deny  that.     On  the  con- 
trary, they  expected  it ;  and  I  make  bold 
to  say  that  to  everyone  who  has  followed 
this   question  with  care  that  it  was  as 
absolutely    certain    that     silver    would 
fall    as    the    first    consequence    of   the 
closing  of  the  Mints  as  that  I  am  address- 
ing the  House  at  this  moment.  Secondly, 
the    House    must    remember    that    the 
peasantry  of  India  are,  to  a  great  extent, 
in  debt.       They  have  a  large  number  of 
fixed  payments  to  make,  including  land 
taxes  and  other  things  which  have  to  be 
met.     And,  thirdly,  there  is  an  enormous 
amount  of  uncoined  silver  in  the  hands 
of  the  native  population  at  the  present 
time. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcolrt, 
Derby)  :  What  evidence  have  you  of 
that? 
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•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Well,  I  will  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  evidence 
in  a  few  moments.  But  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  kindlj  allow 
me  to  deal  with  each  of  my  points  in 
order.  As  to  the  first  point — namely,  the 
probability  of  a  great  fall  in  the  price  of 
silver — that  is  an  accomplished  fact 
ah'eady.  There  has  been  nothing  like  it 
in  the  history  of  silver  since  the  world 
began.  Silver  in  the  same  period  has 
never  fallen  so  much  in  relation  to  its 
value  to  gold  as  it  has  in  the  last  fort- 
night. As  to  the  second  point — the  in- 
debtedness of  the  natives — I  will  ask 
the  Honse  to  allow  me  to  call  attention 
to  one  single  paragraph  in  the  Petition 
which  was  addressed  to  Lord  Herschell, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee. It  is  called  the  Memorial  of  the 
Industrial  Association  of  Western  India, 
and  is  addressed  to  Lord  Herschell. 
After  remarking  that  the  steadiness  of 
rupee  prices — in  other  words,  that  the 
stability  of  the  silver  standard  concur- 
rently with  the  fall  of  gold  prices  and 
the  exchange  is  the  most  remarkable 
feature  of  the  situation — they  say — 

"  The  heavy  burden  of  ancestral  debt  on  the 
Indian  peasant  cultivators  is  another  and  older 
feature  which  cannot  escape  the  consideration 
of  your  Lordships'  Committee." 

I  am  afraid  it  did  escape  them,  for  very 
little  notice  indeed  appears  to  have  been 
taken  of  it.  Then  the  Memorialists  go 
on  to  point  out  as  follows  : — 

"  Your  Memorialists  observe  that  the  large 
volume  of  the  jrold  oblijfations  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  advanced  to  justify  a  departure  from 
free  tmde  in  rupees.  Thev  humbly  suggest 
that  the  silver  obligations  of  the  peasantry  are 
tweaty  fold  greater  and  more  important  than 
the  gold  obligations  of  the  Government,  so  that 
while  removing  a  minor  evil  a  greater  one  of 
the  same  nature,  but  the  re^iults  of  which  it  is 
imnossible  to  foretell,  would  be  substitutetl  for 

Iv. 

I  should  like  to  know  where,  on  the  part 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  or  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  the  slightest 
attention  has  been  paid  to  this  represen- 
tation on  the  part  of  the  native  popula- 
tion of  India.  This  Memorial,  bear  in 
mind,  comes  from  an  Association  who  are 
directly  representative  of  the  people  of  the 
West.  And  though  it  is  our  duty — as 
I  hold  it  be  our  duty — as  long  as  we  con- 
tinue to  govern  India  at  all,  to  govern  it 
for  the  good  of  the  people  of  that  country, 
I  say  that  the  Government  have  abso- 
lutely   ignored    the    protests    of    these 


people,  and  that  in  the  change  which  you 
have  made  you  have  added  enormously 
to  their  burdens,  and  inflicted  a  grievous 
wrong  upon  them.  Now  I  come  to  the 
third  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  me  to  give  him  some  evidence  of 
there  being  an  enormous  amount  of  un- 
coined silver  in  the  hands  of  the  native 
population.  I  readily  accede  to  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  possible  importance, 
and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
pardon  me  if  I  deal  with  it  in  detail. 
The  authority  of  the  first  witness 
that  I  shall  call  will  not  be  disputed. 
It  is  the  evidence  of  the  present  Finan- 
cial Minister  of  India,  Sir  David  Bar- 
bour, and  was  given  before  the 
Gold  and  Silver  Commission  in  1888 
— of  which  Commission  he  was  also  a 
Member.  Sir  David  Barbour  begins  by 
saying — 

"  That  he  has  given  much  attention  to  the 
question  of  hoarding  by  the  natives  ;  that  for 
about  eight  years  he  was  employed  in  the 
interior  of  the  country,  and  saw  a  great  deal  of 
the  habits  of  the  people  ;  that  it  was  beyond 
doubt  that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  hoaraing 
both  of  gold  and  silver  among  the  natives ;  and 
that  it  took  the  form  of  bullion,  coin,  or  orna- 
ments." 

In  reply  to  other  questions  Sir  David 
Barbour  said — 

*' £130,000,000  of  gold  have  been  imported 
net  into  India  since  1835-t>,  and  there  was  a 
large  amount  in  India  before  that  date,  and 
nearlv  the  whole  of  this  amount  is  now  in 
hoaid." 

That  was  only  four  or  five  years  ago. 
Then  he  was  asked  this  question — 

"  Could  you  give  us  any  estimate  of  the 
amount  of  silver  hoanlod  in  India  y* 

And  his  reply  was — 

**From  my  personal  observation  and  expe- 
rience, I  should  be  inclined  to  say  that  the 
amount  of  hoanled  stiver,  exclusive  of  current 
coin,  was  greater  than  the  amount  of  gold." 

Finally,  in  reply  to  a  question  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  North- West  Manchester 
(Sir  W.  Houldsworth),  he  said — 

'-  The  amount  of  hoarded  sflrer,  not  in  coin, 
is  nearly  equal  to  that  of  gold." 

Now,  there  is  no  greater  authority  upon 
this  question,  I  assume,  thaa  Sir  David 
Barbour.  I  will  not  quote  any  expe- 
rience of  my  own,  though  it  did  happen 
to  me  to  pass  a  year  of  my  life  in  toai 
country ;  and  certainly  in  those  days  it 
was  notorious — for  I  had  opportunities  of 
going  to  every  part  of  the  country — that 
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the  Datives  of  India  had  an  enormous 
qnantitj  of  hoarded  silver  in  the  shape  of 
ornaments,  which  every  man  and  woman, 
andalmostevery  child,  wore;  but  I  think  it 
is  clear,  from  the  evidence  given  by  Sir 
David  Barbour  before  the  Gold  and  Silver 
Commission,  that  this  was,  at  all  events,  a 
subject  that  ought  to  have  been  examined 
most  closely;  and  I  confess  I  am  sur- 
prised, under  those  circumstances,  that 
the  Departmental  Committee  did  not 
take  more  evidence — more  complete 
evidence — upon  this  subject  than  they 
appear  to  have  done.  I  have  examined 
the  greater  part  of  the  evidence  on  that 
subject  given  before  that  Committee, 
and  I  find  that  only  three  or  four  wit- 
nesses were  examined  upon  it  at  all. 
The  name  of  one  of  them  is  Mr. 
Mackay.  But  Mr.  Mackay  is  the 
leader  of  the  agitation  in  favour  of 
a  gold  standard  ;  and  his  evidence 
upon  this  subject,  therefore,  as  an  in- 
terested person,  must  be  taken  cum  grano. 
Bat  even  his  evidence  upon  this  subject 
is  by  no  means  positive  at  all.  All  he 
says  is,  that  he  does  not  think  there  has 
been  a  large  amount  of  uncoined  silver 
hoarded  bv  the  natives  ;  and  I  am  bound 
to  say,  from  the  general  tenour  of  his 
evidence,  it  does  not  appear  to  be  a 
question  to  which  he  had  given  suf- 
ficiently accurate  attention.  Two  other 
witnesses  were  examined,  who  confirmed 
what  Sir  David  Barbour  had  said  upon 
the  subject.  I  should  like,  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  to  read  the  evidence  of 
one  of  them.  One  was  Mr.  Baynes, 
who  says,  on  this  question,  that — 

"  There  is  undoubtedly  a  large  amount,  in- 
deed, of  silver  hoarded  as  ornaments  by  the 
people." 

And  then  there  is  the  evidence  of  Sir 
F,  E.  Adams,  who  was  asked  if  he 
thought  it  would  be  serious  in  its  results 
to  depreciate  the  value  of  that  large 
amount  of  silver  owned  by  the  natives, 
and  his  reply  was — 

"  That  is  a  point,  I  think,  which  is  exception- 
ally important,  for  this  reason.  Hitherto,  the 
natives,  if  they  have  any  money  saved  in 
rupees,  melt  them  down,  turn  them  into  orna- 
ments, and  put  them  on  their  wives  and  children. 
They  load  them  with  silver  ornaments,  but  they 
have  always  known  one  thing— that  if  a  pinch 
came  they  would  be  able  to  take  those  orna- 
ments to  the  Mints  and  get  rupees  for  them 
weight  by  weight.  But  if  you  fix  the  rate 
at  18d. — or  at  16J.  as  the  Government  pro- 
pose—the value  of  silver  in  the  open 
market   falls  below  that ;  and    if  they  wish 


to  sell  a  few  ornaments,  when  they  take  them 
to  the  Mint  they  will  not  get  weight  for  weight, 
but  20  per  cent.  less.  That  will  lead  to  the 
widest  possible  dissatisfaction."' 

I  have  quoted,  so  far   as   I   know,  the 

bulk  of  the   evidence  given,   not   only 

before  the  Grold  and  Silver  Commission, 

but  given  also  before  the  Departmental 
Committee    upon    this    point ;     and    I 
take    it    that,   upon  the    most   reliable 
evidence     which    has     been     obtained, 
there   is   an   enormous    amount   of   un- 
coined silver  in  the  hands  of  the  native 
population  of  India  at  the  present  time, 
amounting,  as  Sir  David  Barbour  said,  to 
the  colossal  sum  of  £130,000,000.     This 
great  amount  of  silver  is  held  as  a  sort  of 
reserve  by  the  people — ^a  reserve  to  be 
used  in  cases  of  necessity — in  times,  for 
instance,  of  famine,  or  in  cases  of  mar- 
riage, or  upon  any  great  family  occasion. 
Then  they  take  their  silver  ornaments  to 
the  nearest  money-lender,  and  they  ex- 
change them  for  rupees.     In  fact,  this 
enormous  hoard  constitutes  the  savings 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  people  of  that 
country  ;  and  now,  by  a  single  stroke  of 
the  pen,  by  this  arbitrary  action  of  the 
Government,  you  have  depreciated  the 
whole  of  this  enormous  property  to  an 
extent  of  which  I  believe  neither  Par- 
liament nor  the  people  of  this  country 
had  not  the  slightest  idea,  and  yet  the 
calculation  is  very  simple.     Perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  give  them  the 
calculation  of  the  injury  which  has  been 
infiicted  upon  the  native  population  by 
this  single  arbitrary  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    At  the  date  of  the  closing  of  the 
Mints   the    price    of    silver   was    38d. 
an  ounce.     A  week  afterwards  it  fell  to 
30d.,   and    according    to    what    I    see 
reported     to-day     the     price    is     32^ 
That  is  to  say,  it  has  fallen  from  38d.  to 
32]^.,  or  15  per  cent.,  since  the  closing 
of  the  Mints.  But  15  per  cent,  appliea 
to   £130,000,000   represents   a    sum    of 
£20,000,000  sterling ;  and  that  is  the  pre- 
cise amount,  I  believe,  of  the  spoliation 
inflicted  by  this  arbitrary  action,  sanc- 
tioned by  the  English  Government,  upon 
the   native   population   of  India.     It  is 
hardly  credible,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
believe  it  to  be  absolutely  true.      And 
what  is  more,  the  Government  have  no 
excuse  whatever  on  the  subject ;  because 
I  took  it  upon  myself,  being  greatly  in- 
terested in  these  questions,  and  having 
had  the  opportunity  of  studying  them  for 
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some  jears,  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Chaocellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  this 
particular  poiut  on  the  16th  of  June, 
some  considerable  time  before  the  decision 
of  the  Government  was  taken.  I  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  that 
we  might  have  a  discussion  upon  this  sub- 
ject before  it  was  finally  decided  ;  because 
I  thought  that  when  the  facts  were  put 
before  Parliament — unless  I  was  entirely 
in  error — it  would  hesitate  before  it  gave 
its  sanction  to  a  course  which  appears 
to  me,  as  regards  the  Indian  people,  to 
be  fraught  with  nothing  but  mischief  and 
injustice,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  saj  that, 
unless  I  am  altogether  wrong  in  my  facts, 
unless  Sir  David  Bar  bourns  evidence  is 
altogether  untrustworthy,  or  unless  in  the 
years  since  1888  those  enormous  hoards 
have  been  made  away  with,  that  a  more 
flagrant  act  of  public  plunder  has  never 
been  perpetrated  by  a  civilised  Govern- 
ment, and  if  you  were  to  attempt  to  do 
anything  of  this  sort  in  England,  the 
Government  perpetrating  it  would  not 
remain  in  power  for  a  single  week. 
The  people  of  India  are  not  repre- 
sented in  this  House  ;  but,  in  my  humble 
judgment,  it  will  be  more  than  we  deserve 
if  we  escape  a  worse  disaster  when  the 
native  population  really  begin  to  under- 
stand what  is  the  true  meaning  of  the 
closing  of  the  Mints  to  them.  The  Prime 
Minister  was  asked  in  this  House  by  one 
of  his  own  supporters  whether  the  Go- 
vernment meant  to  give  any  compensa- 
tion ;  and  he  stated  in  reply  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  the  bullion  in  the 
possession  of  the  natives  was  not  affected 
at  all,  and  there  was  no  necessity  to  do 
anything  in  regard  to  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  exact  words  were — 

**  With  regard  to  the  bullion  in  the  hands  of 
the  DatiTe  population,  it  does  not  appear  that 
any  step  has  oeen  taken,  or  that  they  will  be  in 
any  respect  damaged  in  consequence/* 

Well,  I  think  I  have  shown  that  he  was 
absolutely  wrong,  and  I  shall  await  the 
explanation  of  the  Government  with  in- 
terest, and  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask 
if  they  are  in  a  position  to  dispute 
the  evidence  I  have  quoted  and  the 
statements  I  have  made  ;  and  if  they  are 
not,  do  they  intend  deliberately  to  coutiuue 
to  inflict  this  great  wrong  upon  the  natives 
of  that  country  ?  This  is  a  question,  I 
think,  of  great  importance,  and  one 
to  which  the  House  is  entitled  to 
an  answer.      I    pass   to  another  point. 

Mr.  Chaplin 


It    is    not    only    the    loss    which    has 
been  inflicted  upon  the  natives  of  India 
for  which  the  Government  is  responsible ; 
but  they  have  succeeded,  by  this  great 
exercise  of   financial   ingenuity,  in  con- 
vulsing the  financial  constitution  of  the 
world  literally   from   China  to  Pern.     I 
do  not  know,  I  am  sure,  what  the  con- 
traction of  silver  securities  amounts  to  at 
the  present  time.     I  am  almost  afraid  to 
think  of  it,  but  I  have  heard  it  estimated 
variously     at     from     £100,000,000    to 
£200,000,000  already.     I   know  it  most 
be  appalling,  and  I  know  it  has  spread 
consternation    and    alarm     in     financial 
circles  in  all  parts  of  the  world.      The 
worst  of  it  is  that  a  very  large   propor- 
tion of  these  silver  securities  are  held  by 
people  in  this  country.       I  ask  the  Go- 
vernment    this     question.        Did     thej 
take   all  this  into   consideration   before 
they  gave  their  sanction  to  this  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  India  ? 
Do  they  think  now  that  they  are  justified, 
by  the  trifling  amount  saved  to  the  Go- 
vernment   of   India,  in   inflictiug    these 
enormous   losses  throughout   the   world, 
and  upon  thousands  of  English  people 
who  hold  silver  securities  at  the  present 
time  ?      These   are    questions   which   I 
am  entitled  to  put  to  the  Government, 
and    to    which    Parliament    is   entitled 
to  an  answer.     There  is  another  point 
on    which    I    should    like    to    ask    for 
some  information.     Did  the  Government, 
before   taking    this    grave    and   serious 
action,  have  any  communication  whatever 
with   the   Government    of    the    United 
States  ?     The   possible    repeal    of    the 
Sherman  Act  was  urged  by   Lord   Her- 
scheirs     Committee     as     one     of     the 
reasons    for    the   recommendation    they 
made.       I    want    to    know    what   waa 
their   authority   for    believing   that   the 
repeal  of  that  measure  was  imminent  or 
impending  ?     I  am  told  on  what  I  believe 
to     be     the    best    authority — authority 
coming  quite  recently  from   persons   in 
America — that  before  the  closing  of  the 
Indian  Mints  there  would  have  been  little, 
if  any,  chance  at  all  of   any  successful 
attempt  to  repeal  the  Sherman  Act.    But 
now,  by  your  action  in  hurriedly  closing 
the  Mints  in  India,  I  think  it  is  quit« 
possible — indeed  it  is  more  than  possible, 
it  is  probable — ^you  will  make  the  repeal 
of  that   Act  inevitable.     If  that  is  so, 
what  we  have  to  look  forward  to  b  mi 
immediate  further  fall   in   the  price  of 
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silver ;  and  then  all  the  mischief  jou  have 
done  already,  all  the  losses  you  have  im- 
posed upon  thousands  of  people  through- 
out the  world,  all  the  wrong  jou  have 
done  to  the  native  population  in  India 
will  be  pro  tanto  increased  and  aggravated, 
and  for  the  whole  of  that  you  will  have 
to  bear  jour  just  share  of  blame.     Well, 
Sir,  I  come  to  another  point.     I  do  not 
know  if  the  Grovernmeut  have  considered 
the  possible  loss  to  the  Revenue  of  India 
which    is   likely  to   arise   from  the   ex- 
change which  they  have  brought  about 
between     India  and     other   silver-using 
countries,  and  whether  it  will  not  counter- 
balance, or   more  than   counter-balance, 
the  gain  which  they  expect  from  the  arti- 
ficial raising  of  the  value  of  the   rupee. 
Nor  am  I  aware  whether  they  have  con- 
sidered or  taken  any  precautions  against 
the  dangers  of  spurious  coinage  in  India, 
to  which  in  future  there  will  be  a  great 
temptation,  which  did  not  exist  before. 
But  I  do   know  this — that  both  of  these 
are      possible      contingencias  —  contin- 
gencies,   indeed,    of    the    greatest    pos- 
sible gravity.      I  understand  that  there 
have"  been  some  symptoms  already  of  a 
diminution  of  Revenue  from  the  export 
of  opium  to  China ;  and  I  have   heard 
whispers   quite   lately — something  more 
than  whispers  indeed — that  silver,  which 
is  all   through   these    transactions    still 
going  to   Indin,    is   being   used  for  the 
purpose    of    spurious    coinage    already. 
That   was   told   me   not   more  than    10 
days  ago  by  a  gentleman  who  may  be 
regarded  of  very  considerable  authority 
on    all    questions    dealing    with   India. 
[Cries  o/"  Name  !  "  and  "  Locality  !  "] 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Grentleman  to  my 
informant.     It  was  told  me  in  conversa- 
tion,  and   I   do    not   know   whether   it 
would  be  right  for  me  to  state  his  name 
without  permission.      There  is  one  other 
subject    to    which    I   will    refer  for  a 
moment.     It  is   a   question   of  supreme 
importance — Will  the  balance  of  trade, 
which      hitherto      has      been      favour- 
able  to   India,   under  your   scheme    be 
maintained     in      the     future  ?       Great 
authorities  tell  me  that  all  the  probabili- 
ties are  against  it.     The  first  effect  of 
closing  all  your  Mints,  and  of  the  great 
Wl   in  silver   which  has  followed,  has 
been  to  set  up  between  India  and  China 
and  other  silver-using  countries  on  the 
one  hand,   and   India   on   the  other,  an 
exchange    which    is    extremely   hostile 


to  the  latter  country.     All  those  sfilver 
countries  of  which  I   have  spoken  will 
in  the  future  be   in    the   enjoyment   of 
a  bounty,  as  against  India,  upon  all  their 
goods  exported  to  that  country,  which 
India  formerly  enjoyed  as  against  Eng- 
land.    If,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
balance  of  trade  should  cease   to  be  at 
any  time  favourable  to  India — and  it  is 
by  no  means  an  impossible  contingency — 
then   the   collapse   of   your  attempt   to 
artificially    maintain    the   value   of   the 
rupee  will  be  complete.     There  are  other 
objections  which  I  desire  to  refer  to,  and 
which  are  patent  to  the  whole  world.  You 
have  a  silver  standard    in  India  which 
fulfils  the  first  essential  of  a  standard — 
namely,   stability.      No    one   recognises 
this   quality    in    a   standard    more   em- 
phatically   than    the     Prime     Minister. 
We     had    the    advantage     of     hearing 
him  speak  on  this  subject  on  a  memor- 
able occasion.     He  said  that  the  proper- 
ties of  a  standard  were  fixity,  steadiness, 
stability,   and    continuity.      Fixity   and 
invariability,    he    said,    were    the    first 
elements  of  a  standard.     Sir,  I  maintain 
that  you  have  had  these  properties  in  the 
standard  in  India.     The   stability  of  the 
silver  standard  in  India  is  shown  bv  the 
course  of  the  prices  of  commodities  in 
that  country.     The  prices  in  silver  have 
for  many  years  never  practically  varied. 
They    have    remained    in   that  country 
almost     precisely    the    same,    notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  prices  of  com- 
modities measured  in  gold  in  Europe  and 
America,    where     you     have     a     gold 
standard,     have     changed     enormously 
during  the  same  time.     Well,  all  this  is 
now  to  be  done  away  with  ;    you  have 
abandoned  the  standard  which  was  stable, 
in  order  to  replace  it,  if  you  can,  by  a 
standard  which  has  been  proved  by  ex- 
perience during  the  last  20  years  to  be 
singularly  deficient  in  that  quality.    You 
are  going   to   introduce  this  element  of 
disturbance  and  of  loss,  and  to  inaugurate 
by  artificial  means  an  era  of  falling  prices 
in  India,  where,  hitherto,  they  have  been 
so  singularly  steady.     I  say,  if  you  can, 
because   it   is  by   no   means   certain   at 
present  that  the  establishment  of  a  gold 
standard     in     India   would    be    perma- 
nently possible.      As   a  matter  of  fact, 
at  the  present  moment  India  is  in  this 
extraordinary  position:  that  she  is  actually 
without  any  standard  of  value  at  all,  and 
the  whole  of  the  enormous  currency  of 
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that  country  is  an  inconvertible  token 
currency,  with  the  nominal  value  of  the 
rupee  infinitely  greater  than  that  of  the 
material  of  which  it  is  composed.  Surely 
I  may  appeal  to  the  House  and  to  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  himself  whether 
that  is  a  satisfactorv  or  desirable  state  of 
things  ?  It  is  a  truly  remarkable  thing, 
and  one  of  the  most  curious  incidents  we 
have  witnessed  probably  during  many 
years,  that  the  present  Prime  Minister,who 
has  achieved  in  the  past  such  a  reputation 
as  a  master  of  currency  and  finance,  should 
now  come  forward  in  the  character  of 
the  most  prominent  advocate  at  the 
present  time  of  dishonest  money  in  the 
world,  and  that  he  should  regard  that 
as  a  fitting  and  proper  currency  for 
our  Empire  in  the  East.  Sir,  there 
is  one  more  objection  to  which  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
before  I  bring  my  observations  to  a  close. 
The  action  the  Government  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  currency  of  India 
cannot  possibly  fail  to  intensify  and 
aggravate  the  appreciation  of  gold 
throughout  the  world,  which  has  done  so 
much  injury  already,  and  of  which  there 
has  been  so  much  complaint.  I  know 
that  some  people  deny  that  there  has 
been  any  appreciation  of  gold  at  all. 
Those  who  take  that  line  and  uphold 
that  argument  have  two  other  arguments 
to  meet  before  they  can  expect  their 
opponents  to  agree  with  them.  If  they 
do  not  believe  in  appreciation,  at  least 
they  cannot  deny  that  there  has  been  an 
enormous  fall  in  prices.  That  is  not  a 
matter  of  opinion,  but  a  matter  of  fact 
which  cannot  be  disputed.  What  is  the 
cause  of  it  ?  I  suppose  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  tell  me  it  is  the 
great  increase  of  commodities  throughout 
the  world — in  other  words,  it  is  due  to 
over-production.  I  defy  him  to  prove  it. 
I  do  not  believe  that,  in  proportion  to  the 
needs  of  the  world  and  the  increase  of 
population,  there  is  any  greater  production 
now  than  there  was  20  years  ago.  Have 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the  least  idea 
of  what  the  increase  in  population 
is  supposed  to  be  ?  I  was  looking  at 
some  figures  the  other  day  which  put  the 
increase  of  the  population  of  the 
world  during  the  last  20  years 
at  no  fewer  than  200,000,000  of 
human  beings.  Well,  of  course  there 
has  been  a  great  increase  of  commodities. 
It  is  a  merciful  fact  that  there  has  been, 

Mr,  Chaplin 


otherwise  one-half  the  world  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  would  be  going  about 
naked,  and  the  other  half  would  pro- 
bably be  starved.  That  is  the  answer 
to  your  plea  that  there  has  been  no 
appreciation  of  gold,  aad  that  the  cauBe 
of  the  fall  in  prices  is  due  to  an  increase 
of  commodities  alone.  Moreover,  if  the 
increase  of  commodities  had  been  the  cause 
of  the  great  fall  of  prices  during  the  last 
20  years,  surely  that  fall  would  have  been 
universal.  How  do  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men account  for  the  fact  that  the  prices  of 
commodities  in  silver-using  countries 
have  not  fallen  at  all  ?  That  is  a  point 
which  certainly  a  few  years  ago  was 
absolutely  placed  beyond  dispute.  That 
is  a  fact  to  which  Sir  David  Barbour, 
amongst  others,  appended  his  signature. 
The  fact  that  in  silver  countries  the 
prices  of  commodities  have  remained 
constant  all  these  years,  in  my  opinion, 
points  most  conclusively  and  directly  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  gold  which  has  risea 
in  value,  and  has  been  the  real  cause  of 
the  difficulty.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  it , 
could  not  possibly  be  otherwise,  because 
if  you  suddenly  make  a  great  increase  in 
the  demand  for  any  given  commodity 
without  any  corresponding  increase  in 
the  supply,  that  commodity  must  become 
comparatively  scarcer,  and,  therefore, 
dearer  than  before.  It  seems  to  me 
these  are  questions  which  gentlemen  like 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
deny  the  appreciation,  and  who  appear 
to  be  rather  disposed  to  treat  it  with 
ridicule  than  otherwise,  are  bound 
to  grapple  with  and  answer  before 
they  take  the  stand  on  that  position. 
If  that  is  not  enough,  I  can  point 
to  a  long  list  of  authorities  in  sup- 
port of  my  view  of  this  question.  I 
can  ofier  them  the  results  of  the  system 
of  index  figures,  as  worked  out  by  the 
economists — by  Dr.  Giffen,  by  Soetbeer, 
and  Sauerbeck — all  of  them  arriving 
independently  at  the  same  results.  I  can 
also  refer  them  to  the  exhaustive  writings 
of  Dr.  Giffen — to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George^ 
Hanover  Square  (Mr.  Goschcn),  the  late 
Lord  Beacousfield,  and  the  late  Lord 
Iddesleigh,  who  signed  his  name  to  a 
Report  which  connected  the  fall  of  pricee 
with  the  great  appreciation  of  gold.  I 
can  also  refer  to  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Gold  and 
Silver    Commission,   for    although    tlie 
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Members  of  that  Commission  were  at 
£rst  equally  divided,  one  of  their  number 
— I  refer  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney) — ^has  since  be- 
come a  convert  to  the  views  which  I  am 
endeavouring  to  lay  before  the  House. 
With  this  mass  of  opinion  against  them, 
the  oitiM  probandi  rests,  I  say,  upon  the 
Government,  and  on  those  who  dispute 
the  proposition,  to  disprove  the  apprecia- 
tion of  gold  ;  and  I  say  that  in  what 
they  are  doing  now  the  Government 
are  going   to  aggravate  all  the  misery 

and  all  the  evils  that  result  to 
nations  from  a  great  appreciation  of 
the  standard  of  value.  They  have 
already  had  some  warning  not  to  con- 
tinae  in  the  path  which  they  have  begun 
to  tread.  Only  the  other  day  one  of 
their  most  respected  and  trusted  sup- 
porters resigned  his  seat  in  consequence 
of  their  attitude— chiefly,  as  I  under- 
stand, upon  this  question,  and  I  believe 
that  others  are  not  unlikely  to  follow  his 
example.  I  have  only  one  more  question 
to  ask.  What  is  it  that  has  brought 
about  this  crisis  ?  The  action  of  India 
was  determined  by  the  failure  of  the 
Conference  at  Brussels  to  arrive  at  any 
understanding,  and  for  that  failure  I 
have  always  held  that  the  £nglish 
Government  and  the  official  Repre- 
sentatives of  England  were  mainly 
responsible.  I  am'  perfectly  content 
to  rely  .upon  the  statements  in  the 
Blue  Book.  The  Indian  Delegate  is 
outspoken  in  his  condemnation  of  their 
attitude,  and  declares  that  nothing  but 
their  action  stood  in  the  way  of  an 
agreement.  Then  one  of  the  Members 
of  Lord  Herschell's  Committee  said  that 
he  was  drawn  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Home  Government  was  the  only  sub- 
stantial obstacle  to  the  agreement.  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  to  show  thtft 
there  is  great  danger  in  the  course  which 
the  Government  have  taken,  and  that 
the  compensating  advantages  which  they 
expect  are  not  sufficiently  great  to  justify 
them.  The  Government  alone  are 
responsible  for  this  great  change,  which 
is  BO  full  of  elements  of  danger  and  diffi- 
culty for  the  future,  not  only  with  respect 
to  India,  but  with  respect  to  this  and 
other  countries ;  and  the  Government 
should,  I  maintain,  take  this  opportunity 
of  justifying  their  policy,  if  they  can. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
(^Mr.  Chaplin,) 

•The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby)  \ 

If  I  did  not  know  that  this  subject 
occupies  the  mind  of  the  right  hon 
Gentleman,  as  it  seems  to  me,  to  the  ex« 
elusion  of  all  others,  I  might  be  disposed 
to  blame  him  for  occupying  an  hoiu:  or 
more  of  the  time  of  the  House  upon  it 
at  this  moment.  The  last  half-hour 
occupied  by  his  speech  be  devoted  to 
the  disputed  and  disputable  question  of 
bimetallism,  and  his  observations  had 
very  little  connection  with  the  subject 
of  India,  if  any  at  all.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  for  I 
know  that  if  the  end  of  the  world  were 
to  come — si  fractus  illabatur  orbii-^ 
he  would  be  found  in  the  last  hours  of 
the  universe  delivering  an  oration  upon 
the  subject  of  bimetallism.  But  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  a  general  argu- 
ment on  that  topic.  The  fact  is  that  I 
have  been  informed  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  that 
upon  that  question  I  am  superannuated. 
He  declared  in  the  City  the  other  day 
that  no  man  over  60  years  of  age  was 
capable  of  being  converted  to  bimetallism. 
Whether  he  said  that  because  he  found 
that  most  of  the  prominent  City  Autho- 
rities had  passed  that  period  of  life  I  do 
not  know.  Perhaps  it  was  his  way  of 
accounting  for  the  fact  that  he  found  so 
few  converts  in  that  part  of  London.  At 
any  rate,  his  declaration  must  be  my 
excuse  for  not  entering  iuto  a  general 
argument  upon  the  question  of  bimetal- 
lism. But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man challenges  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  Indian 
currency  I  am  quite  prepared  to  answer 
him.  The  course  that  the  Government 
have  taken  was  indicated  to  them  most 
distinctly  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  of  1888,  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin 
(Mr.  Courtney)  signed,  although  he 
has  since  repudiated  it  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  That 
Report  pointed  out  the  dangerous  and 
mischievous  effects  that  bimetallism 
would  have  in  India  if  it  were  adopted. 
The  Commissioners  said — 

*'  There  would  be  at  least  a  serious  risk  of 
substantial  mischief  to  the  people  of  India. 
.    .    .    Any  change  having  the  effect  of  lower- 
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ing  silver  prices,  while  taxes  and  charges  re- 
mained unaltered,  might  occadon  serious  dis- 
content ;  and  if  it  were  seen  to  be  a  consequence 
of  political  action,  it  might  create  political 
dangers  as  grave  as  any  that  are  likely  to  result 
from  a  continuance  of  the  in-esent  conditions. 
Further,  if  it  be  true  that  cotton  manufactures 
in  India  have  been  fostered  and  stimulatetl  by 
the  fall  in  silver,  it  would  be  a  serious  matter, 
^nd  certainly  likely  to  engender  great  discon- 
tent, if  by  an  act  of  the  State  the  manufacturing 
industry  thus  created  were  seriously  hampered, 
if  not  destroyed.  ...  It  would  be  ques- 
tionable in  j)oint  of  justice  and  policy  for  this 
country  to  take  from  India  by  legislation  any 
benefits  the  latter  may  have  derived  from 
changes  in  the  value  of  precious  metals  which 
are  in  no  wise  due  to  such  legislation.  Although 
we  have  not  felt  ourselves  able  to  recommend 
that  this  country  should  enter  into  negotiations 
with  the  view  of  establishing  a  bimetallic  sys- 
tem of  currency,  we  have  indicated  that  we  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  concessions  which  have  been 
urged  by  the  Government  of  Intlia ;  ami  we 
think  that  every  proposal  which  seems  cal- 
culated to  diminish  these  difficulties  and  to  ease 
the  existing  situation  is  deserving  of  very 
careful  consideration,  and  that  an  earnest  en- 
deavour should  be  made  to  adopt  any  which 
should  appear  to  promise  substantial  advantage 
without  the  risk  of  greater  evils." 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Who  is  that  signed 
hy? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  signed 
by  Lord  Herschell 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Quite  so  ;  that  is 
the  Minority  Report. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  So  you  say, 
on  the  ground  that  you  have  converted 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin.  But 
it  is  those  views  that  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Government,  and  by  which  they 
are  prepared  to  stand.  This  Re- 
port is  signe<l  by  Lord  Herschell,  Sir 
Charles  Freraantle,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Lonl  Fairer,  Mr.  Birch,  and  by  the  con- 
vert, Mr.  Leonard  Courtney.  They  also 
said — 

"While  we  cannot  recommend  that  the 
Mother  Country  should  run  any  serious  risk  in 
altering  its  system  of  currency  in  order  to 
assist  the  Dependency  (of  India),  we  think  that 
the  Government  of  the  latter  should  be  alloweil 
a  free  hand  to  deal  with  the  problem  as  it  con- 
siders licst  in  its  own  interest." 

That  was  the  position  taken  up  in  1888, 
and  by  it  we  abide.  We  believe  that  to 
alter  the  fundamental  principles  regu- 
lating the  currency  of  this  country  would 
be  an  evil  to  the  United  Kingdom  and  to 
the  Empire.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  is  naturally  extremely  anxious  to  cast 
blame  upon  the  present  Administration  and 
to  relieve  everybody  else,  says  that  the 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


difficulties    of    the    Indian    Government 
were  created  by  our  conduct  respecting 
the  question  of  bimetallism.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says — and  says  truly — 
that  the  Indian  Government  were  in  favour 
of  bimetallism.      In    1886,  when  I  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  had  the 
honour  to  make  a  reply  to  a  Despatch  of 
the  Indian  Government  in  favour  of  bi- 
metallism ;  but,  in  the  language  of  the 
Commission  of  1888,  the  English  Govern- 
ment, and  not  the  present  Administration 
only,  have  declined  to  entertain  the  ques- 
tion  of    bimetallism.      The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  in  1892  there  wa«  a 
Despatch  from  the  Indian  Government 
requesting   that   bimetallism    should    be 
establish^  by  International   agreement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  waa 
a  conclusive  argument ;  but  did  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  think  the 
argument   conclusive  ?      What   was   hi© 
action  ?     The  Government  of  the  United 
States  desired  that  a  Conference  should 
be  called  together  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  entertaining  and  discussing  the 
question   of    bimetallism  ;  and  the   late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  very  wisely 
and   sagaciously,   absolutely  declined  to 
allow  English  BLepresentatives  to  go  to 
a     Conference    summoned    for    such   a 
purpose.      But  the   right    hon.    Gentle- 
man   said    that    any   proposal     for  the 
larger  use  of  silver  was  one  very  proper 
to   be   considered,   and    he   would    give 
every  liberty  to  the  English  Delegates  to 
discuss  these  matters.     What  happened 
then  ?     The  right   hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Sleaford  said — **  See  what 
the  present  Government  did  at  Brussels 
which  led  to  these  fatal  consequences** 
he  spoke  of.     What  did  the  Goveniment 
do   at   Brussels  ?     The   first  thing  that 
happened  at  Brussels  was  that  the  United 
States  proposed  a  Resolution  that — 

**In  the  opinion  of  this  Conference,  it  is 
durable  that  some  measures  should  be  found 
for  increasing  the  use  of  silver  in  the  carrendea 
of  the  nations." 

What  was  the  view  of  the  Conference 
on  that  ?  England  was  almost  the  only- 
Power  at  the  Conference  that  was  pre- 
pared to  support  that  Resolution.  The 
opinion  of  Germany  was  that — 

**  Germany,  being  satisfied  with  it«  monetaiy 
system,  has  no  intention  of  modifying  lt» 
basis." 

The  Delegate  of  Atistria-Hungary 


1577 


Eeui  India 


{8  August  1893] 


Currency, 


1578 


**  I  am  obliged  to  declare  I  shall  be  unable  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  Resolution,  or  take  part 
in  the  vote." 

Russia  said  the  same  thing ;  Italy  said 
the  same  thing  ;  and  the  Representatives 
of  the  majority  of  the  Powers  absolutely 
refused  to  accept  the  Resolution.  M. 
Tirard,  the  French  Delegate,  asked  what 
was  the  use  of  their 

^Entertaining  any  such  question  after  the 
declaration  by  their  respective  Ministers  that 
neither  Germany,  nor  Austria-Hungary,  nor 
England  had  any  intention  of  modifying  their 
monetary  systems,  with  which  they  declared 
themselves  satisfied." 

That,  I  venture  to  say,  was  a  true 
declaration  of  the  state  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Great  Powers  of  Europe  in  reference 
to  a  monetary  standard.  What  was  the 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  M.  Tirard? 
The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  ex- 
pressed not  unnatural  surprise  at  the 
course  France  had  taken  in  the  matter. 
In  1881  France  and  the  Uniteil  States 
were  acting  together  in  the  interests  of 
bunetallism ;  but  in  1892  they  ceased 
to  act  in  that  direction.  The  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Cannon,  the  able  Dele- 
gate of  the  United  States,  was  that 
of  extreme  astonishment  that  France  no 
longer  favoured  bimetallism.  But  that 
is  not  all.  When  the  Conference  came 
to  be  adjourned,  the  Delegate  of  Italy 
proposed  that  the  condition  of  ad- 
journment should  be  that,  when  the  Con- 
ference met  again,  they  would  attempt  to- 

"'  Discover  an  equitable  basis  for  an  agree- 
ment which  should  not  infringe  in  any  way  the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  monetary  policy 
of  the  different  countries." 

That  meant  that  if  the  Conference 
met  again  bimetallism  was  not  to 
he  discussed.  The  Italian  Delegate  said 
that  whatever  was  proposed  must  be 
something  which  would  not  affect  the 
monetary  basis  adopted  in  the  different 
countries  ;  but  even  subject  to  that  con- 
dition the  German  Delegate  refused  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  adjournment.  The 
Conference  was  to  have  met  again  on 
May  30 ;  but  a  telegram  came  from  the 
United  States  of  America  saying  that 
the  Conference  was  postponed.  So  much 
for  the  Conference.  What  was  the 
position  of  the  British  Government  at 
that  time  ?  When  the  Conference  ad- 
journed the  English  and  Indian  Dele- 
^tes  declared  most  expressly  that  the 
Aodian  question  was  reserved,  and  would 
"6  dealt  with  entirely  independently  of  the 


Conference,  leading  the  members  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  dealt  with  before 
the  Conference  met  again.  Indeed,  Lord 
Herschell's  Committee  was  already 
sitting.  Well,  now,  what  is  the 
charge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man against  the  British  Government  ? 
The  Indian  Government  was  in  favour 
of  bimetallism.  The  Government  said — 
"  We  are  not  prepared  to  adopt  bimetal- 
lism yet  ;  but  we  will  consider,  on  account 
of  the  difficulty  of  your  situation,  any 
proposal  you  may  make."  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  treats  this  plan  as 
if  it  were  one  invented  by  us,  and 
forced  upon  the  Indian  Government, 
He  said  that  Sir  David  Barbour  was  a 
great  financial  authority.  Of  course  he 
is  a  great  financial  authority  ;  and  if  you 
want  to  see  a  most  conclusive  defence  of 
the  plan  adopted  in  India  you  have  only 
to  read  Sir  David  Barbour's  statement, 
presented  to  this  House  some  days  ago. 
The  plan  is  the  plan  of  the  Indian 
Government.  The  scheme  which  has 
been  adopted  is  precisely  the  scheme  that 
they  recommended,  with  some  slight  altera- 
tion approved  by  them.  We  said  to  the 
Indian  Government — "  We  will  not  adopt 
bimetallism  in  India  ;  we  think  it  dan- 
gerous and  mischievous  for  India ;  but 
any  other  proposal  that  you  put  forward 
will  have  the  fullest  consideration  at  our 
hands."  I  do  not  wish  to  labour  the 
matter  at  any  length  ;  but  anyone  who 
desires  to  understand  the  utter  baseless- 
ness of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  in  condemnation  of  the  plan  has 
only  to  read  the  speech  which  Sir  David 
Barbour  made  in  the  Indian  Legislative 
Council,  and  which  has  been  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  details  of  the  amount  of  un- 
coined silver  in  India.  Lord  Herschell 
stated  only  last  night  in  the  House  of 
Lords  that  that  is  an  entire  delusion. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  On  what  evidence  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  He  heard 
the  evidence.  I  take  the  evidence 
of  Sir  David  Barbour  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  worth  all  the  information 
derived  from  the  sporting  tour  of  the  late 
Minister  for  Agriculture. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  quoted  Sir  David 
Barbour's  evidence  at  great  length  upon 
this  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  never  even  touched  it,  or  the  evidence 
I  quoted  from  Lord  Herschell's  own  Com- 
mittee. 


1571 


East  India 


{COMMONS} 


Currency. 


1572 


that  country  is  an  inconvertible  token 
currency,  with  the  nominal  value  of  the 
rupee  infinitely  ^rreater  than  that  of  the 
material  of  which  it  is  composed.  Surely 
I  may  appeal  to  the  House  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  whether 
that  is  a  satisfactory  or  desirable  state  of 
things  ?  It  is  a  truly  remarkable  thing, 
and  one  of  the  most  curious  incidents  we 
have  witnessed  probably  during  many 
years,  that  the  present  Prime  Minister,  who 
has  achieved  in  the  past  such  a  reputation 
as  a  master  of  currency  and  finance,  should 
now  come  forward  in  the  character  of 
the  most  prominent  advocate  at  the 
present  time  of  dis^honest  money  in  the 
world,  and  that  he  should  regard  that 
as  a  fitting  and  proper  currency  for 
our  Empire  in  the  East.  Sir,  there 
is  one  more  objection  to  which  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
before  I  bring  my  observations  to  a  close. 
The  action  the  Government  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  currency  of  India 
cannot  possibly  fail  to  intensify  and 
aggravate  the  appreciation  of  gold 
throughout  the  world,  which  has  done  so 
much  injury  already,  and  of  which  there 
has  been  so  much  complaint.  I  know 
that  some  people  deny  that  there  has 
been  any  appreciation  of  gold  at  all. 
Those  who  take  that  line  and  uphold 
that  argument  have  two  other  arguments 
to  meet  before  they  can  expect  their 
opponents  to  agree  with  them.  If  they 
do  not  believe  in  appreciation,  at  least 
they  cannot  deny  that  there  has  been  an 
enormous  fall  in  prices.  That  is  not  a 
matter  of  opinion,  but  a  matter  of  fact 
which  cannot  be  disputed.  What  is  the 
cause  of  it  ?  I  suppose  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  tell  me  it  is  the 
great  increase  of  commodities  throughout 
the  world — in  other  words,  it  is  due  to 
over-production.  I  defy  him  to  prove  it. 
I  do  not  believe  that,  in  proportion  to  the 
needs  of  the  world  and  the  increase  of 
population,  there  is  any  greater  production 
now  than  there  was  20  years  ago.  Have 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the  least  idea 
of  what  the  increase  in  population 
is  supposed  to  be  ?  I  was  looking  at 
some  figures  the  other  day  which  put  the 
increase  of  the  population  of  the 
world  during  the  last  20  years 
at  no  fewer  than  200,000,000  of 
human  beings.  Well,  of  course  there 
has  been  a  great  increase  of  commodities. 
It  is  a  merciful  fact  that  there  \as  been, 

Mr.  Chaplin 


otherwise  one-half  the  world  at  the  ^re- 
sent  moment  won  Id  be  going  about 
naked,  and  the  other  half  would  pro- 
bably be  starved.  That  is  the  answer 
to  your  plea  that  there  has  been  no 
appreciation  of  gold,  and  that  the  cause 
of  the  fall  in  prices  is  due  to  an  increase 
of  commodities  alone.  Moreover,  if  the 
increase  of  commodities  had  been  the  cause 
of  the  great  fall  of  prices  during  the  last 
20  years,  surely  that  fall  would  have  been 
universal.  How  do  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men account  for  the  fact  that  the  prices  of 
commodities  in  silver-using  countries 
have  not  fallen  at  all  ?  That  is  a  point 
which  certainly  a  few  years  ago  was 
absolutely  placed  beyond  dispute.  That 
is  a  fact  to  which  Sir  David  Barbour, 
amongst  others,  appended  his  signature. 
The  fact  that  in  silver  countries  the 
prices  of  commodities  have  remained 
constant  all  these  years,  in  my  opinion, 
points  most  conelusively  and  directly  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  gold  which  has  risen 
in  value,  and  has  been  the  real  cause  of 
the  difficulty.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  it . 
could  not  possibly  be  otherwise,  because 
if  you  suddenly  make  a  great  increase  in 
the  demand  for  any  given  commodity 
without  any  corresponding  increase  in 
the  supply,  that  commodity  must  become 
comparatively  scarcer,  and,  therefore, 
dearer  than  before.  It  seems  to  me 
these  are  questions  which  gentlemen  like 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
deny  the  appreciation,  and  who  appear 
to  be  rather  disposed  to  treat  it  with 
ridicule  than  otherwise,  are  bound 
to  grapple  with  and  answer  before 
they  take  the  stand  on  that  position. 
If  that  is  not  enough,  I  can  point 
to  a  long  list  of  authorities  in  sup- 
port of  my  view  of  this  question.  I 
can  offer  them  the  results  of  the  system 
of  index  figures,  as  worked  out  by  the 
economists — by  Dr.  Giffen,  by  Soetbeer, 
and  Sauerbeck — ^all  of  them  arriving 
independently  at  the  same  results.  I  can 
also  refer  them  to  the  exhaustive  writings 
of  Dr.  Giffen — to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square  (Mr.  Goschen),  the  late 
Lord  Beaeousfield,  and  the  late  Lord 
Iddesleigh,  who  signed  his  name  to  a 
Report  which  connected  the  fall  of  prices 
with  the  great  appreciation  of  gold.  I 
can  also  refer  to  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Gold  and 
Silver    Commission,   for    although    the 
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the  Conference  met  again.     Indeed^  Loitl 
HerschellV      Committee     wa*     mJiremdj 
sitting.       Well,     ttow,     what      i#     the 
charge     of     the     right     hoo.     Gentle 
man   against  the    British    l^vcnmeiit  ? 
The  Indian  Government  was  in  fa\XHir 
of  bimetallism.     The  Government  said — 
*^  We  are  not  prepared  to  a«iopt  himetaN 
lismyet ;  but  we  will  consider,  on  account 
of   the   difficulty   of   your  situation,  any 
proposal   you  may  make.^      The  right 
lion.    Gentleman    treats    this     ]>lan    as 
if    it    were    one    invented    by   us,   and 
forced    upon    the    Indian    iTovcrnment. 
He  said  that  Sir  David  Barbour  was  a 
great  financial  authoritv.     Of  cour^  he 
IS  a  great  hnancial  authority  :  and  if  you 
want  to  see  a  most  conclusive  defence  of 
the  plan  adopted  in  India  you  have  only 
to  read  Sir  David  Barbotir's  sutement^ 
presente<l  to  this  House  some  days  ago. 
The    plan    is    the    pUn   of    the    Indian 
Government.      The   scheme   which    has 
been  adopted  is  precisely  tin?  scheme  that 
they  recommended,  with  some  slight  altera- 
tion approved  by  them.      We  said  to  the 
ludian  Government — **  We  will  not  adopt 
bimetallism  in  India  ;     we  think  it  dan- 
gerous  and  mischievous  for  India ;  but 
any  other  proposal  that  you  put  forward 
will  have  the  fullest  eonsideiation  at  our 
hands."     I   do   not   wish    to  labour  the 
matter  at  any  length  ;   but  anyone  who 
desires  to  understand  the  utter  baseless- 
ness of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  in  condemnation  of  the  plan  has 
only  to  read  the  speech  which  Sir  David 
Barbour  made  in  the  ludian  Legislative 
Council,    and    which   has    been    laid   on 
the  Table  of  the  House.     I  am  not  going 
into  the  details   of   the   amount  of  un- 
coiueil  silver  in  India.     Lord  Herschell 
stated  only  last  night  in  the  House  of 
Lords  that  that  is  an  entire  delusion. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  On  what  evidence  ? 
•Sir    W.    HARCOURT:    He   heard 
the    evidence.      I     take    the    evidence 
of    Sir    David    Barbour   and   the   Lord 
Chancellor  as  worth  all  the  information 
derived  from  the  sporting  tour  of  the  late 
Minister  for  Agriculture. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  quoted  Sir  David 
Barbour's  evidence  -at  great  length  upon 
this  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  never  even  touched  it,  or  the  evidence 
I  quoteil  from  hov^  w— ^-^  ^jp^  ^^^  Com- 
mittee. 
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ing  silver  prices,  while  taxes  and  charges  re- 
mainefl  unaltered,  might  occasion  serious  dis- 
content ;  and  if  it  were  seen  to  be  a  consequence 
of  i)olitical  action,  it  might  create  political 
dangers  as  grave  as  any  that  are  likely  to  result 
from  a  continuance  of  the  present  conditions. 
Further,  if  it  be  true  that  cotton  manufactures 
in  India  have  been  fostered  and  stimulatetl  by 
the  fall  in  silver,  it  would  be  a  serious  matter, 
^nd  certainly  likely  to  engender  great  discon- 
tent, if  by  an  act  of  the  State  the  manufacturing 
industry  thus  created  were  seriously  hami)ered, 
if  not  destroyed.  ...  It  would  be  ques- 
tionable in  point  of  justice  and  policy  for  this 
country  to  take  from  India  by  legislation  any 
benefits  the  latter  may  have  derived  from 
changes  in  the  value  of  precious  metals  which 
are  in  no  wise  due  to  such  legislation.  Although 
we  have  not  felt  ourselves  able  to  recommend 
that  this  country  should  enter  into  negotiations 
with  the  view  of  establishing  a  bimetallic  sys- 
fem  of  currency,  we  have  indicated  that  we  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  concessions  which  have  been 
urged  by  the  Government  of  India;  and  we 
think  that  every  proposal  which  seems  cal- 
culated to  diminish  these  difficulties  and  to  ease 
the  existing  situation  is  deserving  of  very 
careful  consideration,  and  that  an  earnest  en- 
deavour should  be  made  to  adopt  any  which 
should  api)ear  to  promise  substantial  advantage 
without  the  risk  of  greater  evils." 

Mu.  CHAPLIN  :  Who  is  that  signed 
by? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  tell 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman.  It  is  signed 
by  Lord  Herscheil 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Quite  so  ;  that  is 
the  Minority  Report. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  So  you  say, 
on  the  ground  that  you  have  converted 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin.  But 
it  is  those  views  that  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Government,  and  by  which  they 
are  prepared  to  stand.  This  Re- 
port is  signed  by  Lord  Herscheil,  Sir 
Charles  Fremantle,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Lord  Farrer,  Mr.  Birch,  and  by  the  con- 
vert, Mr.  Leonard  Courtney.  They  also 
said — 

"  While  we  cannot  recommend  that  the 
Mother  Country  should  run  any  serious  risk  in 
altering  its  system  of  currency  in  order  to 
assist  the  Dependency  (of  India),  we  think  that 
the  Government  of  the  latter  should  be  allowed 
a  free  haiul  to  deal  with  the  problem  as  it  con- 
siders best  in  its  own  interest." 

That  was  the  position  taken  up  in  1888, 
and  by  it  we  abide.  We  believe  that  to 
alter  the  fundamental  principles  regu- 
lating the  currency  of  this  country  would 
be  an  evil  to  the  United  Kingdom  and  to 
the  Empire.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  is  naturally  extremely  anxious  to  cast 
blame  upon  the  present  Administration  and 
to  relieve  everybody  else,  says  that  the 

Sir  fV,  Harcourt 


difficulties  of  the  Indian  Government 
were  created  by  our  conduct  respecting 
the  question  of  bimetallism.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says — and  says  tmly — 
that  the  Indian  Government  were  in  favour 
of  bimetallism.  In  1886,  when  I  wa» 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  had  the 
honour  to  make  a  reply  to  a  Despatch  of 
the  Indian  Government  in  favour  of  bi- 
metallism ;  but,  in  the  language  of  the 
Commission  of  1888,  the  English  Govern- 
ment, and  not  the  present  Administration 
only,  have  declined  to  entertain  the  ques- 
tion of  bimetallism.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  in  1892  there  waa  a 
Despatch  from  the  Indian  Government 
requesting  that  bimetallism  should  be 
established  by  International  agreement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  waa 
a  conclusive  argument ;  but  did  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  think  the 
argument  conclusive  ?  What  was  his 
action  ?  The  Government  of  the  United 
States  desired  that  a  Conference  should 
be  called  together  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  entertaining  and  discussing  the 
question  of  bimetallism  ;  and  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  very  wisely 
and  sagaciously,  absolutely  declined  to 
allow  English  Representatives  to  go  to 
a  Conference  summoned  for  such  a 
purpose.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  any  proposal  for  the 
larger  use  of  silver  was  one  very  proper 
to  be  considered,  and  he  would  give 
every  liberty  to  the  English  Delegates  to 
discuss  these  matters.  What  happened 
then  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sleaford  said — **  See  what 
the  present  Government  did  at  Brussels^ 
which  led  to  these  fatal  consequences** 
he  spoke  of.  What  did  the  Government 
do  at  Brussels  ?  The  first  thing  that 
happened  at  Brussels  was  that  the  United 
States  proposed  a  Resolution  that — 

"In  the  opinion  of  this  Conference,  it  u 
durable  that  some  measures  should  be  found 
for  increasing  the  use  of  silver  in  the  currendet 
of  the  nations." 

What  was  the  view  of  the  Conference 
on  that  ?  England  was  almost  the  only 
Power  at  the  Conference  that  was  pre- 
pared to  support  that  Resolution.  The 
opinion  of  Germany  was  that — 

*'  Germany,  being  satisfied  with  it«  monetary 
system,  has  no  intention  of  modifying  ita 
basis." 

The  Delegate  of  Austria-Hungary 
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'*  I  am  obliged  to  declare  I  shall  be  unable  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  Resolution,  or  take  part 
in  the  vote." 

Bu88ia  said  the  same  thing ;  Italy  said 
the  same  thiug  ;  and  the  Representatives 
of  the  majority  of  the  Powers  absolutely 
refused  to  accept  the  Resolution.  M. 
Tirard,  the  French  Delegate,  asked  what 
was  the  use  of  their 

^Entertaining  any  such  question  after  the 
declaration  by  their  respective  Ministers  that 
neither  Germany,  nor  Austria-Hungary,  nor 
England  had  any  intention  of  modifying  their 
monetary  systems,  with  which  they  declared 
themselves  satisfied." 

That,  I  venture  to  say,  was  a  true 
declaration  of  the  state  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Great  Powers  of  Europe  in  reference 
to  a  monetary  standard.  What  was  the 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  M.  Tirard? 
The  Delegate  of  the  United  States  ex- 
pressed not  unnatural  surprise  at  the 
course  France  had  taken  in  the  matter. 
In  1881  France  and  the  United  States 
were  acting  together  in  the  interests  of 
bimetallism ;  but  in  1892  they  ceased 
to  act  in  that  direction.  The  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Cannon,  the  able  Dele- 
gate of  the  United  States,  was  that 
of  extreme  astonishment  that  France  no 
longer  favoured  bimetallism.  But  that 
is  not  all.  When  the  Conference  came 
to  be  adjourned,  the  Delegate  of  Italy 
proposed  that  the  condition  of  ad- 
journment should  be  that,  when  the  Con- 
ference met  again,  they  would  attempt  to 

"  Discover  an  equitable  basis  for  an  agree- 
ment which  should  not  infringe  in  any  way  the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  monetary  policy 
of  the  different  countries." 

That    meant    that    if     the     Conference 
met    again     bimetallism     was     not    to 
be  discussed.     The  Italian  Delegate  said 
that    whatever   was   proposed   must   be 
something   which  would   not  affect  the 
monetary  basis  adopted  in  the  different 
countries  ;  but  oven  subject  to  that  con- 
dition the  German   Delegate  refused   to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  adjournment.     The 
Conference  was  to  have  met  again  on 
May  30 ;  but  a  telegram  came  from  the 
United   States  of  America  saying   that 
the  Conference  was  postponed.  So  much 
for  the  Conference.       What    was     the 
position  of   the  British  Government  at 
that  time  ?     When  the  Conference  ad- 
journed the  English  and  Indian    Dele- 
gates declared  most  expressly  that  the 
Indian  question  was  reserved,  and  would 
be  dealt  with  entirely  independently  of  the 


Conference,  leading  the   members  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  dealt  with  before 
the  Conference  met  again.     Indeed,  Lord 
Herschell's      Committee     was     already 
sitting.       Well,     now,     what      is     the 
charge     of     the     right     hon.     Gentle- 
man  against  the   British    Government  ? 
The  Indian  Government  was  in  favour 
of  bimetallism.     The  Government  said — 
"  We  are  not  prepared  to  adopt  bimetal- 
lism yet  ;  but  we  will  consider,  on  account 
of   the   difficulty   of   your  situation,  any 
proposal   you  may  make."      The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    treats    this     plan    as 
if   it    were    one    invented    by   us,   and 
forced    upon   the    Indian    Government. 
He  said  that  Sir  David  Barbour  was  a 
great  financial  authority.     Of  course  he 
is  a  great  financial  authority  ;  and  if  you 
want  to  see  a  most  conclusive  defence  of 
the  plan  adopted  in  India  you  have  only 
to  read  Sir  David  Barbour's  statement, 
presented  to  this  House  some  days  ago. 
The    plan   is   the    plan   of    the   Indian 
Government.      The   scheme   which    has 
been  adopted  is  precisely  the  scheme  that 
they  recommended,  with  some  slight  altera- 
tion approved  by  them.      We  said  to  the 
Indian  Government — "  We  will  not  adopt 
bimetallism  in  India  ;     we  think  it  dan- 
gerous  and  mischievous  for  India ;  but 
any  other  proposal  that  you  put  forward 
will  have  the  fullest  consideration  at  our 
hands."     I  do   not   wish    to  labour  the 
matter  at  any  length  ;   but  anyone  who 
desires  to  understand  the  utter  baseless- 
ness of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  in  condemnation  of  the  plan  has 
only  to  read  the  speech  which  Sir  David 
Barbour  made  in  the  Indian  Legislative 
Council,    and   which    has   been    laid   on 
the  Table  of  the  House.     I  am  not  going 
into  the  details   of   the   amount  of  un- 
coined silver  in  India.     Lord  Herschell 
stated  only  last  night  in  the  House  of 
Lords  that  that  is  an  entire  delusion. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  On  what  evidence  ? 
•Sir    W.    HARCOURT:    He   heard 
the    evidence.      I    take    the    evidence 
of    Sir    David    Barbour   and   the   Lord 
Chancellor  as  worth  all  the  information 
derived  from  the  sporting  tour  of  the  late 
Minister  for  Agriculture. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  quoted  Sir  David 
Barbour's  evidence  at  great  length  upon 
this  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  never  even  touched  it,  or  the  evidence 
I  quoted  from  Lord  Herschell's  own  Com- 
mittee. 
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•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes,  I  have. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  No  ;  you  have  not. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sir  David 
Barbour  is  the  recommeuder  of  this 
phiD.  The  Indian  Government  sent  it  to 
us.  We  made  a  slight  modification, 
which  they  deemed  an  improvement  and 
accepted  ;  and,  therefore,  to  quote  Sir 
David  Barbour^s  evidence  in  1888  against 
the  plan  which  he  sent  to  England,  and 
almost  at  his  instance  was  passed  through 
'  the  Legislative  Council  in  India,  is  really 
unfair.  We  accept  all  responsibility  in 
this  matter.  But  it  was  our  duty  to 
ascertain  what,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Indian  Government,  barring  bi- 
metallism, was  the  best  plan  for  the 
people  and  the  Government  of  India. 
That  was  the  plan  sent  home  for  our 
consideration  by  the  Indian  Government 
and  Sir  David  Barl>our,  and  which  we 
adopted.  That  is  the  plan  which,  in  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  the  arbitrary  action  of  the  English 
Government.  What  was  the  arbitrary 
action  of  the  English  Government  ?  We 
adopted  the  recommendations  of  the 
responsible  Government  of  India.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  he  is 
doing  a  service  to  this  country  or  to 
India  by  saying  that  the  plau  with 
reference  to  the  currency  of  India  recom- 
mended by  the  Indian  Government  and 
sanctioned  by  the  Government  at  home 
is  a  flagrant  act  of  great  public  plunder, 
and  if  he  considers  that  a  patriotic  line 
to  take,  I  do  not  agree  with  him.  What 
he  is  endeavouring  to  do  is  to  incense,  if 
he  can,  the  people  of  India  against  the 
determination  of  the  Government  of 
India,  sanctioned  by  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain.  Will  he  succeed  in  that  ? 
I  hope  he  will  not.  I  believe  that  all  the 
arguments  upon  which  he  founds  his 
statement  are  utterly  futile  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  venture  to  characterise  that  state- 
ment as  mischievous  in  the  highest 
degree.  He  says  this  plan  is  a  spoliation 
of  the  Indian  people.  Who  is  it  that  he 
attacks  as  the  author  of  the  plunder  ? 
Lord  Lansdowne,  because  he  was  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  that  passed  this  Act ; 
he  was  the  head  of  the  Government  that  re- 
commended this  policy  ;  Sir  David  Bar- 
bour ;  aye,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney). 
I  do  not  mean  to  sav  we  disavow  in  anv 
sense  our  responsibility ;  but  what  we  did 
was  to  gather  together  what  we  thought 


the  ablest  and  most  competent  body  of 
men  to  advise  us  in  this  matter.  They 
came  to  the  conclusion  to  recommend  this 
plan,  respecting  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  it  worthy  of  himself 
and  of  the  colleagues  who  sit  around  him 
to  inflame  public  opinion  in  India.  With 
reference  to  the  results  of  this  policy,  no 
man  can,  of  course,  undertake  to  predict. 
I  am  willing  to  take  the  opinion  of  men 
who  have  recommended  it,  and  of  those 
who  will  have  to  carry  it  out.  We  accept 
the  whole  responsibility,  but  we  did  not 
profess  to  be  as  good  judges  as  they  are  of 
the  financial  and  social  condition  of  India 
with  relation  to  this  important  matter,  or 
of  what  was  the  best  and  wisest  course  to 
take  in  confessedly  difficult  circum- 
stances. We  believe  we  have  taken  the 
best  and  most  prudent  method  of  inform* 
iug  ourselves  as  to  what  is  the  best  thing 
for  the  Indian  Government  and  the 
Indian  people.  We  do  not  believe,  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  India  or  the  Indian  Council  at 
home  have  deliberately  recommended  and 
carried  out  a  policy  of  spoliation  of  the 
people  of  India.  On  the  contrary,  we 
believe  that,  so  far  from  their  being 
guilty  of  an  act  of  public  plunder,  they 
have  recommended  in  the  circumstances 
that  which  they  believed  was  best  for 
the  Indian  Government  and  for  the 
Indian  people. 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Not  for  the  Indian 
people. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Is  your  charge, 
then,  against  Lord  Lansdowne  and  Sir 
David  Barbour  and  the  Council  in  India 
that  they  do  not  care  for  the  Indian 
people  ?  That  is  a  most  undeserved,  bat 
a  most  heavy  censure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  I  think  we  should  do 
them  a  great  injustice  if  we  took  any 
other  view  tlian  that  in  recommending 
this  course  they  recommended  that  which 
they  considered  good,  not  only  for  the 
Indian  Government,  but  for  the  Indian 
people.  That  is  the  answer  I  have  to 
give  on  the  part  of  the  GovemmeDt. 
We  submitted  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  the  most  com- 
petent authorities,  and  we  have  given  it 
all  the  consideration  we  could,  and 
we  have  adopted  and  sanctioned  the 
plan  .  of  the  Indian  Government,  and 
carried  it  into  execution.  And  now  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up,  in  the 
midst  of  the  important  business  in  wUch 
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we  are  engaged,  to  eodeavour  to  make 
niischief,  if  he  can,  in  Hindostan.  And 
whj  ?  Because  he  knows  that  this 
action  is  the  death  of  bimetallism.  [^Crie$ 
of  "  No,  no  !  "]  "  No,  no  !  "  say  hon. 
Members.  '*  Hope  springs  eternal  in  the 
human  breast.*'  Hon.  Members  are  more 
simple  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  is  anxious  to  make  mischief,  not  only 
among  the  native  populations  in  India, 
but  on  the  Money  Market  in  this  country. 
It  is  said  that  the  Indian  Council  can- 
not Hell  its  bills.  That  is  not  the  fact. 
The  reason  why  it  has  not  sold  its  bills 
below  the  present  price  is  perfectly  well 
known,  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man makes  a  statement  of  that  kind  it 
shows  how  little  he  knows  of  the 
Money  Market.  Is  that  opinion  shared 
bj  commercial  authorities  in  India  ? 
I  hare  made  it  my  business  to  look  daily 
at  what  is  the  opinion  in  India  on  this 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  the  views  expressed  in  several  of 
the  Indian  newspapers,  and,  continuing, 
said — "  I  wonder  what  is  the  opinion  of 
Lancashire  on  this  change.**  The 
people  of  Calcutta — and  I  believe  the 
merchants  of  Lancashire — do  not  share 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  is  said  that  we  ought  to  have  con- 
sulted the  United  States  upon  this 
matter,  and  that  our  proceedings  may 
imperil  the  Sherman  Act.  But 
surely  that  part  of  the  right  hon. 
(jrentleman*s  imputation  falls  to  the 
ground.  Does  he  suppose  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  are 
particularly  anxious  to  support  the  Sher- 
man Act  ?  We  told  the  Conference  at 
Berlin  that  we  regarded  this  Indian 
niattcr  as  a  question  quite  apart  from 
the  general  question  of  European  cur- 
rency. We  have  acted  upon  the  best 
information  we  could  obtain,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  this  miserable  Party  attack  is 
only  made  for  the  purpose  of  delaying 
an  important  Bill.  I  say  you  have  no 
nght  to  make  currency  a  Party  imple- 
ment for  purposes  of  this  kind,  nor  to 
play  ducks  and  drakes  with  the  interests 
of  your  Indian  Empire  in  the  hope  that 
you  may  waste  an  hour  or  two  in  inter- 
cepting the  progress  of  a  certain  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
M :  I  am  aware  that  my  right  hon. 
^nend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Uurtney)  has  even  a  greater  title  than 
^have  to  speak  on  this  question,  antl  I 


will  not  intervene  between  him  and  the 
House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
But  after  the  extraordinary  outburst  we 
have  just  heard,  some  words  from  this 
Bench  will,  I  think,  be  desired  by  the 
House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
accused  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  cannot  even  discuss  currency  with- 
out plunging  about  in  these  absurd  re- 
criminations which  are  dear  to  him  at  all 
times,  and  possibly  appropriate  at  some 
times,  but  which  are  certainly  not  appro- 
priate on  the  occasion  of  a  Debate 
initiated  in  a  speech  which  was  not  only 
powerful  in  argument,  but  temperate  in 
tone.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
accused  my  right  hon.  Friend  of  desiring 
to  delay  more  important  business. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  accused  us  of  being 
guilty  of  a  flagrant  act  of  public  plunder. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  that  **  moderate "  lan- 
guage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  come 
to  that  point  directly.  But  surely  one 
phrase  hardly  justifies  the  long  personal 
peroration  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  thought  proper  to  inflict  upon 
the  House.  He  accused  my  right  hon. 
Friend  of  having  spoken  an  hour.  I 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  that  statement;  but, 
in  any  case,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  taken  just  as  long  to  answer 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  This  is  a  question 
of  the  very  first  importance,  and  no 
reasonable  man  will  dare  to  get  up  and 
say  it  is  not  a  proper  subject  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  discuss.  If  it  be 
a  proper  subject  for  the  House  to  discuss, 
I  should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  tell  us  at  what  other  time  it  could 
possibly  have  been  discussed.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  unable  to  raise  it  when 
the  Vote  on  Account  was  before  the 
House  ;  and  as  we  have  been  deprived  of 
every  other  opportunity  by  the  action  of 
the  Government  this  is  tbe  *  only 
opportunity  we  could  get  of  bringing  the 
matter  forward.  So  much  for  the  change 
of  impropriety  in  bringing  the  subject  on 
at  this  stage.  I  pass  to  the  more  im- 
portant question  of  the  view  we  take  as 
to  the  general  course  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  opposite,  with  whom  alone 
we  are  now  dealing  in  this  matter.  I 
will  at  once  frankly  admit  that  when 
they  acceded  to  Office  the  Government 
found     themselves    in    an    exceedingly 
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difficult  positioD  with  regard  to  this 
question.  They  were  not  prepared  in 
anj  way  to  sanction  bimetallism.  I 
admit  that  that  is  not  a  question  in  which 
the  Government  of  the  day  could  be  ex- 
pected to  take  a  definite  line,  unless  they 
felt  they  had  behind  them  a  backing  of 
public  opinion  in  this  country  which 
would  justify  such  a  great  and  far- 
reaching  change.  But  I  think  they  might 
have  gone  into  the  Brussels  Conference 
showing  themselves  alive  to  the  extraor- 
dinary gravity  of  the  situation  as  regards 
silver,  and  desirous  of  doing  what  lay  in 
their  power  to  mitigate  the  evil  which 
every  man  of  common  sense,  except  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  regards 
as  a  very  serious  question — namely,  the 
violent  depreciation  in  the  value  of  silver, 
and  its  practical  exclusion  from  a  large 
number  of  currency  purposes  which  it 
has  hitherto  served.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  action  of  the 
United  States.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
defend  the  Sherman  Act,  but  I  should 
Tiew  the  condition  of  a  Finance  Minister 
in  this  country  who  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  absolute  indifference  to  himself  what 
happened  to  silver  as  something  ap- 
proaching to  lunacy.  Though -the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  repudiated  the 
responsibility  of  his  own  Government, 
he  has  endeavoured  throughout  the 
whole  course  of  his  speech  to  throw  the 
responsibility  for  what  has  occurred  in 
India  upon  the  Indian  Government  alone. 
I  quite  admit  that  there  were  phrases  in 
his  speech  inconsistent  with  that  inter- 
pretation ;  but  I  now  allude  to  the 
general  tenour  of  his  speech.  Over  and 
over  again  he  said — "  This  is  what  you 
are  saying  of  Lord  Lansdowne  and  of 
Sir  David  Barbour.  This  is  what  has 
been  recommended  by  Lord  Lansdowne 
and  Sir  David  Barbour."  That  state- 
ment of  the  attitude  of  the  Indian 
Goverpment  is  not  a  fair  one.  They 
have  been  forced  to  take  the  unhappy 
step  which  they  have  taken,  because  their 
connection  with  this  country  compels 
them  to  adopt  a  financial  system  which 
shall  be  accepted  by  the  Government  at 
home.  The  plan  they  have  adopted  is 
not  the  plan  they  desired  to  adopt.  It 
is  the  plan  they  were  forced  by  the 
Government  at  home  to  adopt.  I  do 
not  throw  the  responsibility  on  this 
Government,  or  any  other  Government ; 
but  I  say  it  is  unfair  to  throw  the  re- 
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sponsibility  on  the  Indian  GrovemmeDU 
They  took  this  plan,  not  as  a  good  plan, 
but  because  something  had  to  be  done. 
They  found  themselves  in  the  position  of 
having  to  pay  a  gold  debt  in  England, 
and    that  difficulty  grew    from  year  to 
year  as  silver  fell.     Like  other  debtors  io 
an    embarrassed    position,   they    looked 
about  for  some  scheme  which  would  get 
them  out  of  their  difficulty,  and  they  were 
forced  to  adopt  a  scheme  which  would 
get  them  out  of  their  difficulties  at  any 
cost.     Is  any  responsible  statesman  pre- 
pared to   adopt  the   plan  of  an    incon- 
vertible currency — a  currency  as  incon- 
vertible and  as  artificial  in  its  value  as 
was  ever  issued  by  any  Government  in 
the  world  ?    To  do  that  in  a  country  like 
India  is   to   take   a   step    which    every 
human  being  must  regret,  and,  in  addi- 
tion to  that  step,  you  are  forced  to  this 
conclusion — that  if  the  plan  of  the  Indian 
Government  succeeds,  and  if  the  rupee 
be  appreciated  as  they  hope  to  be  able  to 
appreciate  it,  the  result  must  be  to  injure 
every  human  being  in  India  who  pos- 
sesses  a  store  of  uncoined  silver.     My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  been   accused  oif 
endeavouring  to  sow  dissension  in  India 
between  the  Government  and  the  popala- 
tion  because  he  has  ventured  to  point  out 
what  is,  no  doubt,  an  economic  fact.  He 
may  be  wrong  in   saying  that  the   un- 
coined silver  amounts  to  £130,000,000; 
but  of  this  there  can  be  no  doubt — that 
if  the  Indian  Government  do  succeed  in 
artificially  raising  the  value  of  the  rupee 
until  it  reaches  Is.  4d.,  the  effect  must  be 
to   turn    all    uncoined    silver  into   mere 
merchandise,     and,      what      is      more, 
into     depreciated      merchandise.       My 
right     hon.     Friend     cannot     be      ac- 
cused   of     sowing    dissension     between 
people  merely  because  he  has  pointed  out 
an  undoubted  truth  of  that  description. 
Of  course,  he  neither  intended  nor  did  be 
accuse  the  Indian  Government  of  a  desire 
to  plunder  the  Indian  people.     All  be 
stated  was  that  the  Indian  Government 
must  pay  their  gold  debts  ;  that  they  are 
at  their  wits*  ends  to  know  how  to  do 
that ;  that  to  throw  additional  taxatioB 
on  the  Indian  people  to   any  serious  ex- 
tent would  be  to  shake  the  very  founda- 
tions of  the  Empire  ;  and  that,  therefore^ 
they  were   forced  to  this   unhappy    ex- 
pedient  of  having  to    substitute   for  a 
free    and    natural    coinage   a     ooitMlp 
as    artificial   and   as   nnuitund  •■  sqj 
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issue  of  inconvertible  paper  ever  was 
in  the  world.  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
feel  that  the  Home  Govermnent  and  the 
Indian  Government  have,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  been  driven  to  take  a  step 
which,  since  the  suspension  of  the  Bank 
payments  in  1797,  has  never  been  taken, 
either  by  England  or  by  any  country 
under  the  control  of  England.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly one  of  those  financial  crimes  for 
which  necessity  may,  indeed,  be  an  excuse, 
but  which  remains  none  the  less  a  financial 
crime.  I  regret  the  Government,  while 
admitting  they  were  forced  to  take  this 
^p,  have  not  uttered  one  word  of  regret 
at  the  adoption  of  a  system  which  sins,  as 
I  think,  against  every  principle  of  sound 
finance,  and  not  the  least  against  those 
principles  of  sound  finance  on  which  the 
Government  are  the  first  to  plume 
themselves.  I  suppose  they  will  fall 
back  upon  the  plea  of  necessity ;  they 
will  say  what  we  have  done  is  unfor- 
tunate, is  deplorable,  is  contrary  to  every 

recognised [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 

and  Sir   W.   Harcourt  :  Not  at  all.] 
Oh,  they  do  not  say  that.    Then  I  suppose 
I  may  interpret  that  interruption  from  the 
Prime  Minister   and    the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  indicating  that,  in  the 
opinion      of     Her     Majesty's     present 
financial  advisers,  it  is  a  good  system,  a 
defensible   system,  a   system   consonant 
with  all  recognised  financial  and  currency 
principles,  to  establish  a   form  of  legal 
tender  the  value  of  which  shall  depend 
upon  the  arbitrary  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive from  day  to  day.     That  is  what  you 
have  done  in  India,  beyond  all  question. 
It  rests  now  with  the  Executive  to  settle 
as  they  please  what  shall  be  the  value 
of  the  rupee.     By  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion    in  that  matter,  they  may,  at 
their  own  sweet  will,  increase  or  diminish 
the  burden  of   every   private   or  public 
debt  payable  in  silver  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  from  the  Himalayas 
to  Ceylon.     That  that  should  be  admitted 
^y  the  Government,  not  as   an  unhappy 
necessity,  but  as  a  system  which  on  its 
own  merits  they  are  prepared  to  advocate 
*nd    defend,    I    confess     staggers    me, 
especially  when  I  recollect  the  doctrines 
<^f  financial  purity  which  they  have  more 
than  once  defended  from  those  Benches. 
I  recollect  the  Prime  Minister  only  the 
other  day  repeating  across  the  House  a 
famous  question  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's— 
*' What  is  a  pound?" 


Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  no 
recollection,  but  it  is  a  most  innocent 
imputation.  I  am  quite  ready  to  ask  the 
question  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  it  does  not 
happen  to  be  true. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  There  is  no 
imputation.  I  suppose  there  is  no  harm 
in  my  saying  it.  I  cannot  believe  my 
memory  wholly  deceives  me  in  the 
matter.  As  I  say,  the  Prime  Minister 
asked,  ^^  What  is  a  pound  ?  "  And  I 
ask  ''  What,  under  his  new  system,  is  a 
rupee  ? "  I  know  what  a  rupee  was 
under  the  system  that  prevailed  in  India 
six  months  ago.  A  rupee  was  a  certain 
amount  of  silver,  the  exchange  value  of 
which  depended  upon  the  amount  of 
silver  in  it  and  upon  that  alone.  Well, 
what  is  a  rupee  now  ?  It  is  something 
which  depends  for  its  value  not  on  the 
amount  of  silver  in  it,  but  absolutely 
upon  the  administrative  discretion  of  the 
Indian  Mint  as  to  how  many  of  these 
inconvertible  coins  they  will  allow  or  not. 
I  should  like  to  know  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
constitutes  a  rupee  at  the  present  moment  ? 
As  I  have  said,  the  closing  of  the  Mints 
to  the  free  coinage  of  silver  is  a  public 
misfortune  occasioned  by  necessity. 
How  could  the  Government  avoid 
taking  the  step  they  have  taken  ? 
Granting,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  bimetallism  is  impossible 
for  this  country  ;  granting,  also,  that  they 
would  not  even  permit  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment to  negotiate  with  other 
countries,  and  granting  that  something 
had  to  be  done,  what  other  course  could 
they  pursue  than  that  which,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  have  pursued  ?  I  will  state 
where  the  error  lays.  They  have  not 
adequately  realised  that  in  the  deprecia- 
tion of  silver  we  are  sufEeriug  under  a 
world-wide  misfortune  ;  that  it  is  not  a 
thing  we  can  despise,  not  a  thing  which, 
from  the  lordly  platform  of  a  single  gold 
standard,  we  can  afford  to  look  down 
upon,  and  say — "This  may  concern  that 
country,  but  not  us ."  England  as  much 
as  any  other  country  must  suffer  if 
silver  loses  its  place  amongst  the 
measures  of  exchange  value  over  a  large 
part  of  the  world.  Had  they  seen  that, 
I  think  they  would  have  gone  into  the 
Brussels  Conference  in  a  different  spirit 
from  that  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
animated  them  ;  and  I  believe  if  they  had 
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gone  in  with  a  real  desire  tiot  to  establish 
bimetallism  for  this  country,  but  to  do 
everything  they  could  to  aid  those  coun- 
tries that  were  prepared  either  for  them- 
selves to  adopt  bimetallism  or  to  find 
some  demand  for  silver,  much  might 
have  been  done.  If  they  had  held  out 
this  threat  of  stopping  the  Mints  in 
India  in  such  a  way  as  it  would  have 
been  believed  in  by  other  nations  of  the 
world,  I  believe  they  would  have  found 
ready  to  their  hand  a  diplomatic  lever 
through  the  operation  of  which  much 
might  have  been  effected.  But  they 
threw  the  whole  of  the  advantage  of  the 
situation  away.  No  one  thought  this 
step  would  be  taken  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment. The  nations  of  the  world  were 
of  opinion,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  the 
difficulties  of  the  currency  would  ulti- 
mately force  England  to  be  bimeiallic. 
They  were  prepared  to  wait  until  that 
event  occurred ;  and  until  that  event 
occurred  they  did  not  think  anything 
would  be  done  by  this  country  to  increase 
the  difficulties  and  the  stringency  of  the 
position.  There  are  many  ways  of  tolling 
people  what  you  mean  to  do,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them  this  in  a  way  that  convinced  them  of 
the  danger.  After  all,  the  Conference  of 
last  year  was  not  the  first  Conference  on 
the  question.  Before  this  our  Delegates 
have  held  out  to  the  Conference  the  hope 
that  if  something  were  done  by  other 
nations  in  the  direction  of  bimetallism  we 
would,  on  our  part,  engage  that  the  Mints 
of  India  would  always  be  kept  open  for 
the  free  coinage  of  silver.  That  promise 
has  never  hitherto  had  any  effect,  because 
never  up  to  the  present  time  has  any 
foreign  nation  contemplated  the  possi- 
bility of  the  Indian  Mints  being  closed  to 
silver.  Knowing  this  was  contemplated  ; 
knowing  Lord  Herscheirs  Committee 
would  very  likely  recommend  this  scheme 
in  default  of  a  better  one,  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  it  clear  to  all  Foreign 
Delegates  that  the  price  of  silver  was 
going  to  be  attacked,  first  in  India  and 
then  probably  in  the  United  States,  my 
belief  is  they  would  so  thoroughly  have 
frightened  some  of  these  gentlemen  that 
something  not  unimportant  might  have 
resulted  from  the  labours  of  that  Con- 
ference. In  that  connection  it  may  be 
worth  while  reading  a  short  statement  as 
to  the  position  of  France.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  appeared  to  me 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


to  entirely  misinterpret  that  position. 
He  quoted  at  length  certain  earlier  state- 
ments of  M.  Tirard,  and  he  alluded  in 
the  briefest  possible  manner  to  the  latest 
statement  M.  Tirard  made.  That  state- 
ment is  not  consistent  with  the  impression 
left  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  House  that  France  was  hostile 
to  bimetallism.  This  is  the  state- 
ment I  wish  to  submit  to  the  House — 

"  Mr.  Cannon  thought  the  Latin  Union,  or,  to 
be  more  exact,  France,  in  whose  name  M .  llrard 
had  spoken,  was  less  friendly  to  bimetallitm 
than  England.  M.  Tirard  declared  be  had  Hdd 
nothing  of  the  kind ;  on  the  contrary,  he  had 
said  that  France  was  bimetallist,  and  that, 
if  she  would  not  resume  free  coinage  of  silver, 
and  if  she  would  not  absolutely  become  bi- 
metallic, it  was  only  because  Kngland  and 
other  countries  of  Europe  had  declareil^  in  the 
most  formal  way,  that  tliey  intended  to  remain 
monometallic" 

That  quotation  does  not  correspond  with 
the  impression  left  on  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  misunderstood.  I  stated  that  what 
M.  Tirard  said  was  that  it  was  of  no 
use  France  going  into  bimetallism  when 
Germany,  Austria,  and  England  would 
not. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  fact  is, 
that  both  Austria  and  Germany  con- 
siderably modified  the  position  they  had 
taken  up  to  which  M.  Tirard  alluded  ; 
and,  although  these  things  are  incapable 
of  proof,  I  repeat  my  strong  impression 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  hmd 
shown  the  'slightest  knowledge  of  the 
gravity  of  the  situation  as  regards  silver, 
and  if  they  had  made  it  clearly  apparent 
that  their  closing  of  the  Indian  Mints 
was  not  a  mere  brtUnm  fulmen^  but  was 
the  beginning  of  a  policy  they  were  pre- 
pared to  carry  out,  they  would  have 
found  other  nations  would  have  been  not 
unprepared  to  assist  Her  Majesty^s  Go* 
vernment  by  some  means  to  prevent  the 
destruction  of  silver  as  one  of  the 
currencies  of  the  world.  I  am  convinced 
that  this  question  is  one  of  the  first  im« 
portance  to  every  man  in  this  ooantry  ; 
and,  although  this  is  not  the  occasion — 
and  I  should  be  the  last  man  to  make  it 
so— for  advocating  any  particular  view* 
of  my  own  as  to  the  way  in  which  we 
ought  to  solve  the  great  currency  difficul- 
ties of  the  world,  it  is  incumbent  upon 
every  man  in  this  Hoose,  whatever  bis 
convictions  may  be,  to  realise  that  there 
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is  a  great  currency  difRcultj,  and  that 
we  ought,  in  no  spirit  or  pharisaic 
optimism,  to  set  our  shoulders  to  the 
wheel  and  to  do  what  we  can  to  re- 
habilitate what  has  been,  what  ought  to 
be  if  we  are  to  remain  prosperous,  a 
great  measure  and  medium  of  exchange 
in  the  civilised  world — namely,  that 
silver  which  has  been  always  associated 
with  gold  in  carrying  on  the  commerce 
of  mankind. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said  that,  although  there  was 
much  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  in 
which  he  did  not  concur,  he  could  not 
fail  to  recognise  that  the  great  change 
made  in  the  currency  of  India  was  a 
matter  which  to  a  great  extent  affected 
the  trade  of  India  and  also  that  of 
this  country ;  and  they  were  anxious 
to  know  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
with  reference  to  which  there  still  re- 
mained a  considerable  amount  of  doubt. 
Whether  we  agreed  with  it  or  differed 
from  it,  no  one  could  deny  that  the 
Report  of  Lord  Herschell's  Committee 
was  a  very  able  and  interesting  docu- 
ment ;  and  if  he  ventured  on  some  points 
to  differ  from  the  eminent  men  who 
constituted  that  Committee,  it  was  with 
the  greatest  difBdence  and  hesitation. 
Nevertheless,  it  had  not  carried  con- 
viction to  his  mind.  In  the  change 
which  they  had  recommended  in  the 
Indian  currency,  they  seemed  to  have 
been  much  influenced  by  the  experience 
of  France.  He  could  not,  however,  think 
that  their  description  of  the  French 
currency  was  correct.     They  said — 

**  Here  is  a  currency  which,  for  all  practical 
purposes,  api)ears  to  be  perfectly  sound  and 
satisfactory,  but  which  differs  from  our  own  in 
most  important  particulars.  It  is  sometimes 
called  italoH  hoiteux^  or  limping  standard  ;  but, 
inasmuch  as  the  Mint  is  open  to  gold  and  closed 
to  silver,  the  standanl  is  really  gold,  whilst 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  currency  is  either 
inconvertible  silver  or  notes  payable  (at  the 
option  of  the  bank)  in  silver  or  gold,  maintained 
without  difficulty  at  the  above-mentioned 
artificial  ratio." 

It  could  not  surely  be  called  either  a 
satisfactory  currency  or  a  gold  standard. 
If  they  took  bills  on  Paris  they  were 
paid  in  5  f.  pieces.  If  they  had  Bank 
of.  France  notes,  the  Bank  could  legally 
pay  them,  and  did  practically  pay  them, 
in  silver.  Theoretically,  no  doubt,  they 
could  take  gold  to  the  French  Mint  and 
have  it  coined  ;  but  if  they  did  they  would 


lose  money,  and  therefore  naturally  nobody 
did.      The    power    of    taking    gold    to 
the  Mint  and  having  it  coined  was,  there- 
fore, no  real  privilege,  and  the   French 
standard  was  not,  in  reality  or  practice,  a 
gold  standard.     It  might  be  asked,  then, 
why   are  not  the  gold  coins  exported  ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered,  firstly,  that 
they  could  not  go  to  the  bank  and  demand 
coin  ;  secondly,  that  it  was  much  below  its 
full  weight ;    and,  thirdly,   because   the 
amount  was  limited.     To  all  intents  and 
purposes,  then,  the  French  standard  was 
a  silver  standard.     Nor  did  it  seem  to 
him  that  the  Committee  fully  considered 
the  alternative   suggestions   which    had 
been  made.     For  instance,  the  proposal 
to  impose  a  duty  on  silver,  which  appeared 
to  some  preferable  to  the  closing  of  the 
Mint,    was    dismissed    in    a     sentence, 
because     they    said     that,    taking    the 
average  amount  of  coinage,  it  would  only 
produce    annually     Rx. 600,000,    which 
would  not  balance  the  Budget.     But  it 
was  obvious  that  it  would  gradually  raise 
the  value  of  the  rupee  10  per  cent.     The 
course   proposed  had   raised   the    rupee 
from   a    shade  under   Is.  3d.  to  nearly 
Is.  4d.,  or  just  under  8  per  cent.     An 
Import   Duty  of  10  per   cent.,  in  addi- 
tion   to    the    profit   on   coinage,   would 
have     gradually      raised      the      Rupee 
10    per     cent.,     and     would     therefore 
have    given    the    Government    an     in- 
crease slightly  greater  than   the  present 
arrangement.     In  fact,  the  Committee  at 
the  moment  forgot  the  effect  it  would 
have  on  the  Exchanges.   The  suggestion 
of  an  Import  Duty  would  have  been  pre- 
ferable to  the  present  plan  in  two  other 
ways.     In  the  first  place,  it  would  not 
have  affected  the  value  of  silver  orna- 
ments, which  the  natives  of  India  had 
always  regarded  as  a  reserve  in  times  of 
need.     They  would  retain  their  equality 
with  rupees.      This   would   be  a  great 
advantage,  and  he  was  not  free  from  some 
apprehension   as    to    the    effect    which 
might  be  produced  on  the  native  mind, 
when  they  found  that  the  Government 
had  taken  a  step  which  would  lower  the 
value   of   all   their  uncoined    silver    in 
relation      to      rupees.        The      second 
advantage    would    be    as    regards     the 
Mints    of    Native    States.      The  Com- 
mittee   and     the    Indian     Grovernment 
treated  this  matter  very  lightly,  and  he 
hoped  they  might  be  right ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  the  question  would  not  have  arisen 
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under  the  plan  of  an  Import  Duty.  But 
what  were  the  intentions  of  Government? 
They  had  entirely  failed  to  elicit  any 
clear  or  consistent  statement.  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  on  June  26  that 
the  Government  intended  to  introduce  a 
gold  standard  into  India.  A  few  days 
ago  the  Under  Secretary  told  him  that 
the  Government  did  not  intend  to  alter 
the  present  law,  under  which  rupees  were 
a  legal  tender  to  any  extent.  In  reply 
to  another  question  on  the  21st,  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  they  did  not 
at  present  intend  to  issue  gold  against 
rupees.  Well,  then,  if  they  left  rupees 
as  a  legal  tender  to  any  extent,  and  did 
not  intend  to  undertake  to  issue  gold 
against  rupees,  in  what  sense  did  they 
mean  to  introduce  a  gold  standard  ?  He 
put  that  question  to  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India,  who,  however,  gave  no  answer 
— that  was  to  say,  none  of  his  own  ;  but 
he  gave  a  reference  to  a  speech  by  Sir 
David  Barbour,  the  Finance  Minister  of 
India.  Now,  unfortunately.  Sir  D. 
Barbour  was  no  clearer  in  his  statements 
than  the  Government  in  this  House.  In 
his  speech  on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
Sir  David  Barbour  said — 

"  1  now  move  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill, 
which  is  intended  to  amend  the  Indian  Coinage 
Act,  1870,  and  the  Indian  Paper  Currency  Act, 
1882,  with  the  object  of  altering  the  Indian 
monetary  standard  from  silver  to  gold.  It  is 
not  intended  to  do  more  at  present  than  stop  the 
free  coinage  of  silver  at  the  Indian  Mints,  and, 
as  a  provisional  arrangement,  to  provide  for  the 
issue  of  rupees  at  those  Mints  in  exchange  for 
gold  at  the  rate  of  Is.  4d.  per  rupee.  The 
making  gold  coins  legal  tender,  the  settlement 
of  the  permanent  rate  of  exchange  between  gold 
and  the  silver  rupee,  and  the  other  measures 
necessary  for  the  final  and  effective  establish- 
ment of  a  gold  standard  in  India,  will  be  pro- 
vided for  by  future  l^slation  and  in  the  light 
of  future  experience." 

Sir  David  Barbour,  in  the  Memorandum 
which  he  issued,  said  that — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  introducing  a  gold  standard 
into  India  we  might  stop  the  free  coinage  of 
silver,  adopt  measures  for  accumulating  a  store 
of  gold,  and  when  what  was  considered  a  suffi- 
cient stock  of  gold  had  been  obtainetl,  we  might 
open  the  Mints  to  the  free  coinage  of  gold,  make 
gold  coins  legal  tenrler,  and  guarantee,  by 
means  of  our  accumulated  stock  of  gold,  the 
exchangeability  of  silver  for  gold  coins  accord- 
ing to  their  face  values." 

That  was  what  he  understood  was  the 
intention  of  the  Indian  Government,  and 
it  was  quite  contrary  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  they 
Sir  J.  Lubbock 


did  not  intend  to  undertake  to  give  gold 
value  for  rupees. 

Sib     W.     HARCOURT  :     Not     at 
present. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  Then  do  thej 
intend  to  give  a  gold  value  for  rupees  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Only  under 
such  conditions  as  are  mentioned  in  the 
very  words  from  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  quoting. 
•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  But  this  is  what 
Sir  David  Barbour  said  in  his  Memoran  - 
dum — 

"1  do  not  recommend  this  plan.  The 
accumulation  of  a  sufficient  store  of  gold  would 
be  a  measure  too  expensive  for  a  country 
situated  as  India  is,  and  when  it  had  been 
accumulated  and  the  exchangeability  of  the 
silver  coins  for  gold  coins  had  been  guaranteed 
by  means  of  it,  there  would  be  a  very  great 
risk  of  the  whole  stock  of  gold  being  drawn 
away  in  exchange  for  silver  rupees.  If  this 
should  happen — and  I  think  it  would  happen, 
unless  our  stock  of  gold  was  very  large  indeed — 
the  gold  standard  would  cease  to  exist,  and  we 
should  find  ourselves  exactly  where  we  started." 

Had  Sir  David  Barbour  entirely  altered 
the  opinion  which  he  expressed  in  his 
own  Memorandum  ?  He  wished  to 
ascertain  where  they  were.  He  thought 
that  any  undertaking  to  give  gold  for 
rupees  would  be  open  to  two  grave 
objections.  In  the  first  place,  it  would 
be  a  tremendous  liability  for  India.  The 
amount  of  rupees  in  existence  could  not 
be  determined  with  any  approach  to 
accuracy.  They  were  estimated  in  the 
evidence  before  Lord  Herschell's  Com- 
mittee as  certainly  amounting  to 
£200,000,000,  and  very  possibly  to 
£300,000,000.  Now,  suppose  that  the 
rupee  rose  to  Is.  4d.,  and  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  give  gold  for  rupees 
at  that  price.  Then,  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  told  them  over  and 
over  again,  they  could  not  foresee  what 
the  production  of  silver  would  be,  and  it 
was  quite  possible  that  they  might  have 
a  very  great  production  of  silver  which 
might  alter  the  relations  between  gold 
and  silver,  and  the  contingency  foreseen 
by  Sir  David  Barbour  might  arise. 
Suppose,  then,  that  the  output  of 
silver  increased,  and  the  ratio  fell !  This 
was  not  so  very  improbable ;  and  if  it  did 
happen,  the  consequences  to  Indian 
finance  would  be  absolutely  ruinous,  and 
the  future  state  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment would  be  far  worse  than  the 
position  in  which  they  now  found  them- 
selves.    There  was  another  very  strong 
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objection.  Lord  Hereohell's  Committee 
pointed  ont  that — 

•*  There  is  still  another  element  to  be  con- 
sidered. If  the  effect  of  the  proposal  of  the 
Indian  Government  were  sooner  or  hiter  to 
cause  a  demand  for  gold  in  India  which  does  not 
now  exist,  it  might  raise  the  value  of  gold  as 
against  all  other  things,  including  silver.  In 
oQier  words,  the  gold  price  of  silver  might  be  still 
farther  diminished." 

The  increased  demand  for  gold  would  not 
be  confined  to  its  use  as  coin,  but  also,  in 
Sir  x.  avid  Barbour's  opinion,  for  hoardiag 
also. 

"  It  is  very  probable,"  says  the  Report,  "how- 
ever, that  the  substitution  of  a  gold  standard  for 
a  silver  standard  would  lead  to  an  increased  rise 
of  gold  instead  of  silver  for  hoaiding." 

This  must  tend  to  raise  the  value  of  gold, 
and  he  wished  to  ascertain  what  were  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter.     Were  they  really  going 
to  undertake  the  tremendous  liability  of 
undertaking   to   give   gold   for  rupees  ? 
He    sincerely   hoped   that    they    would 
pause    before  they    came    to    any  such 
determination  as  that.     There  were  some 
who  seemed  to  think  that  monometallists 
advocated  the  use  of  gold,  and  gold  only. 
That   WHS   not   so.      He  was    a    mono- 
metallist,    but    he  had   always  been  of 
opinion   that  it  would  be  a  misfortune  if 
the  use  of  silver  were  to  be  abandoned 
for  the    purposes    of    currency.      Indi- 
vidually,  he  did  not  believe  in  the  great 
appreciation     of      gold       which        the 
right    hon.     Gentleman    the      Member 
for  Sleaford  believed  to  have  taken  place. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  consider  that  so 
great  a  demand  as  would  result  from  the 
adoption  of  a  gold  standard  by  India  would 
tend  to  raise  the  value  of  gold,  and  con- 
sequently to  decrease  prices.  This  would  be 
a  serious  matter.     India,  no  doubt,  was 
fully  entitled  to   arrange   her  currency 
with  reference  to  her  wants ;  but  such  a 
course  would,  in  his  judgment,  be   in- 
jurious to  England,  and  still  more  so  to 
India.     He  did  not  desire  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  by  going  fully  into 
the  effect  which  would  follow  from  the 
adoption  by  India  of   a  gold  standard ; 
but  he  hoped  if  any  such  step  should  be 
contemplated,  considering  the  momentous 
results  which  would  follow,  the  House 
would  be  given  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  question.     He  did  not  wish 
to  put  any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
Government,   or   to   embarrass   them  in 
any  way,  because  it   was  too  grave  a 
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subject  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
this  country  to  be  made  any  question  of 
Party.  But  what  he  was  endeavouring 
to  do  was  to  impress  upon  the  Govern- 
ment that  to  undertake  to  give  gold  for 
rupees  would  be  a  most  tremendous 
liability,  and  one  which  he  thought  they 
ought  not  to  undertake.  Changes  in 
currency  were  very  undesirable,  and> 
although  he  did  not  think  the  step  that 
had  been  taken  was  altogether  a  wise 
one,  still,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  best  course  they 
could  adopt  now  was  to  allow  what  had 
been  done  to  remain,  and  see  how  it 
worked.  But  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  undertake  to  introduce 
a  gold  standard  into  India  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  understood  the  gold  standard  ; 
and  if  it  were  really  proposed  to  carry 
out  the  suggestions  contained  in  Sir 
David  Barbour's  speech  in  introducing 
the  present  Bill,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment, before  finally  agreeing  to  any  such 
step — which  would  have  very  grave  con- 
sequences— ^would  give  the  House  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter 
and  of  expressing  their  views  upon  it. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House,  but  desired, 
on  behalf  of  several  of  those  who  sat  on 
his  side  of  the  House — supporters  of 
the  Government — to  state  that  they  re- 
garded with  great  sympathy,  and  gene- 
rally concurred  in,  the  views  put  forward 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.. 
J.  Balfour).  They  believed,  with  him,, 
that  the  action  taken  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment was,  if  a  necessary,  a  very 
unfortunate  evil.  Some  of  them  fore- 
saw as  long  as  20  years  ago  that  this 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  demonetisation 
of  silver  by  several  European  nations. 
They  saw  perfectly  well  that  the  revo- 
lutionary movement  could  not  stop  there, 
and  they  also  saw  that  it  would  bring 
immense  misfortunes  upon  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  world.  It  had  brought 
those  great  misfortunes  as  they  all  knew ; 
that  15  of  the  last  20  years  had  been 
years  of  great  depression,  which  had 
brought  great  pressure  upon  the  industrial 
and  working  classes,  and  really  trans- 
ferred a  large  portion  of  the  capital  of 
this  country  moat  unjustly  from  the 
hard-working  classes  to  the  money- 
lending  classes.  It  had  gceatly  added 
to  the  weight  of  public  burd^ns  and  of 
private  debts.  All  these  evik  had  resulted 
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from  the  demonetisation  of  silver  and  the 
inevitable  appreciation   of    gold.      The 
Indian  Government  have  now  taken  the 
course  of  closing  its  Mints  to  silver,  and 
thereby  greatly  reduced  the  value  of  that 
metal.       The     American     Government 
would  most  probably  repeal  the  Sherman 
Act,  and  there  would  again  be  a  further 
immense  fall  in  the  value  of  silver  until, 
probably  next  year,  it  would  be  only  2s. 
an  ounce.     The  effect  of  that  would  be 
to   place  the  nations  of  Europe  and  of 
America,    which   still    retained   a    very 
large   amount   of    silver    in    circulation 
as    a    full    standard    in    exchange,    in 
an    awkward   and  dangerous  condition. 
He  had  one  practical  suggestion  to  make, 
which  was  this :  that  if  there  should  arise 
among  the  nations  of  the  world  an  agree- 
ment that  this  intolerable  state  of  things 
could  not  be  continued,  and  there  should 
1)e   a   determination   to  re-erect  the  old 
bimetallic   system  which  existed  almost 
everywhere    at    the   beginning    of    this 
century — he  said  that  should  such  a  move- 
ment take  place  in  the  course  of  a  year 
or  two  now,  they  could  offer  these  nations 
the  certain  advantage,  on  condition  of  the 
establishment  of   bimetallism  throughout 
the  world,  of  opening  the  Mints  of  India 
to  the  free  coinage  of  silver  at  the  ratio 
of  Is.  4d.  per  rupee.    He  believed  it  was 
impossible  to  go  back  to  the  old  ratio. 
Bimetallists  must  make  up  their  minds 
to  Is.  4d.  to  the  rupee.      If  they  could 
offer  to  do  that ;  if  all  other  countries 
would  do  the  same — England  to  retain  its 
present  gold  standard — it  would  be  a  great 
advantage   to  all    other   countries,    and 
might  prevent  a   very  serious  state  of 
affairs 

•Mr.*  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  must  congratulate  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  London  Univer- 
sity (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  on  having  devoted 
the  whole  of  his  speech  to  the  question 
immediately  before  us,  which  can  scarcely 
be  said  of  the  distinguished  Members 
who  have  initiated  and  conducted  the 
discussion.  We  had  a  Motion  made  to 
•call  attention  to  the  action  of  the  Indian 
Government,  supported  by  the  Go- 
vernment at  home.  We  wandered 
from  a  discussion  of  that  question  into 
the  general  question  of  bimetallism,  and 
into  the  question  of  the  conduct  and 
transactions  of  the  Brussels  Conference. 
Later  on  the  Debate  threatened  to  circle 
about  the  small  issue  of  my  personal  cou- 

Mr.  S.  Smith 


sistency.     In  what  I  have  to  say  I  shall 
confine  myself,  I  hope,  almost  entirely  to 
the  matter  which  has  been  immediately 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.      Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
make     one     or    two     preliminary     ob- 
servations    before      entering     upon     a 
discussion     and     examination      of     the 
criticisms    made    upon    the   Beport    of 
Lord  Herscheirs  Committee ;  and  I  musty 
before  saying  anything  more,  express  my 
regret  that  this  subject  was  introduced 
— unavoidably     perhaps — without     any 
kind   of   notice   to   those  who  are  inti- 
mately  concerned  in  it,  so  that  it  was 
not  until  about  half-an-hour  before  it  was 
brought  on  that  I  knew  there  was  any 
intention  whatever  to  open  an  attack  on 
the  Committee  upon  its  conclusions,  and 
of  course  I  had  no  opportunity  whatever 
of  consulting  my  fellow-Members  of  the 
Committee.      I   think    the   House   will 
pardon  me  for  a  moment  if  I  say  a  word 
or   two   upon  this  question  of  personal 
consistency  or  inconsistency.    It  is  worth 
while  recalling  to  the  House  that  out  of 
12  Members  of  the  Gold  and  Silver  Com- 
mittee, although  we  were  divided  into 
six  to  six,  as  to  the  practical  action  to  be 
approved  we  were  unanimous,  with  the 
exception  of  two  doubtful  dbsentients, 
upon  the  possibility  of  maintaining  an  In- 
ternational ratio  between  gold  and  silver. 
Ten   were   distinct,  and   the  other  two 
only  wavering  in  their  allegiance,  that 
bimetallism     was      a     system       which 
could    be    introduced    and     maintained, 
and   that   if    a   fit   ratio   were    selected 
there    would    be    reasonable     hope    of 
its   being    continued   and    upheld,    and 
the    transactions    of    the    world    coald 
be  conducted  on  the  ratio  so  agreed  upon. 
That  was  the  conclusion  of  at  least   10 
out  of  12,  and  I  may  say  some  of  the 
most   stalwart  Members    of    the  mono- 
metallic six,  who  were  in  favour  of  main- 
taining  our  gold   standard  without  any 
alteration,  are  still  unhesitating  in  their 
adherence  to  the   conclusion  which   we 
laid    down    at  that    time,  that   the  bi- 
metallic system  could  be  maintained,  and 
the  only   question   was  whether  it  waa 
prudent  or  imprudent  to  adopt  it.  That 
was  my  position  when  I  signed  with  the 
other  five  Members  the  Beport  which  di^ 
couraged  any  change  of  our  system.     A 
change  is  a  very  serious  thing.     It  b  a 
serious  thing  in  itself,  and  I  think  it  is 
still   more  serious  in  the  effect  it  must 
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have  upoa  the  minds  aad  coDsciences  of 
men.  The  alteration  is  one  by  which, 
although,  in  fact,  you  might  fulfil  a 
prpmise  in  its  truest  sense  by  payment  in 
an  altered  medium,  still  it  is  an  alteration 
which  must  shock  many  persons  and  be 
difficult  to  understand,  and  is  likely  to 
Interfere  with  the  rectitude  and  con- 
stancy of  the  public  conscience.  At  the 
time  I  signed  the  Report  of  those  who 
discouraged  any  alteration,  I  was  hope- 
tnl — although  there  was  appreciation  of 
^Id — that  that  appreciation  might 
be  stayed,  and,  at  all  events, 
I  thought  we  had  better  wait  before 
countenancing  any  alteration.  Subse- 
quent reflection  showed  me  that  there  was 
conclusive  proof  that  there  had  been,  I 
will  not  say  an  appreciation  of  gold  to 
the  extent  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin),  but 
a  very  serious  appreciation  of  gold  which 
has  had  a  very  considerable  effect  upon 
the  social,  economic,  and  industrial  con- 
dition of  this  Kingdom — a  fact  that 
deserves  the  most  serious  attention  of  all 
persons  concerned  in  the  government  of 
this  country.  Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  immediate  subject  before  us,  we, 
the  Members  of  Lord  Herschell's  Com- 
mittee, had  a  very  limited  task  confided 
to  us.  We  were  handed  over  a  certain 
proposal  ma'^e  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, and  asked  on  the  part  of  the  Home 
Government  to  say — 

^'Is  there  sufficient  reason  why  we  should 
not  assent  to  these  proposals  of  the  Indian  Go« 
vernment  ?  And  if  you  think  they  should  be 
assented  to  with  a  difference,  tell  us  what  the 
difference  is  which  you  susrgest  should  be  in- 
troduced into  their  plans  ? " 

We  were  entirely  debarred  from  going 

outside  the  question  of  considering  the 

particular   plan ;    and  my  noble  Friend 

Lord   Farrer    and  Sir  Reginald   Welby 

made  an  addition  to  our  final 
Report,  in  which  they  called 
attention  to  the  limitation  of  the  issue 
submitted  to  our  consideration,  and 
stated  that  in  consequence  of  that  limita- 
tion they  had  not  entered  upon  the  ex- 
amination of  questions  that  otherwise 
might  have  occupied  our  attention.  I  also, 
in  an  additional  note,  called  attention  to 
the  limitation,  and  I  took  occasion  very 
briefly  to  say  I  thought,  although  bound 
by  that,  that  our  examination  oif  the  real 
issue  was  very  imperfect  in  consequence 
of  our  examination  being  so  limited  ;  be- 


cause it  appeared  to  me  if  we  were  really 
to  examine  the  whole  question  as  trustees, 
guardians,  and  controllers  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  we  should  not  only  ex- 
amine the  plan  which  the  Government 
of  India  submitted  to  our  consideration, 
but  we  were  also  bound  to  take  into 
consideration  any  aiUion  of  our  own 
which  interfered  wiih  a  freer  choice  oh 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  India,  so 
that  if  our  action  interfered  with  what 
might  be  a  benefit  to  the  Government  of 
India  we  should  reconsider  that  action. 
It  has  been  confessed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  what  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  proposed  to  us  for  examina- 
tion was  by  no  means  their  first  choice. 
If  they  could  have  had  any  kind  of  hope  of 
obtaining  from  the  Government  at  home 
any  prospect  whatever  of  the  considera- 
tion of  a  bimetallic  agreement  that 
was  what  they  would  desire.  That  was 
what  they  urged  again  and  again, 
and  it  was  only  when  they  were 
reduced  to  what  we  may  call  practically 
a  state  of  despair  that  they  fell  back  on 
the  plan  submitted  to  us,  and  they  said — 
"Since  you  will  not  accede  to  what  we 
desire,  then  let  us  take  some  other 
action."  As  the  Government  at  home  is 
specially  charged  with  the  care  and  sur- 
veillance of  what  is  done  in  India,  they 
should  feel  no  desire  to  shirk  that 
which  India  itself  desires ;  and  if 
they  will  reconsider  the  evidence  before 
them,  and  the  opinions  and  dis- 
positions of  other  Governments  and  of 
other  nations,  I  think  they  will  have 
reason  to  believe  they  are  the  main  sub- 
stantial obstacles  to  doing  something 
which  would  more  strictly  meet  what  we 
know  to  be  the  desire  of  the  Indian 
Government.  Putting  that  aside,  the 
Committee  had  to  consider  whether  the 
scheme  submitted  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment was  practicable,  and  whether,  if 
practicable  in  its  essence,  they  could 
mould  its  form  in  any  way  so  as  to 
remove  any  objections  which  might 
apply  to  it  in  its  orignal  shape.  The 
proposal  was  simply  this  :  to  stop  the 
free  coinage  of  silver,  and,  if  necessary,  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  that  coin  in  circula- 
tion so  as  to  bring  the  rupee  to  bear  a  strict 
relation  to  the  value  of  a  sovereign. 
They  suggested  that  that  could  be  done, 
in  the  first  place,  by  refusing  the  free 
coinage  of  silver  and  limiting  the  quan- 
tity in  circulation,  and  also  by  admitting 
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the  Bovereiifn  as  a  legal  tender,  or  receiv- 
ing it  at  the  Treasurj  as  the  equivalent 
to  a  certaJD  iiumher  of  rupees — giving 
mpees  in  exchange  for  gold,  but  sot 
giTing  gold  ill  exchange  for  rupees.  The 
argnment  of  tlie  luiliao  Govcraroeot 
va£  that  if  you  go  on  reducing  the  stock 
Cif  rupees  in  circulation,  you  will  Wing 
up  the  value  of  the  individual  rupee,  so 
that  iu  the  end  you  may  make  10  rupees 
worth  no  more  thau  a  sovereign,  and 
persons  will  be  willing  to  come — if 
you  make  that  an  operation  of  trade — 
and  give  a  sovereign,  receiving  lOrupees 
in  exchange.  I  do  not  say  the  Indian 
Govemipent  proposed  to  screw  up  the 
rupee  to  this  extent  ;  I  am  only  stating 
their  principle  broadly,  so  as  to  be  better 
Dnderstood.  Some  hon.  Members  will 
think  it  an  extravagant  supposition  that 
you  could  by  any  possibility  bring  about 
Buch  a  state  of  things  ns  would  make 
the  rupee  again  worth  2b,  and  so 
restric^t  the  circulation  of  the  rupee  as 
to  bring  it  up  to  the  gold  standard. 
Whether  practicable  or  not  we  did,  in  our 
consideration  of  the  question,  lay  it  down 
as  a  guiding  principle  and  idea  of  our 
Report  and  of  action  which  would  bo  takes 
upon  it  that  we  would  do  as  little  as 
possible  to  disturb  the  present  value  of 
the  rupee.  We  said,  in  effect,  we  will 
not  screw  it  up  to  a  greater  value, 
much  less  screw  it  up  to  2s. ;  but  we  will, 
if  possible,  take  it  where  it  is  and  stereo- 
type its  actual  value  at  the  moment.  And 
that  was  practically  what  we  proposed. 
We  assented  to  the  proposal  ibat 
the  Government  should  stop  the 
mintage  of  rupees  at  once  ;  and 
if  they  were  willing  to  excliaugc 
rupees  for  sovereigns  at  the  rate  of  15 
rupees  to  the  sovereign  they  could  after- 
wards, if  necessary,  reduce  the  stock  of 
rupees  so  that  the  rupee  would  come  up 
to  Is.  4d.  Experience  justifies  these  con- 
clusions. France  has  got  an  enormous 
gold  and  silver  circulation,  but  the 
minting  of  silver  has  been  stopped  there. 
There  is  an  enormous  silver  circulatiou 
in  France,  and  yet  there  is  practically  no 
depreciation  in  the  franc.  Twenty-live 
fraucB  are  still  equal  to  one  sovereign, 
and  the  relatlou  of  the  franc  to  gold  is 
kept  up  in  spite  of  (he  enormous  quantity 
of  silver  by  the  stoppage  of  tbe  free 
coinagcof  silver.  You  cannot  get  in  France, 
as  a  matter  of  right,  gold  in  exchange 
for  silver.  You  must  go  and  ask  for  it, 
Mr.  Courtney 


and  you  may  have  to  give  a  small 
premium  in  order  to  get  it ;  but  gold  and 
silver  do  circulate  together  without  any 
trace  of  a  discount  of  the  one  in  relation 
to  the  other.  We  helieve  that  can  be 
done  in  India  which  has  been  done  in 
France.  It  has  also  been  done  in 
Hollaud  and  in  ber  Batavian  Colonies. 
There  the  circumstances  arc  identical 
with  the  circumstances  of  India,  though 
the  area  is  less  and  the  transactions  and 
proportions  of  currency  smaller.  The 
Dutch  guilder  circulates  in  the  Dutch 
East  Indies  as  an  article  of  value  at  ■ 
fixed  relation  to  gold  simply  because  the 
Dutch  have  stopped  the  coinage  of  guilders 
iu  order  to  keep  silver  at  that  fixed 
value.  This  experiment  is  now  to  be 
tried  in  India,  and  I  deprecate  any  eon- 
elusions  being  prematurely  drawn  as  to 
what  the  result  will  be.  Of  course,  it 
bos  a  great  effect  upon  men's  minds ;  and 
for  a  little  time  some  people  lost  tbeir 
heads,  the  value  of  things  went  down, 
and  the  markets  became  entirely  dis- 
organised. Such  things  will  occur.  They 
throw  little  light  on  the  ultimate  settle- 
ment, I  am  ratlicr  surprised  that  the  rapes 
has  already  got  so  near  Is.  4d. ;  but  allow 
time  to  pass  so  as  to  permit  the  stock  of 
coined  silver  to  diminish,  and  it  will 
assuredly  work  up  to  Is.  4d.,  just  as  it 
has  done  in  France  and  Holland.  I 
think  the  proposals  of  the  Committee  are 
not  open  to  tlie  grave  charges  that  have 
been  made  against  them  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sleaford,  for  they  have  left 
things  as  they  were,  although  they  have, 
undoubtedly,  prevented  a  further  depi«- 
ciatiou  in  the  rupee.  With  regard  to  the 
immense   amount  of  uncoined  silver  in 
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of  course,  not  be  affected  by  the  action 
the  Government  has  taken.  Some  figures 
given  in  the  Report  are  very  instructive, 
and  much  more  important  than  the  vague 
estimates  put  forward  by  witnesses,  and 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Sleaford.  I  have  now  before  me  a  state- 
ment of  the  imports  and  exports  of  silver 
into  British  India  from  1870  to  1893, 
arranged  in  quinquennial  periods.  The 
statement  abo  gives  the  amount  of  coined 
silver.  The  first  quinquenium  shows  that 
the  net  silver  imports  were  valued  at 
3,063,000  tens  of  rupees,  and  the  amount 
coined  was  Rx.2,93 1,000,  nearly  the  same 
amount.  In  the  next  quinquennium  the ' 
net  imports  of  silver  were  Rx 7,000,000, 
the  amount  coined  Rx.8,490,000.  And  so 
I  might  go  on.  But  the  total  result  for 
that  period  is  that  the  net  imports  of  silver 
were  Rx.  165,000,000,  and  the  amount 
coined  Rx.  152,500,000.  Therefore,  by  far 
the  greater  part  of  the  silver  poured  into 
India  has  gone  into  the  Mints  and  come 
oat  in  tlie  form  of  coined  rupees,  which 
will  not  be  subject  to  depreciation,  but  to 
appreciation,  for,  as  the  currency 
is  contracted,  the  rupee  will  go  up. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London  favours  a  plan  of 
import  duty.  We  have  no  doubt  an 
affection  for  our  own  offspring.  It  was 
proposed  by  him  in  the  form  of  a  fixed 
percentage  ad  valorem  on  silver  imported 
into  India.  That,  no  doubt,  would  have 
the  effect  of  adding  a  certain  percentage 
to  the  value  of  silver  in  British  India ; 
but  it  would  leave  altogether  untouche<l 
the  range  of  variations  between  silver  and 
gold.  They  would  go  up  and  down  as 
they  do  now,  and  the  ratio  of  variation 
between  the  two  would  be  subject  to 
continual  alteration.  What  is  intended 
and  desired  is  to  have  a  steadiness  of  re- 
lations between  them,  and  that  cannot 
possibly  be  secured  by  the  proposal  of 
^J  right  hon.  Friend.  There  is 
another  plan  which  is  extremely  in- 
genious, and  which  altogether  avoids  any 
interference  with  the  internal  stock  of 
silver  in  India,  and  for  which  something 
"Day  be  said.  It  is  the  plan  that  silver 
should  be  freely  received  at  the  Mints 
from  day  to  day,  but  subject  always  to  a 
variation  of  issue,  so  that  the  amount  of 
rupees  given  out  in  exchange  for  the  new 
•UTer  brought   iu  would  be  reduced  in 

rupees   given  out  should 
^6  same  value  in  relation 
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to  gold.  There  must  be  a  constant 
variation  in  thQ  seniorage  on  the 
silver  in  order  to  attain  that  object. 
If  the  silver  fell  to  one-half  of  its 
former  value,  the  rupees  given  out  would 
be  one-half  the  number  formerly  given 
out.  This  is  a  scheme  which  requires 
much  care,  and,  in  effect,  it  would  only 
bring  about  precisely  what  is  to  be 
brought  about  by  the  scheme  which  we 
thought  we  could  not  recommend  the 
Government  to  withhold  its  assent  from 
— that — namely,  to  give  to  the  coined 
rupee  a  fixed  although  an  artificial 
value  in  relation  to  gold.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Man- 
chester (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who  delivered 
a  speech  of  extreme  lucidity  on  the  sub- 
ject, spoke  of  the  present  situation  of 
the  silver  currency  in  India  as  one  quite 
unparalleled.  Now,  it  is  really  not  un- 
paralleled, inasmuch  as  that  there  is 
something  very  like  it  in  the  situation, 
not  merely  of  the  currency  of  Holland, 
but  of  France.  The  value  of  the  5-franc 
piece  in  France  is  not  determined  by 
that  amount  of  silver  in  that  piece.  It 
bears  an  artificial  value  through  the 
limitation  and  stoppage  of  the  coinage  of 
silver  in  France.  Nor  do  I  think  he 
himself  has  prescribed  exactly  the  limits 
within  which  this  variation  will  work. 
Of  course,  the  upper  limit  is  the  limit  of 
1 8.  4d.  The  lower  limit  would  be  defined, 
of  course,  by  the  value  of  raw  silver 
itself.  If  the  Indian  Government  sur- 
reptitiously and  secretly  took  to  coining 
rupees,  that  would  entirely  defeat  what  is 
the  object  of  that  Government.  They 
would  get  a  little  gain  from  that  coinage, 
no  doubt ;  but  their  desire  is  to  screw  up 
the  rupee  in  order  that  their  rents  may 
be  maintained — that  their  revenue  may 
not  fail  would  be  entirely  defeated ; 
and  you,  therefore,  have  the  best 
possible  guarantee  that  they  will  not 
do  anything  to  depreciate  the  rupee. 
The  superior  amount  is  Is.  id.,  and  the 
inferior  amount  is  the  price  of 
the  rupee  at  the  time  of  the 
stoppage  of  the  Mints  to  free  coinage ; 
and  it  will  gradually  pass  from  that 
limit,  say.  Is.  3d.,  by  the  reduction  of 
the  quantity  iu  circulation,  until  it  comes 
up  to  Is.  4d.  When  it  comes  up  to  Is.  4d* 
the  circulation  will  become  automatic ;  for 
then  it  would  be  worth  while  for  the 
Government  to  buy  silver  and  coin 
rupees,  since  it  would  be  worth  while  for 
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people  to  bring  gold  sovereigns  and  ex- 
change til  em  for  rupees  so  coined.     You 
secure  a  gold  standard  bj  that  process, 
because  you  have  the  rupee  brought  to 
an  artificial  fixed  relation  to  gold,  and 
gold  to  rupees.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  only  one 
more  observation  to  make.    There  is  on^ 
question  demanding  the  attention  of  the 
House — namely,  how  far  the  money  tran- 
sactions of  the  world  should  be  attached 
to  one  metal,  even  if  that  metal  has  not 
appreciated  ;  but  that  question  was  not 
before  us.    The  Currency  Committee  had 
no     choice — they    were     compelled     to 
answer  the  question  put  before  them,  and 
in  answering  it  I  take  leave  to  say  they 
took  precautions  to  avoid  the  difficulties 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sleaford,  and  indicated  by 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  London  University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock). 
Mr.   VICARY   GIBBS    (Herts,  St. 
Albans)  said,  he  thought  there  was  one 
fallacy  into  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin  had  fallen, 
and  that  was  in  saying  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee  had  only  kept 
things  where  they  were,  and  could  be  said 
not  to  aggravate  the  evil.    It  was  perfectly 
true  that  it   had   kept   the   rupee   from 
falling ;    but    the   mischief  from   which 
trade  was  suffering  was  not  the  deprecia- 
tion of  the  rupee,  but  of  silver,  and  that 
depreciation  had  been  very  much  aggra- 
vated by  the  action  of  the  Government. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  com- 
plained of  time  being  occupied  on  this 
matter  for  Party  purposes  to  keep  them 
from  more  important  matters.     ["  Hear, 
hear  !  "]      He   saw  that    anothek*  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  not  been  present 
during    the   Debate   took  advantage  of 
that   remark    of   his.       ["  Question  ! "] 
He  imagined  that  this  was  very  much  to 
the  question.     It  was  very  much  to  the 
question  whether  or  not  this  was  a  matter 
of  as  great  importance  as  the  giving  of 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland.     He  considered, 
speaking  now  not  as  a  Party  man  at  all, 
but  as  a  merchant,  that  it  was  of  more 
importance   to   a   large  number   of    his 
constituents  and  others  in  this  country 
who    had    placed   their  investments   in 
silver-using  countries,  and  who  constantly 
found  their   property  immensely  depre- 
ciated by  the  action  of  this  Government. 
Moreover,  when  they   were   blamed   for 
bringing  forward  this  question,  let  it  be 
i^membered    that    they    never    had  an 
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opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion 
on  this  action  before  it  was  taken.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a  speech 
of  considerable   duration,  did  not  touch 
the  points  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for   Sleaford   against    this   measure. 
Let  him  remind  the  House  again  of  some 
of  these  objections.     One  of  them  was 
that  it  would  establish  a  false  system  of 
coinage  in  India.     Not  a  word  was  said 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
defence  of  that  course.     It  was  perfectly 
true  that  when  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition said  that  such  a  course  was  unfor- 
tunate he    said  "  No,  no  !  ^    but    in  a 
speech  of  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  when 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether 
or  not  it   was   unfortunate,  he   did   not 
touch  that  question  for  a  moment.  Then 
let  them  take  another  point — the  injury 
to  the  people  of  India  who  had  hoards  of 
uncoined  silver  or  silver  ornaments.  That 
was  a  point  which  was  touched  upon  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney),  who  said  that  the  bulk  of  the 
-hoards  of  the  Prince  of  Scinde  or  other 
Princes   was  found  to  be  not  uncoined 
but  rupees,  and  that,  consequently,  such  a 
hoard  would  not  be  affected-  in  any  way 
by  the  passing  of  this  measure.     But  he 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that   those   of   them   who  believed  that 
there   was  a  large  amount  of  hoards  of 
uncoined   silver   in   India   believed  that 
these  were  the  hoards  of  the  peasantry 
of   India  represented  by  the  ornaments 
worn  by    their  wives  and  children  ;  and^ 
consequently,  that    what  was   the  case 
with  large  Indian  Potentates  would  not 
really    disprove     what     were     believed 
to   be   the   practices   of    the    peasantry 
and    common    people    of    the    country. 
Then  there  was  the  question   of  trade. 
People   who    had   placed    their    invest- 
ments in   silver-using  countries  had  sud- 
denly  found   their   property    immensely 
depreciated  by  the  action  of  Her  Majesty *s 
Government,  and  very  serious  injury  had^ 
at  the  same  time,  been  done  to  the  trade 
of  the  country.     Another  point  to  which 
the   attention  of   the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  called,  but  which  he  did 
not  deal  with,  was  the  aggravation  which 
would  be  caused  in  the  general  scramble 
for  gold.      It   was   perfectly    true  that 
there  would  be  no  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  Indian  Government  to  form  a  reserve 
of  gold  ;  but  it  was  equally  true  that 
their  action  tended  still  farther  to  depre- 
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date  silver,  and  to  do  away  with  silver 
as  cufTeDcj.     Ought  they  oot  to  consider 
whether  the  Sherman  Act  would  be  in- 
jnrions  or  the  reverse  to  this  country  ? 
However  strong  an  admirer  one  might 
be  of  a  system,  he  would  say  that  it  was 
undesirable  for  one  nation  to  inflict  injury 
upon  another  as  regarded  silver.     There 
certainly  seemed  to  him  to  be  one  advan- 
tage, and   one  only,  which   had  accrued 
from   the  action  of   the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, and  that  was  that  it  had  proved 
conclnsively    the   extent   to   which   the 
valne  of  metals  depended  upon  their  use 
as    currency.     The   Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  had  jeered  at  them,  and  said 
they  should  not  be  so  angry  were  it  not 
that  they  knew  that  this  was  the  death- 
blow   to   bimetallism.      But  bimetallists 
themselves  did  not  think  so.     He  saw  a 
bimetallist     opposite   him — a   supporter 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — who  agreed 
with    him   entirely  in   saying   that  this 
proved  the  cardinal  proposition  advanced 
by  biwetallists,    that    gold   and     silver 
differed  from  every  other  commodity   in 
this  :  that  their  value  must  be  artiflcial 
because    their   value   depended    on   the 
action  of  the  law  in  issuing  them,  or  not 
issuing  them,  as   currency.      Therefore, 
the   objection   to   this   matter   was    not 
because  it  gave  a   blow  to  bimetallists, 
but  because  it  had  all  the  disadvantages 
urged     against    bimetallism,   rightly   or 
wrongly,  and  lacked  the  stability  which 
would  be  gained  by  International  concord. 
He  would  not  further  detain  the  House, 
but  he  was  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  agree  with  him    that 
one  who  was  engaged  himself  in   com- 
merce and  had  an  hereditary  interest  in 
this  question  had  a  right  to  say   a  few 
words,    however   imperfectly    he   might 
express  himself  on  the  subject.     He  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  the  Government 
had  any  malignant  intention  of  robbing 
the  people  of  India.     He  recognised  that 
they  had  acted  at   the    request  of   the 
Indian   Government ;    but  he  held  they 
were  not  doing  it  at  the  wish    of  the 
Indian  Government,  any  more  than  they 
could  say  that  a  condemned  man  who 
had  the  choice  given  him  of  being  hanged 
or  shot   and  chose  the    latter    method 
"  wished  to  be  shot."     The  Indian  Go- 
vernment  saw  they  were  going    to   be 
^nkrupt   if  they  did  not  take  action  ; 
they  knew  that  our  Government  would 
Qot  allow  them  to    take   the  measures 


which  they  believed  would  be  for  their 
advantage — which  had  been  pointed  out 
by  Sir  David  Barbour — they  saw  they 
were  between  the  devil  and  the  deep 
sea,  and  they  chose  the  deep  sea. 

•Mh.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me  in  uttering  a  few  words  on  the  great 
question  before  it.  I  think  the  House 
has  not  for  many  year:»  past  discussed  a 
matter  so  pregnant  with  great  conse- 
quences as  that  we  are  now  considering. 
Undoubtedlv  it  is  a  misfortune  that  in 
order  to  bring  the  subject  forward  we  have 
had  to  interfere  with  another  great  and 
interesting  discussion  ;  but  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  this  matter  is  of 
even  greater  importance  than  Home  Rule. 
At  any  rate,  our  discussion  on  the  subject 
now  is  opportune,  because  the  Parliament 
of  America  has  just  re-assembled  for  the 
purpose,  almost  the  exclusive  purpose,  of 
considering  the  same  important  question. 
And  we  know  that  in  India  there  is  the 
keenest  interest  felt  as  to  what  will  be 
the  ultimate  result  of  the  clauses  pro- 
posed to  be  introduced  there.  Both  the 
East  and  the  West  are  wrestling  at  the 
same  time  with  this  great  currency 
problem.  I  can  imagine  no  subject 
more  suitable  for  Parliament  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
opinion  upon  than  this.  It  was  with  the 
greatest  amazement  that  I  heard  of  the 
measures  which  the  Government  had 
consented  to  and  sanctioned  with  regard 
to  India.  They  contain  three  proposi- 
tions. The  first  is  to  tamper  with  the 
currency ;  the  second  is,  in  some  rough  kind 
of  way,  to  fix  the  ratio  between  the  two  pre- 
cious metals,  or,  at  any  rate,  between  the 
rupee  and  the  sovereign,  and,  in  the  third 
place,  they  propose  to  do  this  by  means  of 
the  most  artificial  character,  resting 
upon  no  solid  principle — no  principle 
of  finality,  and  no  principle,  so  far  as 
I  know,  that  has  ever  been  recognised  and 
applied  in  any  civilised  State  in  the 
world  before.  And  if  I  was  amazed  at  the 
proposals,  I  was  still  more  amazed  at  the 
source  from  which  they  came.  It  is  within 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  many 
months  ago,  held  up  his  hands  in  pious 
horror  at  the  bare  idea  of  tampering 
with  the  currency,  and  mocked  at  the 
idea  of  artificially  raising  the  value  of 
silver,  and  still  more  at  the  idea  of  giving 
a  ratio.      But  now  the  Government  of 
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which  he  is  the  financial  head  has  come 
forward  and  proposed  to  do  these  verj 
things.      I  do  not  know  where   to  turn 
for  an  instance  of  grosser  inconsistency. 
The  action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer  on  the  one  hand,  and  his  recent 
utterances  with  regard  to  this  matter  on 
the  other,  are  in  extremest  opposition. 
What  is  it  that  the  Government  propose  to 
do  ?     Thej  propose  to  tamper  with  the 
currency,  and   for  the  purpose  of   their 
experiment  they  have  chosen  a  nation  six 
times  as  populous  as  our  own,  and  a  help- 
less nation — a  nation  which  is  dependent 
upon  us,  which  has  not  an  articulate  voice 
to  speak  for  itself.      It  is  proposed    in 
this  wild  and  reckless  experiment  to  con- 
tract their  currency.    If  hon.  Gentlemen 
marked  the  description  of  the  proposed 
new  system  which  was  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney), 
they     would     notice     that     he     dwelt 
again   and   again   on   the  fact  that  the 
essence  of  this  system  is  to  contract  the 
currency — tb  artificially  lessen  the  num- 
ber of  rupees,  the   ordinary  circulating 
medium,  and  the  standard  money  of  the 
people  of  India.  I  have  read  the  Report  of 
the  Currency   Commission,  and  I  notice 
that  they  say  that  in  India  the  rupee  has 
shown  signs  of  redundancy.     What  does 
that  mean  ?     The  real  meaning  of  it  is 
that  the  poor  ryot  toiling  in  the  burning 
sun  to  earn  the  rupees  with  which  to  pay 
the  landowner,  and  the  Government  tax, 
and  the   money   lenders,  is  getting  his 
rupees   a  little  too  easily.     They  do  not 
cost  him  toil  enough,  so  the  Government 
has  interfered   to  increase  his  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  money  without  which  he 
cannot  pay  his  way.     The  Government, 
with    heartless    and    almost    incredible 
cruelty,  are  deliberately  going  to  increase 
the    ryot's    difficulty    in   obtaining    his 
rupees,  and  to  depreciate  the  value  of  his 
produce.     Every  rupee   the  unfortunate 
tiller  in  that  country  obtains  with  which 
to  pay  his  way  he  has  to  buy,  and  to  buy 
with  his  labour ;  he  is  not  born  with  silver 
rupees  in  his  mouth,  but  only  with  hands 
and  arms  with  which  to  labour  for  them. 
And  now  a  Liberal  Government,  of  all 
Governments,  has  interfered  and  tampered 
with  these   poor   and    helpless   people's 
money  in  a  way  which  will  increase  the 
toil  they  will    have  to   give  to  procure 
the   means   of   paying  their  debts    and 
rent  and  taxes.     Besides  that,  the   un- 
coined silver  which  some  of  them  hold — 
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which,   whatever  be  the  exact  amouDt, 
is  unquestionably  a  very  large  quantity — 
is  also  artificially  depreciated  in  it*  money 
value    by   the  same    change;    and   tbe 
produce  of  the  fields,  the  great  wealth 
of  India,  is  to  be  depreciated  in   price 
by  the  arbitrary  limitation  of  the  number 
of    rupees.     What   is  now  proposed  in 
India  may  do  something  to   lessen   the 
difference  between    the  sovereign-usiiig 
and    the     rupee-using     countries;     but 
it   will  create  a    now   chasm    between 
China   and  other   countries   where    the 
rupee    is    not    legal   tender    but   silver 
is.     The   Indian  people,   who,    by    the 
plentiful    supply   of   silver,   have    been 
spared,  during  the  last  20  years,  many 
miseries  which  England  has  been  going 
through  while  gold  has  been  appreciating, 
will  now  have  all  the  difficulties  of  an 
appreciating  standard  artificially  imposed 
upon  them.    I  think  it  is  a  grave  respon- 
sibility for  the  Government  to  treat  them 
thus  ;  and  it  is  monstrously  inconsistent 
for  a  Government  which  does  not  believe 
in  artificial  changes  of  values,  or  in  any 
tampering  with  the  currency,  to  introduce 
a  mighty  change  like  this,  which  opens  a 
new  train  of  evils  such  as  these  I  have  de- 
scribed.    To  my  mind  what  is  even  more 
astonishing  is  that  this  enormous  change 
— the  ultimate  issue  of  which  no  man  can 
foresee— has  been  madewithout consulting 
Parliament,  though  Parliament  was  sitting 
at  that  very  time,  and  we  all  know  that 
this  Parliament  contains  many  hon.  and 
right   hon.  Gentlemen   who   thoroughly 
understand  monetary  questions   and  the 
enormous  importance  of  making  changes 
in  the  standard  of  value.    It  astonishes  me 
that  this  should  have  been  done  without 
giving  them  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion,  and  of  assisting  the  Govern- 
ment by   their  counsel  and  advice.     In 
dealing  with  the  unquestioned  difficulty 
in  which  India  was  placed  the  Government 
have  rusheil  headlong  into  this  mad  and 
rash  change,  which  has  plunged  the  mone- 
tary world  into  confusion,  and  may  lead 
to  the  very  gravest  world-wide  disasters. 
I  think  their  conduct  is  worthy  of  tbe 
severest  reprobation.     Now  let  me  turn 
for  a  moment   to  the    effect   that   this 
change  will  have  in  gold  standard  coun- 
tries.    The  great  economical  fact  of  tbe 
last   15  years,  as  will  be  more   clearly 
realised  as  years  go   by,  has  been   the 
steady   appreciation   of  gold.     As  Lord 
Beaconsfield    said    in    187d— ''Gold  it 
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appreciating     every     day,     and     as     it 
appreciates   the  lower    become   prices.'* 
Anybody   who   measures   the    value   of 
gold  by  commodities  will  find  that  gold 
has  appreciated  50  per  cent,  since  then, 
and  all  the  facts  in  our  experience  during 
recent  years  confirm  the  fact  that  gold  is 
rising  in  value.     It  is  owing  to  this  that 
those   who   possess   mortgaged    land  or 
houses     find     the     mortgage     steadily 
swallowing   up   the  whole   of  the   pro- 
perty.    Many  who  have  got  a  long  lease 
of  farms,  &c.,  and  have  so  agreed  to  pay 
yearly  a  certain  amount  of  money,  have 
found   the    value  of  gold    mounting  up 
so,  and  the  value  of  produce  going  down 
so,  that  they  have  not  been  able  to  pay 
their  rents,  and  have  been  broken.      The 
Irish  fanners  have  found  this  with  their 
Court-fixed    rents,    fixed  for   15   vears. 
And  they  now  have  to  face  a  still  greater 
danger;  tney  are  buying  the  land  and 
eotering  into  a  contract  to  pay  a  certain 
amount  of  gold  yearly  for  49  years.     If 
the  appreciation  of  gold   goes   on,   the 
inevitable  effect  will  be  that  the  value  of 
produce   will  become   so   low   that   the 
arrangement    will    break   down   through 
the  inability   of  the   buyer   to  pay,  as 
Archbishop   Walsh  has  clearly   pointed 
out  in  a  recent  pamphlet.  This  action  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  Indian  currency 
can  have  no  other  effect  in  regard  to  gold 
than  to  increase  itsappreciation,^m  which 
we  have  already  suffered  such  grievous 
effects.   It  appears  to  me  that  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  understand  what  they  are 
doing.     They  have  struck  a  terrible  blow 
at  the  poor  farmer  in  the  East  with  one 
hand,    increasing     his     difficulties    and 
lowering    the  value  of  his  produce,  and 
with  the  other  they  smite  in  the  same 
way  the  farmers  in  the  West  and  in  our 
Colonies,  who  are  surrounded  by  sufficient 
difficulties  already.     I  am  very  glad  to 
have  had    an    opportunity  of   saying   a 
word  or  two  upon  this  question  ;  and  I 
do  hope  that  the  gentlemen  who  sit  on 
these  Benches,   below   and   around   me, 
will  incorporate  along  with  their  political 
objects  the  all-important  one  of  removing 
all  restrictions  from   our  Mints,  and  so 
relieving  the  agricultural  and  other  toilers 
of  the  realm.     The  Prime  Minister  has 
heen  identified  with  many  great  reforms  ; 
and  if  he  could  only  be  got  to  discern 
the  fact  that  our  standard  of  value  is  no 
longer  a  fixed   and  steady  one,  but  an 
instrument  cruelly  and  increasingly  op- 
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pressive  to  the  debtor  and  almost  equally 
hurtful  to  the  producer,  and  would  try  to 
bring  about  a  re-marriage  of  King  Gold 
and  Queen  Silver,  who  together  reigned 
so  long  over  the  nations  of  the  earth,  he 
would,  I  am  sure,  be  doing  something 
which  would  be  to  the  great  and  lasting 
benefit  of  all  mankind.  I  hope  the 
Government  will   reconsider  the   course 


they  have  taken  with  regard  to  India, 
and  will  include  in  their  enlightened 
advocacy  of  the  principle  of  Free  Trade 
the  no  less  important  principle  of  free 
Mints. 

•Mr.  NAOROJI  (Finsbury,  Central)  : 
I  wish  to  offer  a  few  observations.  What 
was  the  first  necessity  from  which  this 
agitation  began  ?     That  there  ought  to 
be   a   gold   currency   or   a   stoppage   of 
coinage.     There  are  two  considerations, 
and  India  has  one  peculiar  consideration, 
and  that  is  that  it  has  to  remit  to  this 
coimtry,    whether   rightly  or    wrongly, 
a  certain  sum  of  money  yearly— namely, 
£19,000,000  in  gold.  Whatever  you  make 
of  silver  in  India,  as  far  as  the  people  of 
India  are  concerned,  they  do  not  benefit 
in  the  slightest  wivy  in  the  remittances  to 
this  country,  because  they  have  to  remit 
a  certain  quantity  of  produce,  which  ought 
to  be  able  to  provide  £19,000,000  worth 
of  gold  in  order  to  pay  for  the  Home 
charges.      Therefore,    any    effort   made 
of    changing    or    tampering    with     the 
currency,  or  any  other  plan  devised,  will 
have  no  effect  whatever  on  the  necessity 
of  sending  a  certain  quantity  of  produce 
according  to  the  price  of  gold.     If  gold 
rises  in  value,  they  (the  Indian  people) 
will  have  to  send  so  much  more  produce  ; 
if  it  falls,  they  will  have  to  send  so  much 
the  less,  be  the  proportion  of  silver  what 
it   may  in   India.     In   that  respect  the 
argument,  and  the   principal   argument, 
held  out  by  the  currency  people  and  those 
who  advocated  the   restriction  of  silver 
coinage — namely,   that    it   would   be    a 
benefit  to  the  people  in  India  to  restrict 
the  coinage — is  not  borne  out  by  the  facts. 
Nothing  of  the  kind  will  happen  ;  the 
people   of   India    will    have  to   send   a 
certain  quantity  of  produce  in  accordance 
with  the  price  of  gold.    So  far,  therefore, 
the    unique   political    position  of  India, 
which  has  caused  all  this  difficulty  and 
the  embarrassing  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, is   not  in  the   slightest   way  im- 
proved  by   the   plan    the    Government 
have  adopted.    The  agitation  began  from 
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the  loss  that  the  Europeans  in  India 
began  to  suffer  for  their  remittances  to 
this  country.  No  such  agitation  arose 
between  China  and  England,  or  any 
other  country  which  had  not  to  make 
any  compulsory  and  political  remit- 
tances in  gold.  The  original  agitation  in 
favour  of  the  appreciation  of  silver  began 
with  the  European  servants,  who  desired 
to  have  some  change  in  order  that  they 
should  receive  some  higher  exchange 
for  their  remittances  than  the  value  of 
silver  allowed.  Now,  on  that  point  the 
Government  of  India  made  up  its  mind. 
The  Government  of  India  wanted  to  give 
some  higher  or  fixed  exchange  to  the 
Indian  officials  for  their  own  remittances 
only.  Now,  that  was  bad  enough,  and 
from  this  place  I  have  complained  of 
that.  The  Government  of  India  have 
not  paid  the  slightest  consideration 
to  the  effect  it  would  have  on  the  people 
of  India.  But  what  is  the  result  of  the 
new  arrangement  ?  Here  is  a  rupee 
artificially  made  worth  Is.  4d.,  whereas 
its  real  worth  may  be  Is.,  Is.  Id.,  or 
Is.  2d.  The  change,  or  whatever  the 
difference  will  l>e,  is  not  merely  a  gain 
to  these  Indian  officials  for  that  portion 
of  their  salaries  which  thev  have  to 
remit  to  this  country,  but  it  is  an 
advancement  of  their  whole  salary.  And 
not  only  all  the  Europeans,  but  all  the 
native  servants,  have  a  higher  value 
rupee  paid  for  their  salary  in  place  of 
that  which  financially  the  price  of  silver 
would  admit.  The  result  is,  therefore, 
that  this  wonld-be  remedy  is  a  pure  loss 
to  the  unfortunate  taxpayer  of  India,  for 
he  will  have  to  find  so  many  more  valuable 
rupees  in  order  to  pay  every  servant  so 
much  more  than  his  salary  is.  Suppose 
my  salary  is  worth  100  rupees,  I  would 
receive  100  rupees,  the  artificial  value  of 
which  will  be  110  rupees.  And  this  will 
apply  to  all  salaries.  In  that  way, 
therefore,  there  would  be  an  extreme 
disadvantage,  and  the  wretched  taxpayer 
will  have  to  find  the  difference.  Next, 
suppose  you  take  a  man  who  has  to  pay 
an  assessment  of  10  rupees,  and  to  pay 
those  10  rupees  to  the  Government  he 
has  to  sell  part  of  his  produce.  Now,  in 
order  to  pay  the  new  10  rupees,  he  will 
have  to  part  with  10  to  16  per  cent,  more 
produce  than  he  formerly  did.  In  every 
way,  therefore,  it  is  the  taxpayer  that  has 
to  suffer  the  loss  arising  from  the  mistake 
that  the  Government  have  made  in  adopt- 

Mr.  Naorofi 


ing  this  policy.  The  Government  L» 
fortunate  in  one  respect :  that  the  injury 
that  will  be  done  through  their  plans  hm» 
been,  to  a  certain  extent,  modified  bj 
what  is  now  happening  in  America,  a» 
many  mines  have  been  shut  up.  In 
America  now  there  is  also  a  chance  of 
abolishing  the  Sherman  Act,  and  the  result 
of  that  will  be,  of  course,  a  fell  in  the  price 
of  silver.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
repeal  of  the  Sherman  Act  stops  the 
American  miners  from  working  their 
mines,  that  will  save  India  from  the  mis- 
chief. Our  fate  depends  on  the  action 
of  the  United  States.  You  may  bring 
forth  any  quantity  of  abstract  argu- 
ment on  one  side  or  the  other.  The 
common  sense  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
plan  now  adopted  will  simply  be  an 
addition  to  the  burdens  of  the  taxpayer ; 
and  unless  it  fortunately  happens  that 
the  price  of  silver  rises  by  reductioQ 
in  it«  production  the  future  of  the 
Indian  taxpayer  will  be  certainly  very 
terrible  indeed.  I  want  to  say  tliat  the 
chief  defect  of  this  plan  is  that  it  wa» 
not  necessary  at  all ;  that  even  from  the 
Government  point  of  view  it  w««  not 
necessary  ;  but  that  as  the  plan  is  taken 
the  whole  effect  of  it  is  that  the  Indiaa 
taxpayer  will  have  to  suffer  a  great  deal 
of  loss  in  order  to  carry  it  out,  unless  he 
is  saved  by  the  rise  in  the  price  of  silver. 
There  are  many  fallacies  running  about 
— we  heard  one  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Men^J^r  for  Sleafoni 
(Mr,  Chaplin)— to  the  effect  that  the 
balance  of  trade  is  in  favour  of  India, 
and  that  fallacy  has  done  more  mischief 
and  harm  to  India  than  any  other  thing. 
I  cannot  now  enter  into  a  discussion  of  it^ 
but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show  some  time 
that  nothing  is  further  from  the  fact  than 
to  suppose  there  is  a  balance  of  trade  in 
favour  of  India.  I  do  not  want  to  take 
up  more  time,  but  I  want  to  sum  op 
that  the  result  of  the  present  system  will 
be  that  the  burden  of  taxation  upon  th« 
people  of  India  will  be  very  largely  in- 
creased, unless  the  silver  kings  of  the 
United  States  diminish  their  produciioii 
of  silver,  and  allow  the  price  of  silver  to 
rise.  But  all  these  artificial  methods 
adopted  by  Government  for  rauing 
the  price  of  silver  will  only  compli- 
cate the  currency ;  and  that  the  Fitwt 
Bench  should  be  ready  to  defend  ■ 
tampering  with  the  currency  in  India 
is,    to    my    mind,    a   very   tad    thisf. 
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I  will  make  just  one  remark  with  refer- 
ence to  the  position  of  India  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Front  Bench.     India  under 
the  Crown,  in  her  relations  with  the  Go- 
yemments  here,  whether  Conservative  or 
Liberal,  has,    in  one  respect,  been   very 
anfortunate  as  compared  with  the  time 
of  the    rule  of    the   Company.      When 
India  was    ruled   by   the   Company  the 
Company  came  before  the  House  as  before 
an  independent  tribunal.     Now  the  Front 
Bench  and  the  India  Office  are  so  much 
associated  and  identified  that  the  Front 
Bench  is  pat  in  the  false  position  of  defend- 
ing the  despotic,  secret,  and  irresponsible 
India  OflSee  in  everything  they  do.  The 
result  is,  India  is  not  able  to  get  that 
redress  and    that  independent  judgment 
of  an  independent  tribunal  which  she  got 
in  the  time   of   the  Company.     This  is 
made   much  worse    by   there   being   no 
periodical     overhauling    of    the    Indian 
Administration,  and  the  mischief  may  go 
on  increasing,  till,  perhaps,  a  day  may 
come  when  it  is  too  late  to  mend.      It  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  affairs 
of  the  India  Office  and  the  Government 
oflndiaoughtto  be  examined  periodically  ; 
for  this  simple  reason  :  that  the  House 
cannot  follow  the  business  or  events  of 
India  from   day  to  day.       The  House 
nittst       have      special       occasions       to 
study    and    understand    Indian    affairs, 
P&68    judgment    upon     them,    and     in- 
troduce necessary  reforms.     Why  should 
not  the  Front  Bench,  as  an  independent 
Wy,  sit    in  judgment   upon  the   India 
Office,  instead  of  always  sitting  there  in 
defence  of  the  India   Office,  no  matter 
whether  right  or  wrong  ?      It  is  a  false 
position,   and   injurious  to   India.      We 
believe  that  the  Government  have  made  a 
great  mistake  in  interfering  and  tamper- 
ing with  the  currency  unnecessarily.  We 
know  gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  are 
against  such  tampering  with  it ;  but  they 
*>^put  in  a  false  position,  and  they  have  to 
defend  the  very  thing  they  would  other- 
wise not  defend.  There  is  no  reason  what- 
ever why  the  currency  of  India  should  be 
Jumpered  withwhile  the  currency  of  Eng- 
jand  should  not   be   tampered  with.      I 
"<>pe    some     plan     may    be  devised  by 
which  the  Government  in  England  may 
Jecome  an  independent  tribunal    in   re- 
ference to  the  conduct  of  the  Govem- 
^^}     of     India,     and    may    hold   the 
^^^    Government     in     check,     and 
^'^*W  them  instead  of  defending  them 


in  everything  they  do.  The  present 
system  of  Indian  administration  is  in 
several  respects  very  injurious  to  India, 
and  whatever  is  injurious  to  India 
must  and  will  be  injurious  to  England. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn,"  put  accordingly,  and  •  nega- 
tived. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(No.  428.) 
CONSIDERATION.       [sECOND   NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

•Mr.  speaker  :    The   new   clause 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lanark  (Mr.   Parker  Smith)  is 
not  in  Order,  and  would  more  properly 
come  in  on  Clause  6  as  an  Amendment. 
Mr.   TOMLIXSON    (Preston)   said, 
the  clause  he  had  to  propose— one  pre- 
scribing  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  to  be 
taken,  or  form  of  affirmation  to  be  made 
by  Members  of  tbe  Irish  Legislature — 
seemed  to  him  most  important,  and  one 
which  must  have  been  omitteil  by  inad- 
vertence in  the  hurry  of  preparing  the 
Bill.     It  could  scarcely  be  the  deliberate 
purpose   of    the   Government    that    the 
Members  of  the  new    Assembly  should 
sit  and  exercise  their  legislative  functions 
without  first  taking  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance  to    the    Sovereign.       The    Bill 
commenced   by  declaring  that  the   new 
Legislative  Body   should  consist  of  the 
Sovereign  and  two  Houses  of  Legislature, 
and  he  believed  it  was  impossible  to  point 
to  any  Legislative  Assembly  in  any  part 
of  the  world,  under  the  British  Crown, 
in  which    the   Oath   of   Allegiance  was 
not  taken,  or  an  affirmation  made.     It 
surely   was   not   necessary   for    him    to 
argue  the  abstract  question  that  it  was 
desirable  to  prescribe  such  an  oath  ;  but 
he  might  say  that  the  principle  had  been 
adopted  in  the  case  of  all  the  Colonies, 
and   he  had  taken   his  proposed  clause 
bodily  from  the  Western  Australia  Act. 
They  had  been  told  over  and  over  again 
that  this   new-fangled  Constitution   for 
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Ireland  was  formed  on  the  basis  of  the 
Colonial  Constitutions.  He  would  like 
to  know  if  the  Government  objected  to 
the  form  of  the  clause,  and  intended  to 
bnng  up  a  different  one  ?  In  that  case  he 
was  prepared  to  leave  the  matter  to 
them. 
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Clause  (No  Member  of  the  Legis- 
lature allowed  to  sit  or  vote  unless  and 
until  he  be  sworn  or  have  affirmed) — 
{Mr,  Tomlinson,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The    chief    SECRETARY    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tjne)  :  We  do  not  intend  to  bring 
up  a  new   clause  ;    but  we  will  at   the 
proper  time  propose  an   Amendment  to 
one  of  the  existing  clauses  which  will,  I 
think,  meet  the  hon.  Member's  views.  It 
will  be  an  Amendment  to  the  29th  clause. 
It  may  be  convenient  that  I  should  now 
explain   our   view   of   this  new   clause. 
The  Government  have  not,  as  was  sug- 
gested by  the   hon.   Member,   by    inad- 
vertence pmitted   all   reference   to   this 
subject.     It  is  by  implication  dealt  with 
in   Clause   29,  by  which   we   intend  to 
bring  the  Irish    Legislature   under   the 
general   law   of    Parliament   in   certain 
particulars.     The  29th  clause   provides 
that  all  existing  election  laws  relating  to 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Members 
thereof  shall  apply,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  two  Houses  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
and  the  Members  thereof  ;  while  the  hon. 
Member  will  also  find  in  the  Definition 
Clause   in   the    amended  Bill  that   the 
expression  "election  laws"  means  laws 
relating  to  the  election  of  Members  to 
serve   in   Parliament   other    than   those 
relating  to  the  qualification  of  electors, 
and  includes  the  issue  and  execution  of 
writs,  the  dealing  with  corrupt  practices, 
the  disqualification  of  Members,  and  the 
vacating  of  seats.     It  may  be  that  the 
clause,   as   explained  by   the  Definition 
Clause,  does  not  entirely  and  beyond  the 
possibility  of  mistake  express  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  object  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  in  view  by  inserting 
in    Clause    29    words    providing     that 
existing  election  laws,  so  far  as  respects 
oaths   and  disqualification  of  Members,        Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  No,  Sir. 
Mr.  Tomlinson 


may  not  be  altered  by  Irish  Act.  I  do 
not  bind  myself  to  the  exact  words,  but  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  such 
a  proposal  as  I  have  indicated  will  meet 
the  object  he  has  in  vifew.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  has  a  new  clause  of  a  somewhat 
similar  nature  on  the  Paper,  and  I  think 
he,  too,  will  perceive  that  our  method  will 
extend  to  the  Irish  Legislature  the 
general  law  of  Parliament  in  relation  to 
these  matters,  and  that  it  will  better 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  Member 
than  the  somewhat  cumbrous  plan  which 
he  has  adopted.  Perhaps,  after  this 
explanation,  both  hon.  Members  will  be 
prepared  to  withdraw  their  proposals. 

Mr.  tomlinson    said,    he    quite 
followed    the   idea    of    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  was  bound  to  point 
out  that  his  Amendment,  while  all  veiy 
well  as  applying  to  an  existing  Parlia- 
ment, was  hardly  adapted  to  the  case  of 
a  new  Legislative  Body.     In  the  House 
of   Commons   they  knew   exactly  what 
course  was  to  be  followed  when  a  new 
Parliament  met.     The  first  step  was  the 
election  of  the  Speaker ;  the  next  was  to 
secure  the  Crown's  approval  of  the  choice 
made,  and  then  Members  came   to  the 
Table  and  took  the  oath.    But  in  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  it  was  different. 
There  were  no  customs  by  which  they  were 
to  be  guided,  and  it  was  necessary  to  decide 
beforehand  who  was  to  administer   the 
oath.     At  present  under  the  Bill  there 
was  no  one  authorised  to  do  that,  and  it 
did  not  seem  to  him  sufficient,  by  inserting 
a  few  words  in  a  Definition  Clause,  to 
place  the  new  Assembly  in  the  position 
of  going  through  the  process  which  be- 
longed to  the  historic  Parliament  of  this 
country.     It  would  certainly  be  better  if 
by  that  Bill  they  prescribed  the  first  step 
to  be  taken  with  regard  to  the -adminis- 
tration of  the  oath. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  refer  to  the  Sixth  Schedule  he 
will  find  his  own  Amendment  is  antici- 
pated by  the  provision  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  shall  make  regulations  for 
the  adaptation  to  the  new  Assembly  of 
the  laws  and  customs  of  the  British 
Houses  of  Parliament. 


•Mr.    SPEAKER  :     Does    the 
Member  withdraw  his  Motion  ? 


hoc. 
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^  sake  JBSt  oae  reBU^  with  ref€7> 
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bae,  whether  ConservrntiTe  or 
fiiLN  in  ooe  reepert,  beeo  very 
w  eonpared  with  the  time 
't  of  the  Compaoj.  When 
ruled  bj  the  Compuir  the 
ttme  before  the  Hoose  ms  before 
t  tribmimL  Now  the  Front 
tbe  India  OCoe  are  so  moch 
tad  identified  that  the  Front 
is  the  fah«  position  of  def  end- 
secret,  and  irresponsible 
in  evwTthing  they  do.  The 
ladia  is  not  able  to  get  that 
that  independent  judgment 
nt  tribonal  which  she  got 
of  the  Company.  This  is 
Torse  by  there  being  no 
rerfaaoling  oi  the  Indian 
and  the  mischief  may  go 
till,  perhaps,  a  day  may 
it  »  too  hue  to  mend.  It  is 
I  importance  that  the  affairs 
Office  and  the  GoverDment 
|Bt  to  beexamined  periodically ; 
ttpie  reason  :  that  the  House 
t>v  the  business  or  events  of 
K  daj  to  day.  The  House 
^  special  occasions  to 
I  ofiderstand  Indian  affairs,  I 
iTDt  upon  them,  aud  in- 
ectftuy  reforms.  Why  should 
i>t  Bench,  ai$  an  indepeudeut 
^  judgment  upou  the  India 
•d  of  alw^ays  sitting  there  iu 
(he  India  Office,  no  matter 
u  or  iv^roDg  ?  It  is  a  false 
d  injurious  to  India.  We 
rhe  Government  have  made  a 
f  in  interfering  and  tamper- 
carrency  unnecessarily.  We 
ft^i  on  the  Front  Bench  are 
tampering  with  it ;  but  they 
^  position, aud  they  have  to 
nr  thing  they  would  other- 
d.  There  is  no  reason  what- 
f  arrency  of  India  should  be 
while  the  currency  of  Eng- 
ot  be  tampered  with.  I 
plan  may  be  devised  by 
rem  men  t  in  England  may 
lependent  tribunal  in  re- 
conduct of  the  Govem- 
lii^  <^n<i  may  hold  the 
'"  <*heck,     and 


in  everything  they  do.  The  present 
STstem  oi  Indian  admin ijitna ion  i«  in 
several  respects  very  injanoos  to  India, 
and  whatever  is  injnnoas  to  India 
must  and  will  be  injurious  to  En|rhuid« 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move^ 
**  That  the  Qnestion  be  now  pnu"* 

Question,  **  That  the  Question  be  now 
pnt,'^  pat,  and  agreed  to, 

Qoestion,  ^  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn,^  put  accordingly,  and  neg«<- 
tived. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAW 
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GOVERNMEKT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

(Na  428.) 
CONSIDERATION.      [sECv)Sl>   NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  new  olause 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Lanark  (Mr.  Parker  Smith)  ii* 
not  in  Order,  and  would  more  projKjrly 
come  in  on  Clause  5  as  an  Amendment. 
Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
the  clause  he  had  to  pro|>osc^-one  pro- 
scribing the  Oath  of  Allegiance  to  be 
taken,  or  form  of  affirmation  to  ho  made 
by  Members  of  the  Irish  Legislature — 
seemed  to  him  most  important,  and  one 
which  must  have  l>een  omitto*!  by  inad- 
vertence in  the  hurry  of  preparing  the 
Bill.  It  could  scarcely  ho  the  doliborato 
pnrpose  of  the  Government  that  tho 
Members  of  the  new  AsHcnibly  shouUl 
sit  and  exercise  their  legislativo  functions 
without  first  taking  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance to  the  Sovereign.  Tho  Hill 
commenced  by  declaring  that  tho  new 
Legislative  Body  should  consist  of  the 
Sovereign  and  two  Houses  of  Legishtture, 
and  he  believed  it  whs  inipo.«siblo  to  point 
to  any  Legislativo  Asseinhly  in  any  part 
of  the  world,  under  tho  British  Crown, 
in  which  tho  Oath  of  Allegiance  was 
not  taken,  or  an  aftimiatlon  madi**  It 
surely  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
argue  the  abHtra(;t  c]U<-stion  that  It  was 
desirable  to  proscril)e  such  an  oath  \  but 
he  might  say  that  tho  principle  ha4l  lioen 
adopted  iu  the  case  of  all  tlio  (*olonl(*H, 
and  he  had  taken  his  pro]K>s4^1  clatiso 
liodily  from  the  Western  Australia  Act. 
They  ha^l  \temi  toU\  over  and  ovm*  agalti 
that  this   new-fangled   Con»tltutioii    for 
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ber  of  either  House  of  the  Irish  Legislature  he 
shall  be  subject  to  the  same  penalties,  for* 
feitures,  and  disabilities  as  are  enacted  bj  an 
Act  intituled '  An  Act  to  remove  doubts  respect- 
ing the  eligibility  of  persons  in  holy  orders  to 
sit  in  the  House  of  Commons,*  and  proof  of 
the  celebration  of  any  religious  service  by  such 
person  according  to  the  rules  of  any  of  the 
Churches  above  mentioned  shall  be  deemed  and 
taken  to  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  fact  of 
such  person  being  in  holy  orders  or  being  a 
minister  of  such  Church  respectively." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Is  not  this  clause  subject 
to  your  ruling  in  regard  to  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Memlw 
is  moving  it  formally  in  order  to  clear 
up  a  doubt  as  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  in  a 
previous  discussion,  and  to  that  there  is 
no  objection. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  an  hon.  Member 
can  move  an  Amendment  formally  when 
it  may  be  put  to  the  House  and  a  Division 
challenged  upon  it  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
likes  to  withdraw,  I  can  put  to  the  House 
the  Question  whether  permission  to  with- 
draw should  be  granted  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
not  quite  clear  as  to  what  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  promised,  and  he  should 
not  proceed  with  the  clause  if  the  pro- 
posed action  of  the  Government  achieved 
what  he  desired  the  clause  to  accomplish. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  ^aid  that  the 
method  of  procedure  which  he  had 
suggested  was  less  invidious  than  his 
clause.  But  there  were  two  Statutes  on 
the  Statute  Book  now  dealing  with  this 
question  with  regard  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament;  and  if  there  had  been  direct 
legislation  disqualifying  ministers  of 
religion  from  sitting  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  surely  it  could  not  be  in- 
vidious to  put  that  legislation  in  the  Act 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  It  was  merely 
the  sensitiveness  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  which  led  him  to  say  such  a 
thing,  for  he  must  have  known  of  the 
existence  of  those  two  Acts  on  the 
Statute  Book.  He  should  like  to  under- 
stand whether  the  words  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  insert  in  Clause 
29-— that  was,  if  they  ever  reached  Clause 
29,  which  was  always  an  important 
proviso-— would  achieve  what  his  new 
•clause  proposed  to  achieve ;  and  also,  if 
ihej  did  secure  that  object,  whether  it 

Mr.  T.  W.  Ru9$ell 


would   not  be  alterable  bj  Irii^  Aet  r 
He  begged  to  move  the  new  clause. 

Clause  (Disqualification  of  ministers  of 
religion,)— (ATr.  T.  W.  RusMelL)- 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
thinks  I  am  too  sensitive.  I  can  assure 
him  that  after  six  months,  more  or  less,  of 
conflict  with  him  I  have  quite  lost 
any  sensitiveness  with  which  I  may  have 
started  on  my  journey.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  whether  I  am  quite  sure  that 
we  shall  reach  Clause  29.  That  will 
depend  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
and  his  friends.  If  the  hon.  Grentlemin 
and  his  friends  are  content  with  fair 
discussion,  there  is  no  reason  whv  we 
should  not  reach  Clause  29  and  Clause  36, 
with  ample  time  to  discuss  all  these  points. 
The  hon.  Member*s  suspicions  really 
carrj  him  too  far.  He  asks  roe  will  I 
guarantee  that  the  Irish  Parliament  shall 
not  alter  this  proviso.  But  Clause  29 
expressly  excludes  from  the  power  of 
legislation  by  the  Irish  Legislature  tbe 
matters  there  enumerated.  TakiifT 
Clause  29  along  with  the  DefioiUoQ 
Clause,  and  the  Amendment  to  Clause 
29  which,  as  I  have  already  indicated, 
we  will  propose,  undoubtedly  it  will  be 
out  of  the  power  of  the  Irish  Parliameot 
to  remove  any  of  the  disqualiiicatioDS,  for 
the  general  priuciple  is  that  the  genenl 
law  of  Parliament  in  theee  enomerated 
matters  is  to  extend  to  the  Irish  Legi^ls- 
ture.  I  cannot  conceive  that  anything 
can  be  clearer  than  that  statement. 
Once  more  I  will  say  that  the  geoeiml 
law  of  Parliament  is  to  be  extended 
to  the  Irish  Legislature,  and  is  not  to  bo 
alterable  bj  Irish  Act. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
No  one  desires  to  deny  sensitiveness  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  This  Amend* 
ment  is  intended  to  soothe  him,  becau^ 
last  night,  when  we  wished  to  make  the 
privileges  of  illiterate  voters  not  applj 
to  Ireland,  we  were  told  that  voU  cannot 
legislate  separately  for  Ireland  withoot 
legislating  for  Great  Britain  at  the  same 
time.  That  is  exactly  what  this  Amend- 
ment  does.  It  proposes  to  prerent 
ministers  of  religion  sitting  in  the  Irish 
Parliament  as  well  as  in  this  ParliamenL 
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If  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  wishes  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, of  course  I  shall  not  object ;  but  I 
would  rather  see  it  carried,  because  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  possible,  considering 
the  work    we  hare  before  us,  to  reach 
Clause  29.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  will  be  reached  if  we  are  reason- 
able.     But  who   is  to  judge  of   that  ? 
If  Mr.  Speaker  was  the  judge  we  would 
not   complain  ;   but,  unfortunately, '  it   is 
the  Government  that  will  be  the  judge. 
They  may   bring  forward  the  guillotine 
agidn.     [  Cries  of  "  Order  I "]     This  is 
directly     in     Order.       The    right    hon. 
Grentleman   must  give   us   a    guarantee 
that  we  will  reach  Clause  29.     But  how 
are  we  to  reach  it  when  we  have,  before 
Clause  29,  many  clauses  which  have  never 
been    discnssed    at    all  ?     1    would    be 
satisfied    with  the  words  suggested    by 
the  right    hon.  Gentleman,  because   by 
these    words    Roman    Catholic    priests 
would  not  be  entitled  to  sit  in  the  elected 
bodies  in  Ireland ;  but  1  think  we  should 
be  assured  that,  in  some  shape  or  other,  this 
Amendment    will    be    introduced.     We 
can  introduce  it  now  as  a  new  clause, 
but    we   will  be  at   the  mercy   of   the 
Groyemment  if  we  leave  it  to  Clause  29. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would  remind 
the     hon.      Gentleman     opposite    (Mr. 
T.        W.       Russell)       that       this       is 
a  less    barbarous  age  than  the   age  in 
which   the   Catholic    Emancipation  Act 
was   passed.     We   have   got   something 
like  60  years  from  that  time.     In   the 
time  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act  was 
passed  they  were  kind  enough  to  speak 
of  our  religion  as  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.     The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
is    good    enough    to     apply     insulting 
language  to  us,  and  speak  of  us  as  the 
Church  of  Rome. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL;  I  simply 
took  the  words  of  the  Statute. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon  ;  he  did  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  have  just  been  looking  at 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act,  and  it 
speaks  of  the  Catholic  Church  as  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  of  Catholio 
priests  as  Roman  Catholic  priests. 

Mh.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  using  any 
language  at  which  any  Roman  Catholic 
would  be  likely  to  take  offence.  He  had 
simply  used  the  words  of  the  Statute 
which  spoke  of  "  The  Church  of  Rome." 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  practised  candour  upon  the 
House.  He  wishes  to  do  two  things : 
He  wishes  to  speak  of  the  Disestablished 
Church  in  Ireland  as  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  which  it  is  not,  and  he  wishes  to 
speak  of  the  Catholic  Church  as  the 
Church  of  Rome,  which  it  is  not.  It  is 
the  Catholic  Church.  The  words  of  the 
Catholic  Emancipation  Act  are — 

"No  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  CJommons." 

The  words  "Church  of  Rome"  are,  I 
admit,  in  the  body  of  the  section,  and  to 
that  extent  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  correct. 
But  it  was  not  to  make  that  point  I  rose. 
A  Catholic  priest  can  sit  in  the  House  of 
Lords  as  priest,  and  a  Protestant  Bishop 
can  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  am  not 
sure  that  a  Catholic  priest  is  not  now 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Lord 
Petre  certainly  was  a  Catholic  priest, 
and  Protestant  Bishops  do  undoubtedly 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  is  absurd 
to  say  that  a  disability  which  does  not 
extend  to  both  Legislatures  in  England 
shall  extend  to  both  Legislatures  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  belongs  to  some 
form  of  the  Presbyterian  religion,  and  he 
is  good  enough  to  allow  to  the  Presby- 
terian clergyman  a  seat  in  the  Irish 
Parliament.  There  is  no  disability  im- 
posed upon  the  Presbyterian  clergyman 
of  the  North  of  Ireland.  The  Catholic 
priest  hi  Munster  is  to  be  disqualified, 
while  the  Presbyterian  parson  in  Ulster 
is  to  be  qualified.  You  cannot  make  fish 
of  one  and  flesh  of  another.  We  will 
insist  that  it  is  either  all  ministers  of 
religion  or  no  ministers  of  religion.  Who- 
ever heard  of  such  a  proposition  ?  Here 
are  the  words — "No  person  being  a 
priest  or  deacon  in  the  Church  of  England 
or  in  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  there  being 
now,  happily,  no  such  body  as  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  "or  being  a  minister  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland."  Very  likely  the 
miuistcr  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  is  to 
come  to  Ireland  to  be  elected  a  Member 
of  the  Irish  Legislature.  What  about 
the  members  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  Ireland  ?  What  I  wish  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  is  this  :  Let  them  disqualify, 
so  far  as  the  Lower  House  is  concerned, 
every  gentleman  concerned  in  religious 
teaching,  including  the  Presbyterians  and 
the  Methodists,  and  every  other  sect  of 
that   kind.     But   certainly  we  will  not 
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allow,  aD(I  we  eliall  object  to,  oue'  religfoD 
— a  religion  which  has  been  persecuted 
ID  Ireland  for  100  years — being 
singled  out  for  a  {1  inability  con- 
tinued after  the  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion Act  was  passed.  So  far  as  the 
SeeoDd  Chamber  is  concerned,  if  the 
analogy  is  to  be  followed,  I  see  no  reaaou 
why  the  Second  Chamlwr  should  not 
remain  on  exactly  a  parity  with  the 
House  of  Lords  in  this  coitotry.  I  shall 
certaiDty  object  to  any  Ameudmeut  that 
does  not  simply  carry  across  the  Cbauiiel 
a  disability  iu  regard  to  one  Chamber 
aod  leave  us  free  with  regard  to  the 
dther.  For  my  part,  I  dothisupoD  abstract 
grounds  of  justice,  I  have  uol  the 
smallest  doubt  that  the  Catholic  priests 
and  the  Protestaut  aud  Prcsbyteriao 
clergymeu  will  find  much  more  congenial 
occupatioD  in  lookiug  after  their  own 
flocks.  But  we  shall  not  have  fish  made 
of  oue  class  and  fowl  of  auotber.  You 
must  take  them  all  iu  or  leave  them  all 

Mil.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  before 
they  reached  the  eod  of  the  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment would  regret  that  in  dealing 
with  this  question  they  had  not  acceplod 
his  clause,  for  it  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  question  iu  an  exhaustive  manner 
iu  conformity  with  the  social  condition 
of  Irelaud,  and  iu  a  manner  for  which 
there  was  ample  precedent  ia  colonial 
experience. 

Sir  T.  lea  said,  he  was  glad  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Louth  had  with' 
drawn  the  charge  he  had  made  against  the 
hon.  Member  tor  South  Tyrone  of  being 
desirous  to  insult  iu  any  way  tlie 
Catholics  of  Irelaud.  His  hon.  Friend 
bad  not  (he  slightest  idea  of  beiug  insult- 
ing. The  words  of  the  Emancipation 
Act  proved  him  incapable  of  that  charge. 
The  hou.  Member  for  North  Louth  had 
said  that  if  the  Amendment  were  carried 
it  would  prevent  the  clergy  of  the  various 
Churches  from  sitting  iothe  Upper  H< 
of  the  Irish  Legislature.  That 
exactly  what  they  wished  to  do.  They 
had  a  certain  amount  of  suspicion  that 
the  lion.  Member  was  earnestly  striving 
to  obtain  power  for  ministers  of  religion 
to  sit  iu  the  Upper  House.  Was  it 
intended  that  Archbishop  Walsh  was  to 
sit  in  the  Upper  Chamber  of  the  Irish 
Lcgixlainre  just  the  same  as  the  English 
Bisliops  eat  in  the  House  of  Lords  at  tl 
pjesciit  time  ?  The  object  of  tl 
H/r.  T.  M.  Heaty 


Amendment  was  to  prevent  that  event 
taking  place. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  whether 
the  Amendment  wonid  exclude  clergy- 

3n  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  ? 

Sir  T.  LEA  said,  they  were  willipg 
to  accept  any  Amendment  to  the  Amend-  ^ 
ment  which  would  prevent  auy  minister 
of  any  dcnomiitation  from   being  able  to 
' :  in  the  Irish  Legislature. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  correction  in  what  he  had  said. 
mistake  in  stating  thii 
t  gave  a  pledge  -wilb 
respect  to  the  illiterate  voters.  The 
pledge  was  in  respect  to  the  Sdiedule 
in  which  the  question  of  conatituenciw 
was  treated. 

Mr.    CARSON  (Dublin    UnWersiW)    , 
said,    that   tf  he   understood  aright  the    i 
arrangement  which  had  been  come  to  on    | 
the    previous    Amend  ment,    they    were 
really   discussing  the   matter  that  Iwl    i 
been  eutirely   settled.       His    hon.  and    I 
learned    Friend    the  Member  for  Loath    , 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  objected  to  the  terms    | 
of  t ho  Amendment.     He  objected  to  tbf 
Protestant     Church    being     called   ik*     ' 
Church  of  Ireland.     But  his  hon.  TnoA 
the    Member    for    South     Tyrone  W     | 
merely  adopted  the  language  of  the  An 
of    Parliament  which    disendowed   «^ 
disestablished   that    Church,  aud  wbidi 
provided  that  henceforth   it  wm  to  Ix 
called    the    Church    of    Ireland.     Tkt 
Amendment    dealt     with    details    witi 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  had  agrwA 
As  he  understood  the  arrangemeut  which 
hoA  been  arrived  at,  tlie  Chief  Secretarr 
had  undertaken  upon  Clause  29  to  i>i(n»- 
diice   the    words — "  Except    as  npti* 
other    disqualifications     after    the  ww^ 
may"  in  the  Isi  sub-section  of  that  sectioo. 
If  these  words  were  put  in,  as  he  und«- 
stood    the  law    it  would  entirely  csrtt 
out   the  objection  of  the    hon.  Memhw 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  RuMell). 
and  it  would,  therefore,  be  nuueceMai?  W 
pat  in  the  Amendment,  moved  either  bi 
the  hon.  Member  or  any  other  Membff. 
If  that  was  so,  why  were  theydi«n»i« 
the     Amendment     any     furihw  ?     "* 
understood  the  Government  adhered  w 
their    proposal,   that    the   hoii.   Moolj? 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.   ff.  Bn*""] 
was  willing  his  Amendment  slw^^ 
withdrawn,  and  he  (Mr.  CanoO)  hopf 
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Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 

had  not  heard  of  any  desire  existing  in 

Ireland  as  to  ministers  of  religion  sitting 

in  either  House.     Such  a  desire  might 

exist,  and  it   would   be  conyenient   and 

dftiirable,  before  a  final  decision  was  taken, 

that  some  means  should  be  adopted  to 

collect  the  opinion,  and   especially  the 

opinion     of     laymen,    of     the     various 

Churches  in  regard  to  the  Upper  House. 

He  could   conceive   that   a   useful   and 

perhaps  a  mollifying  effect  upon  society 

in  Ireland   might   be  produced    by  the 

presence  of  some  of  the  higher  ecclesi- 
astics in  the  Second  Chamber.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"]  He  thought  ecclesiastics  of 
all  Churches  in  Ireland  were  more 
temperate  in  their  language  than  some  of 
those  in  this  House,  and  he  did  not  appre- 
hend that  the  presence  of  the  higher 
ecclesiastics  in  the  Upper  Chamber  would 
produce  any  deleterious  effect.  It  would 
be  desirable,  before  a  final  decision  was 
come  to,  that  opinion  in  Ireland  upon  the 
subject  should  be  taken,  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  House  would  be  willing  to  defer 
to  what  would  be  the  general  opinion  in 
Ireland  as  to  the  wording  of  the  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  was  greatly  offended  if 
they  called  him  and  his  friends  Liberal 
Unionists  or  Dissentient  Liberals.  They 
called  themselves  Catholics,  and 
expected  to  be  called  so  by  people  who 
pretended  to  bo  civil.  He  would  not 
have  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  prepared  to  introduce  a  very 
offensive  phrase  from  an  old  Act  of 
Parliament  reflecting  the  bad  feeling  of 
a  past  age. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  It  is  from 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act. 

Mr.  sexton  :  That  was  61  years 
ago.  In  regard  to  the  words  proposed 
to  be  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley) — that  was 
to  say,  "  except  in  regard  to  oaths  or  the 
disqualification  of  Members  " — he  thought 
if  they  decided  to  exclude  ecclesiastics 
from  one  or  both  Chambers  of  the  Irish 
Legislature,  no  one  who  knew  Ireland 
oould  entertain  a  doubt  that  the  ex- 
dtttUMiyif  Applied  to  any  Church  or  Com- 
mighl  to  extend  to  all.  He 
if    ecclesiastics     or 
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ministers  were  admit t^  into  the  Lower 
Chamber  of  the  Irish  LegislaturOi 
possibly  it  might  not  coudilce  to  the 
greater  tranquillity  of  affairs;  but  this  was 
certain  :  that  if  they  excluded  priests  of 
the  Catholic  Church  and  ministers  of 
what  might  be  legally  called  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  and  if  they  included  any  other 
persons  who,  though  not  regularly  or- 
dained ecclesiastics  within  the  meauing 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  were  yet 
ministers  of  a  creed  or  religion — 
teachers,  or  persons  who  stood  towards 
any  Communion  in  the  same  relation 
which  the  priest  or  clergyman  occupied 
towards  his  flock  in  the  Protestant  or 
Catholic  Church,  they  would  introduce 
the  most  irritating  and  exasperating 
state  of  affairs  conceivable,  because  the 
great  bulk  of  the  people  in  Lreland  were 
Catholics.  There  were  3,500,000  of 
Catholics  and  500,000  Protestants,  and 
if  the  ecclesiastics  of  the  4,000,000  of 
people  were  excluded  from  the  Chamber, 
and  if  the  irregular  ministers  who  were 
not  ordained  were  allowed  to  come  in,  of 
course  <they  need  not  expect  that  such  a 
state  of  affairs  could  possibly  give  satis- 
faction. He  only  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  two  things  :  first,  with  regard  to 
the  Upper  Chamber,  that  they  ought  to 
further  consider  the  subject  ;  and  with 
regard  to  the  Lower  House  they  must 
take  care,  if  the  ecclesiastics  or  ministers 
of  any  creed  were  to  be  excluded,  that 
none  must  be  admissible. 

Motion   and  Clause,  by   leave,   with- 
drawn. 

•Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
said,  that  in  moving  the  clause  standing 
in  his  name  he  ought  to  state  that  he 
should  not  have  troubled  the  House  with 
it  at  this  stage,  but  should  have  moved 
it  in  Committee  if  he  had  not  been  pre- 
vented by  the  Closure.  The  clause  raised 
a  point  of  serious  importance  both  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  and  the  British 
taxpayer.  When  it  was  proposed  to 
give  large  powers  of  local  independence 
to  one  part  of  the  Empire  they  neces- 
sarily incurred  a  certain  amount  of  danger 
and  risk  to  the  Central  Government,  by 
the  possibility  of  that  part  of  the  Empire 
thus  becoming  independent,  bringing 
the  Central  Power  into  collision 
with  Foreign  Powers,  and  thus 
imposing     serious    burdens     upon     the 
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Exchequer.  To  show  that  danger  was 
no  imaginary  oue,  they  need  only  look 
back  to  their  recent  colonial  experience. 
The  case  of  Canada  the;  had  presented 
to  their  minds  at  tliia  moment  in  the 
difficulty  that  had  arisen  between  that 
self-governing  colony  and  her  neigh- 
bours, the  United  States.  They  did  not 
know  how  much  the  awkward  qucstioua 
that  had  arisen  about  the  seat  fishery 
might  eventually  cost  the  British  Es~ 
chequer.  Newfouudland  was  a  still 
more  critical  instance  of  this.'  That 
Colony  had  difficulties  with  France,  which 
did  not  arise  out  of  any  real  British 
interests,  but  out  of  the  action  of  the 
Colonists  and  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment. The  Australian  Colouies,  being 
further  removed  from  hoatiie  neighbours, 
had  not  given  them  so  many  causes  of 
difficulty  ;  but  even  there  difficulties  had 
arisen  with  Foreign  Powers.  A  diffi- 
culty, he  remembered,  arose  with  Chiua, 
owing  to  the  refusal,  in  spite  of  Treaty 
obligations,  of  the  Australian  Governinent 
to  receive  Chinese  immigrants.  If  they 
looked  back  to  the  Alabama  urbitrstion 
they  would  see  two  remarkable  instances 
in  which  England  suffered  verv  heavy 
pecuniary  loss  on  account  of  the  action 
of  their  Colonists.  There  was  the  case 
of  the  Shenatidoah,  in  which  the  arbitra- 
tors held  that  the  British  Government  was 
responsible  for  all  the  acts  of  that  vessel, 
because   she    was  allowed    to  leave  the 

Port  of     Melbourne ["Question!"] 

He  was  trying  to  illustrate  his  case. 
•The  ATTORNKV  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  In  order  to 
save  time,  I  may  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  accept  the  Secoud  Reading  of 

•Mb.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  accepted  it  upon  its 
merits— [Cr/es  of  "Agreed  I  "J  He 
was  quite  ready  to  meet  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  after  the  way  in  which  he 
was  internipted  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words.  He  understood  the 
Government  would  accept  the  clause  on 
its  merits,  as  they  thought  it  would 
safeguard  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
New  Clause — 


>r  omitted  t< 

Mr.  H.  £MhmiM 
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meat  or  by  any  member  or  ofBcer  of  th«t  Go- 
vernment, an;  Foreign  Power  or  the  subject  of 
any  Foreign  Power  stiffen  loss  or  injnry,  Mid 
nny  Hum  or  money  bemmes  pnyable  out  of  the 
Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingdoni  by  wsj  rf 
indemnity  or  compensation  for  such  Iocs  or 
injury,  such  sum  shall  thereapon  be  payable  to 
the  Exchequer  of  the  UniCeil  KiDgiioca  fnun 
the  IriBh  Exchequer,  and  shall  be  recoverable 
according  lo  the  proviaions  of  this  Act," — (,Vr. 
//.  Hobkotiie,') 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 
"Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  thiek 
that  the  clause  stauding  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Licblield  (Major  Darwin)  ia 
in  Order.  It  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  to  interfere  with  themovement  of  the 
Militia  and  Forces  of  the  Crown.  These 
movements  are  under  Statute,  and  there 
is  nothing  in  this  Bill  that  gives  power 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenaut  to  Msumc 
military  duties  belonging  to  other 
persons. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshitv, 
Lichtield)  :  May  I  explain,  on  a  point  d 
Order  ? 

■Mk.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  on  a  point  of 
Order  in  which  I  am  ruling.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentlemuu  is  out  of  Order. 

Ma-ior  DARWIN  :  Do  the  swne 
remarks  apply  to  the  second  clause  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  same  argu- 
ment applies  to  the  second  clause  aUo. 

Mb.  TOMLIKSON  (Preston)  asked 
if  hiicoul'  ■'        ■  .      .-  _  ■- 

Mr.  S 
the  hon.  : 
Order  on 

Mr.  I 
said,  that 
of  the  £ 
portance 
the  Pape: 
apart  froi 
the  two 
House  d 
policy  of 
raised  by 
divergent 
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the  point  which  was  raised  in  the  clause 
that  he  now  moved  as  an  Amendment  to 
the  Bill.  It  had  often  been  alleged  by 
the  Government,  in  the  Debates  that  had 
taken  place  upon  this  measure,  that  their 
objects  and  views  were  identical  with  the 
views  and  objects  embodied  in  Amend- 
ments from  that  (the  Conservative)  side 
of  the  House,  and  that  the  views  and 
objects  embodied  in  the  Amendments  had 
been  adequately  met  by  the  clauses  of  the 
BilL  That  allegation  could  not  be  made 
with  regard  to  this  matter  ;  there  was  no 
common  object  on  this  question  between 
the  two  Parties  ;  and  the  views  the 
Government  held  were  divergent  and 
antagonistic  to  those  of  the  Opposition 
on  this  important  question.  The  history, 
of  the  retention  or  non-retention  of  Irish 
Members  had  been  so  remarkable  that  the 
Opposition  would  be  open  to  a  charge  of 
culpable  negligence  if  they  did  not  take 
the  first  opportunity  of  raising  the  ques- 
tion again.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
never  made  a  secret  of  the  difficulty 
which  surrounded  the  solution  of  the 
question.  He  told  Parliament  he  had 
chosen  one  of  many  evils,  and  he  warned 
his  followers  that  they  would  not  extri- 
cate themselves  or  this  Parliament  from 
difficulty  by  taking  any  other  course. 
But  his  followers  declined  to  listen 
to  him,  and  the  majority  of  the 
House  declined  to  be  warned  by 
the  lessons  the  Prime  Minister  had  so 
eloquently  and  ably  exponded.  But  he 
had  no  doubt  the  country  had  read, 
marked,  learned,  and  inwardly  digested 
those  lessons,  and  when  the  opportunity 
came  would  take  that  opportunity  of 
avenging  the  treacherous  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  hoodwinked  on  this 
important  point.  Clause  9  had  been 
called  by  the  Prime  Minister  an  organic 
detail  ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  ex- 
aggerate its  importance  to  this  Parlia- 
ment and  the  nation  at  large.  It  was 
one  of  the  principal  features  which  dis- 
tinguished this  Bill  from  the  BUI  of  1886. 
And  it  was  important,  not  only  by  reason 
of  the  principles  embodied  in  it,  but 
hecause  those  principles  overshadowed 
and  influenced  almost  every  other  clause 
in  the  present  Home  Rule  scheme. 
WiUiout  it  the  Bill  might  be  called  a 
Bill  for  creating  a  new  Constitution  for 
Ireland ;  but  with  it  the  present  Bill  not 
^y  destroyed  the  Constitution  under 
whieh  tiie  inlmbitants  of  Great  Britain 


now  lived,  but  presented  them  with  an  ex- 
tremely feeble  and  infirm  substitute.  What 
had  been  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  solution 
of  this  question  ?  It  had  been  extremely 
like 'their  general  conduct  with  regard  to 
the  whole  of  this  Bill — the  policy  of 
mystery  and  the  system  of  silence  which 
had  consistently  attended  the  whole 
attitude  of  their  general  policy.  The 
scheme  of  the  clause  was  first  stated  on 
the  13th  February,  and  that  scheme  was 
not  abandoned  until  the  12th  July. 
Between  those  two  dates,  and  for  the 
whole  of  those  five  months,  the  general 
world  was  led  to  believe  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  adhere  to  the  scheme 
they  first  mentioned  to  Parliament  on  the 
13th  February.  The  Prime  Minister,  in 
that  remarkable  document  in  which  he 
traced  the  history  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  this  clause, 
said — "  We  have  desired  that  nothing 
should  be  kept  in  the  dark."  He  (Mr. 
Macartney)  had  failed  altogether  to  trace 
any  effort  the  Prime  Minister  or  his  col- 
leagues in  the  Cabinet  made  to  illuminate 
the  country  upon  their  intentions  with 
regard  to  this  clause.  Members  of  the 
House  who  attended  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  would  recollect  it  was  not 
until  the  discussion  upon  this  clause  was 
half  concluded  that  they  were  able  to 
discover  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
entirely  shifted  his  original  position.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  probably 
say  that  in  the  very  earliest  Debate  in 
that  House  he  informed  the  House  that 
he  opened  up  the  whole  matter  connected 
with  the  retention  or  non-retention 
of  the  Irish  Members  for  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  If  it  was  possible  to  accept 
that  statement  as  a  tolerably  correct 
version  of  what  absolutely  occurred,  all 
he  could  say  was  that  it  was  about  the 
most  discreditable  confession  of  weak- 
ness any  Prime  Minister  had  made  in 
the  House  on  behalf  of  himself  or  any 
Government.  The  present  Government 
had  been  for  years  clamouring  for  Office^ 
on  the  ground  that  they  alone  were 
capable  of  formulating  a  permanent 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question;  and  yet 
when  they  were  confronted  with  the  first 
organic  detail  they  immediately  abro- 
gated their  position  as  leaders  of  the 
people  and  their  functions  as  the  makers 
of  a  new  Constitution,  and  threw  the 
most  difficult  and  complicated  problem 
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out  for  the  random  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  did  the 
Cabinet  place  their  solution  on  the  Table 
and  then  leave  the  House  to  form  a 
judgment,  and  not  only  to  form  a  judg- 
ment, but  to  record  that  judgment  in  a 
free  and  unbiassed  manner  ?  On  that 
side  of  the  House  thej  had  listened  to 
speeches  from  the  Ministerial  Benches 
which  quite  precluded  the  possibility  of 
accepting  that  version  of  the  situation. 
It  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that  if  a 
Division  had  been  taken  it  would  have 
represented  the  unbiassed  opinions  and 
sincere  convictions  of  the  majority  of 
gentlemen  who  sat  on  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House.  They  knew 
from  the  tone  of  those  speeches,  and  from 
statements  made  elsewhere  by  the 
followers  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
many  gentlemen  must  have  hardened 
their  hearts,,  and  voted  not  in  accordance 
with  their  real  convictions.  The  9th 
clause  did  not  represent  the  opinions  of 
the  Prime  Minister  himself,  or  of  the 
Cabinet  as  a  whole  ;  still  less  did  it  re- 
present the  opinions  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  so  far  as  they  represented  the 
people  of  Great  Britain.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  history  of  this  clause,  had 
attempted  to  argue  that  the  final  decision 
he  came  to  was  forced  upon  him  out  of 
regard  to  his  pledges.  He  would  like 
the  House  to  consider  the  9th  clause,  as 
it  now  stood,  in  conjunction  with  the 
statements  which  the  Prime  Minister  made 
to  the  couirtry.  The  Prime  Minister  made 
a  speech  on  the  1st  July,  1892,  at  Edin- 
burgh, and  in  that  speech  he  recapitu- 
lated the  five  conditions  of  1886,  condi- 
tions in  which  were  to  be  found  principles 
on  which  his  Home  Rule  Bill  was  to  be 
formulated.  What  was  the  fifth  of  those 
conditions  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

"  We  shall  not  propose  a  mere  piecemeal  or 
half-way  measure,  but  something  which  will 
constitute  a  substantial  settlement  of  a  long- 
continuing  and  inveterate  struggle,  shall  give  a 
reasonable  ho|)e  of  peace  and  satisfaction  to  the 
country,  and  freedom  from  the  intolerable  bur- 
den which  this  controversy  has  imposed  on  us 
for  the  last  50  years." 

Now,  he  should  like  the  House  to  observe 

that  that  was  not  a  condition  which,  like 

the  other  preceding  four  conditions,  stood 

on  a  footing  by  itself — it  was  an  absolute 

universal   condition,    which  applied   not 

only  to  every  one  of  the  other  four,  bat 

Mr.   Macartney 


was  applicable  to  the  Bill  as  a  whol^ 
and  to  every  portion  of  it.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  Edinburgh  speech,  said 
that  there  had  been  no  retrocession  from 
that  declaration ;  that  neither  he  nor  bis 
Colleagues  had  ever  desired,  or  at  this 
moment  desired,  to  recede  from  one  sinple 
iota  of  that  declaration.  He  must  ask 
the  House  whether  the  9th  clause,  as  it 
now  stood,  conformed  to  the  sense  of 
that  condition,  or  to  any  detail  contained 
in  it  ?  The  very  opening  words  of  tl\at 
clause  showed  that,  far  from  being  a  sub- 
stantial settlement  of  a  long-contiuning 
and  inveterate  struggle,  it  was  regarded 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  by  his 
Colleagues,  and  the  majority  who  fol- 
lowed him  into  the  Lobby,  merely  as  a 
piecemeal  and  half-way  measure.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton)  pointed  out,  with  admirable 
clearness,  that  these  opening  words  were 
necessary  to  indicate  that  the  arrange- 
ment arrived  at  on  Clause  9  was  only  of 
a  temporary  and  experimental  character. 
He  pointed  out  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  Committee  that  the  whole 
Bill  was  a  transitional  measure,  so  that, 
so  far  from  this  being  an  important  or- 
ganic detail  attempting  in  any  way  to 
settle  even  that  portion  of  the  difficulty 
with  which  it  dealt,  it  was  regarded  by 
the  Government  and  their  Irish  supporters 
merely  as  a  transitional  step — a  mere 
piecemeal  or  half-way  measure  which  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  Edinburgh  speech 
bound  himself  to  avoid,  and  iu  regard  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  if 
it  was  not  possible  for  him  to  avoid,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  submit 
the  measure  to  the  country.  It  might  be 
argued  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
exclude  from  the  Imperial  Parliament 
the  Members  from  Ireland,  because  under 
the  present  arrangement  several  impor- 
tant matters  had  been,  either  for  a  short 
or  a  long  time,  reserved  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  But  he  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  was  no 
adequate  reason  for  retaining  the  Irish 
Members.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  had  pointed  out  that  Mr.  Pamell 
never  considered  this  as  an  Irish  question, 
but  entirely  as  an  English  question.  The 
Prime  Minister  went  on  to  say  it  was 
thought  desirable  by  himself  and  Col* 
leagues  that  this  should  form  no  part  of 
the  settlement  of  Ireland,  but  with  regard 
to  which  there  might  be  a  question  of 
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honour.     He  could  not  fail  to  remember 
how  the  Prime  Minister  had  treated  other 
questions  of  honour.     In  his  former  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  the 
highest  duty  of  political  honour  to  settle 
the  Land  Question  before  he  handed  it 
oyer  to  the  Government  of  Ireland.    [Mr. 
W.  E.   Gladstone  :    Offered.]      Well, 
offered  to  settle  the  Land  Question,  but 
the    right     hon.    Gentleman     had    not 
attempted  to  make  an  offer  of  that  de- 
scription in  this  Bill.     When  it  was  a 
question  affecting  Ireland  or   his    Irish 
allies,   the   right    hon.    Gentleman   was 
most  sensitive  on  the  question  of  honour ; 
but    when    it    was    a    matter  affecting 
British    interests    the    Prime     Minister 
became  sublimely  indifferent  to  questions 
of  honour  of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much  in  the  country  and  in  the  discussions 
on  this  Bill.     He  was  at  a  loss  to  dis- 
cover what  motive  could  have  induced 
the  Prime    Minister  to   submit   to   the 
House  a  solution  so  little  in  accordance 
with   his  own   views   on    this   question. 


{8  August  1893} 

question  raised  in  connection   with  the 
9th   clause,   the  majority    of    Members 
from  Great  Britain  were  decidedly  against 
the    proposal   embodied   in    the   clause. 
The  Government,  upon  the  Amendment 
proposed    by    the    right    hon.   Member 
for  Great  Grimsby   (Mr.   Heneage)    to 
exclude  the    Irish    Members    in    future 
from     the     Imperial   House     of     Com- 
mons,     taking      the      House      as      a 
whole,   had  a  majority    of  31.     But  if 
they  were  to  exclude  from  the  figures  in 
both   Lobbies  the  Irish  representation,, 
whether    Nationalist   or   Unionist,   that 
majority   of   31    was   converted   into   a 
minority  of  25  ;  so  that,  instead  of  the 
opinion  of  the  British  Members  in  that 
House  being  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members,  it  had  been  expressed 
in  a  clear  and  distinct  manner  against  it. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Carnarvonshire  ? 
It  was  that  the  scheme  was  inequitable 
and  unworkable.     What  was  the  opinion 
of    Caithness?       That    this    particular 
proposal  made   Home   Rule   impossible. 


The  right  hon.  Gentlemau  had  informed    They  knew  that  in  Hereford  this  question 
them  that   the   British   people   were   in    was  the  cause  of  the  right  hon.  trentie- 


want   of   discipline,   and    he   had  taken 
that   opportunity    to  offer  discipline  for 
which   he   thought   they    would   hardly 
feel    grateful    to    him.        [Mr.  W.    E. 
Gladstone  :  I  never    said    that.]      It 
was  perfectly  plain,  if  there  were  to  be 
incongniities  and  inconveniences  in  con- 
nection with  the  policy  and  scheme  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  was   not  Ireland 
that    was    to   suffer  from   these   incon- 
gruities or  inconveniences,  but  the  people 
of  Great  Britain — the  senior  partner  in 
the  Union  which  had  existed  for  so  many 
years.  The  Prime  Minister  had  advanced 
another  reason  for  the  retention  of  the 
Irish   Members.       He    stated    that  the 
country  was   in    favour  of    their  reten- 
tion.      He    (Mr.   Macartney)    did    not 
know    exactly    what    area    the    Prime 
Minister  meant  by  "  the  country."      Cer- 
tainly, it  could  not  be  Great  Britain  he 
was  alluding   to,   for    at    the    General 
Election      Great     Britain    decided    not 
only  against  this  particular  policy,  but 
against  the  whole  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     Nor  could  it  be  supposed 
that  the   right  hon.    Gentleman  derived 
from  his  own  experience  in  Midlothian 
that  the   country    was   becoming    more 
favourable  to  the   scheme.      He   would 
remind  the  House  that  upon  the  Division 


man  losing  a  supporter.  He  contended 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
bring  forward  any  argument  to  support 
the  contention  that  there  was  any  wide- 
spread or  general  desire  in  the  country 
for  this  scheme  which  he  had  finally 
adopted.  The  House  would  recollect 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  only  one  Member  either  for  an 
English,  Scotch,  or  Welsh  constituency 
ventured  to  speak  in  favour  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  that,  because  the  declara- 
tions of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  made  at  the  last  General 
Election  must  come  before  them  in  an 
inconvenient  and  unpleasant  manner  when 
they  contemplated  what  hard  necessity 
drove  them  to  in  the  Division  Lobby  the 
other  day.  The  Lord  Advocate  for 
Scotland  was  asked  on  the  30th 
Jun< 


♦'Will  you  vote  for  any  Home  Rule  Bill 
which  allows  Irish  Members  to  continue  to  vote 
on  English,  Scotch,  or  Welsh  business  ?" 

He  replied — 

"That  involves  a  question  relating  to  a 
difficult  matter.  I  would  prefer,  if  i)08sible,  to 
see  that  the  votes  of  Irish  Members  were  con- 
fined to  Imi>erial  matters.  We  have  suffered 
so  much  from  the  English  Members  that  I 


which  took  place  upon  the  most  specific    should  be  glad  to  see  some  scheme  adopted 
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whereby  each  country  shouldhave  control  of  its 
own  local  affairs." 

He  could  quite  understand  hon.  Members 
from    Scotland    who    had    adopted    the 
principle   of   autonomy   all    round ;    but 
this     Bill     was     not     a     question     of 
autonomy  for  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Eng- 
land, but  a  question  for  Ireland  only,  and 
every  subject  under  this  clause  relating 
to  England,  Scotland,  and   Wales,  would 
be  left  to  the  control  of  the  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives.    Those  hon.    Members  from 
Scotland  who  were  in  favour  of   the  re- 
tention of  the  Irish  Members  qualified  it 
by  the  support  which  they  gave  to  Home 
Rule,  and  only  looked  at  it  in  connection 
with  autonomy  for  Scotland.     There  was 
a  Cabinet  Minister  who  was  questioned 
on  this  subject  during  the  General  Elec- 
tion— namely,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,    who    had    distinguished    himself 
before  by  finding  salvation  on  even  more 
intricate  matters  at  a  moment^s  notice. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  speaking 
on  June  28,  said  he  did  not  think  it  was 
right  that  the  Irish  Members,  if  retained, 
should   be  allowed  to  turn  the  scale  in 
such  a  matter  as  Scottish  Disestablish- 
ment ;  but  the  other  day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   voted    for   a    clause   which 
would  give    the    Irish  Members  such  a 
power.     Then  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  said,  on  July  2, 
that  he  and  his  colleagues  in  the  repre- 
sentation of   Oldham  were  in  favour  of 
the  Irish  Members  retaining  their  seats  in 
the  House  of  Commons  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses only.     That  was  the  policy  which 
the    Prime     Minister    laid    before    the 
country  on  February  13,  and  which  was 
abandoned   on   July    12,   and    the    two 
Members  for  Oldham  both  changed  their 
minds  at  the  same  time  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  Prime  Minister  gave 
further  reasons  for  supposing  that  the  posi- 
tion the  Irish  Members  were  to  occupy  in 
future  in   the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  matter  to  the  English  Members,  and 
would  not  disturb  the  proceedings  of  this 
Assembly.     His  first  reason  was  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  be  more  busy  with 
their  own  affairs,  and  that  that  business 
would  be  in  Ireland.     This  Bill,  how- 
ever, provided  that  the  most  important 
affairs  which  Irishmen  would  look  after 
would    be    the    questions    reserved    for 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  they  cer- 
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tainly    would    be    more  busy  at  West- 
minster than  in  Dublin.     If,  therefore, 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made   a 
mistake,  or   if  he   was    unsuccessful    in 
1893  in  solving  a  problem  which  in  1886 
he  declared  was  beyond  the  wit  of  man 
to   solve,  was  he   now  justified    in  pro- 
pounding a  scheme  which  must  place  the 
interests    of    England,     Scotland,     and 
Wales  in  an  inferior   position  to  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland,   and  subject  the  pro- 
ceedings  of  the  House  of   Commons  to 
those  intrigues  to  which  reference  had  so 
often   been  made  ?     He  contended  that 
his  clause  was  not  one    which  was  open 
to      the      defects      which      beset     the 
various      solutions      that      the      Prime 
Minister   had   offered.     It   was  founded 
upon   w^hat   the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
had  himself  stated  to  be  the  proper  view 
to  take  of  this  question — namely,  that  it 
was  a  British  question  which  touched  all 
British    interests,  and  that  it  could  not 
be   regarded   as   an   Irish  Question.     It 
covered    the    question     of     any    future 
amendment  or  repeal  of  this  BUI,  and  it 
provided  that  when  any  such  question  arose 
and  had  to  be  considered  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  the  Irish  Members  should  be 
summoned  both  to  the  Imperial  House  of 
Commons   and    to   the   Imperial    House 
of  Lords.     He  could  not  conceive,  from 
the    point    of  view   of   the   right    hoiu 
Gentleman  himself,  that  there  could  be 
any  disposition  to  regard   the  proposals 
contained  in  the  clause  as  inimical  to  the 
just   opportunities   which    ought    to    be 
supplied  to  the  Irish  people  in  the  event 
of  any  contemplated  disturbance  of  the 
settlement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man   himself    proposed.      He   had   only- 
touched   upon  the   fringe  of   the   many 
arguments  that  could  be  adduced  to  shoir 
how  far  the  particular  solution  which  the 
Prime   Minister    had    presented   to   the 
House  fell  in  with  what  the  coimtry  had 
expected    from    him.      It    was,    in    his 
opinion,  in  express  violation  of  the  direct 
declarations  of  honour  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  to  the  people 
of   Great   Britain   at   the    last    Geoe^ 
Election.     It  placed  Great  Britain  under 
a  perpetual  succession  of  the  very  mis- 
chiefs which  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
contemplated  must  flow  from  the  dangers^ 
inconveniences,  and  incongruities  of  the 
9th  clause ;    and   he  could   not    believe 
that  even  at  the  last  moment  either  die 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  the  Cabinet,  or 
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his   followers   in   the   House,  would   be  |  speech  he  has  delivered.     Again  I  must 


reluctant  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
amending  a  clause  which  was  not  the 
expression  of  their  unanimous  opinion 
upon  this  important  question.  He  begged 
to  move  the  new  clause. 

Clause  (Representation  of  Ireland  in 
Parliament  for  the  Amendment  of  this 
Act,)— (^r.  Macartney^) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  W,  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think 
it  my  first  duty  to  make  my  acknow- 
ledgments to  the  hon.  Member,  and  still 
more  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
for  the  great  compliments  they  have  been 
pleased  to  pay  to  the  Bill  of  1886. 
Although  the  Bill  was  deemed  to  be  a 
crude  measure,  and  was,  undoubtedly, 
produced  to  Parliament  after  a  short 
period  of  gestation,  yet  they  have  found 
its  terms  to  supply  them  as  far  as  it  goes 
with  the  proper  method  of  dealing  with 
the  important  question  of  the  retention 
or  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members.  I 
do  not  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
arguing  at  great  length  upon  this  ques- 
tion. The  Report  stage  is,  without 
doubt,  intended  to  give  a  second  oppor- 
tunity   in    this    House   for    considering 

matters  decided  in  Committee,  and  he, 
therefore,  is  in  his  right  in  endeavouring 
to  make  a  detailed  argument  upon  the 
subject ;  but  I  hope  he  will  admit  that  we 
also  have  a  portion  of  discretion  left  to 
us,  and,ialthough  it  may  be,  from  his  point 
of  view  and  the  point  of  view  of  others, 
not  only  a  privilege,  but  a  duty,  to  treat 
these  matters  a  second  time  in  detail,  I 
do  not  think  he  will  press  the  doctrine  so 
far  as  to  hold  that  we  also  are  obliged  to 
answer  in  detail.  I  find  no  fault  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  made 
charges  against  the  Government,  and  for 
having  complained  of  what  he  called  our 
reserve  and  reticence,  of  our  keeping 
matters  in  the  dark,  and  of  our  insensi- 
hility  to  principles  of  honour.  I  can 
understand  the  utility  of  those  remarks 
from  the  hon.  Member's  point  of  view. 
They  are  intended — laudably  intended — 
not  to  irritate  us,  but  still  to  stir  and 
moderately   excite   us   to   reply   to    the 


make  my  excuses  ;  again  I  must  declare 
that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  I 
think  I  convey  the  sentiments  of  my 
Colleagues — we  intend  to  rest  under  these 
imputatious  upon  points  and  matters 
which  have  been  explained  over  and  over 
again  in  Committee,  considering  it  would 
be  a  sheer  waste  of  time  to  go  into  the 
questions  raised  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  hon.  Member  has  employed  a  large 
part  of  his  speech  in  replying  to  argu- 
ments and  statements  which  I  myself 
have  made  upon  this  question,  thereby 
bearing  testimony  to  the  fact  which 
I  have  been  urging — that  we,  who 
have  had  full  opportunities,  and  who 
have  availed  ourselves  of  them,  of 
declaring  our  minds  on  this  subject, 
did  not  need  to  repeat  over  and  over 
again  what  we  have  already  stated. 
Sir,  I  have  been  copious  iu  my  thanks 
for  the  appreciation  of  the  Bill  of  1886. 
But  this  I  must  say — that  the  tribute 
which  is  paid  to  the  Bill  of  1886  would 
have  been  even  more  acceptable,  and 
would  have  been  of  decidedly  greater 
value,  if  it  had  been  paid  in  1886.  I  see 
a  distinguished  array  of  opponents  before 
me.  My  memory  may  be  in  fault,  but  I 
think  that  the  greater  part,  if  not  the 
whole  of  those  gentlemen,  entirely 
declined  to  give  in  1886  the  smallest 
countenance  or  support  to  the  idea  of 
proceeding  without  the  Irish  Members. 
I  think  from  the  silence  of  those  gentle- 
men that  my  recollection  on  this  occasion 
does  not  play  me  false.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  we  have  against  us  the  Election 
of  1886. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY :  Of  1892  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am 
speaking  of  1886. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  I  spoke  of 
1892. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  under- 
stood one  of  the  hon.  Member's  argu- 
ments to  be  that  the  Election  of  1886  had 

condemned  us  and  our  plan — [  Cries  of 
"  No !"] — and  that,  therefore,  we  were  to 
consider  it  as  condemning  the  course  we 
are  now  taking. 

Mr.  macartney  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  misconceived  my  argu- 
ment. I  was  alluding  to  a  statement  iu 
his  letter  the  other  day  in  which  he  said 
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that  the  opiDiOD  of  the  country  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  just  submitted  and 
carried.  I  said  I  did  not  know  what  he 
meant  by  the  country  ;  but  if  he  meant 
Great  Britain,  the  opinion  of  that  country 
had  declared  against  his  proposal  in 
1892. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  under- 
stood thehon.  Member  to  refer  to  the  Elec- 
tion of  1886.  But  the  Election  of  1892 
was  carried,  undoubtedly,  with  the  fullest 
knowledge  —  [^Laughter"]  —  of  what  ? 
Hon.  Members  do  not  know  what  I  was 
going  to  say — with  the  fullest  knowledge 
that  we  were  about  to  propose  the  reten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  do  me  the  justice  to  recollect 
that  at  no  period  did  we  make  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  Irish  Members  a  vital  ques- 
tion. It  was  never  included  among  the 
five  conditions  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  macartney  :    It  was  added. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  It  was 
never  made  one  of  the  essential  conditions. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  in  1886 
stated  strongly  his  opinion  that 
the  question  of  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  Imperial  Parliament 
might  very  well  be  a  question  worthy  of 
being  entertained  after  a  period  had 
elapsed  during  which  the  Irish  might 
cope  with  the  crying  and  imme<liate  exi- 
gencies of  their  situation.  And,  in  treat- 
ing that  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  stated  at  the  time  that  it  appeared  to 
me  to  be  one  well  entitled  to  considera- 
tion.    But  our  judgment  was  against  the 

retention.  I  admit  that  in  arriving  at  that 
conclusion  I  did  pi*oceed  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  trusting  Ireland,  a  principle  which 
I  am  disposed,  perhaps,  to  carry  further 
than  others  who,  notwithstanding,  are 
friendly  to  Home  Rule.  What  we 
believed,  and  had  reason  to  believe, 
was  that  the  Opposition  thought  that 
one  of  the  faults  of  our  plan  was  the 
exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members,  as 
aggravating  the  scheme.  They  thought 
that  if  Home  Rule  ought  to  exist  at  all, 
it  ought  to  exist  with  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Meml)ers.  That  being  so,  we 
became  acquainted  in  the  course  of  the 
General  Election  of  1886  with  the  views 
of  several  of  our  friends  ;    and  at  almost 

Mr,  Macartney 


every  bye-election  fresh  light  was  thrown 
upon  this  sentiment.  While  it  was  our 
strong  presumption  and  belief  in  respect 
of  the  Tory  Party,  supported  by  the 
even  more  emphatic  and  distinct  declara- 
tions of  the  Liberal  Unionists [Cn>« 

of  "  No  1  "  and  cheers  J]  I  am  not 
speaking  of  what  any  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought.  I  am  a  better  authority  oo 
what  we  thought,  surely,  than  any  hou. 
Member  who  interrupts  ?  I  am  speak- 
ing of  what  we  understood  to  be  the 
views  entertained  by  the  leading  men  of 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Party — ^namely, 
that  Home  Rule,  with  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members,  would  be  less  in- 
tolerable than  Home  Rule  with  their 
exclusion.  Then  it  was  found  that  the 
same  idea  was  not  universal  in  our  own 
Party,  but  so  prevalent  that  it  might 
fairly  l>e  called  general.  Consequently, 
we  had  to  ask  ourselves  the  question — at 
any  rate,  those  of  us  who  were  specially 
responsible  for  the  decision  of  1886— 
whether  the  inclusion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers was  so  objectionable  that  it  was  our 
duty,  rather  than  accept  it,  to  disappoint 
the  Irish  nation  of  its  desires  and  ex- 
pectations, and  to  throw  over  the  grett 
cause  to  which  we  had  pledged  ourselves. 
The  consequence  was  that  at  a  very  eariy 
period  indeed  in  the  history  of  that  Par- 
liament, when  paying  a  visit  to  Wales, 
I  first  declared,  and  was  followed  by 
others  of  my  friends,  that  as  a  condition 
of  Home  Rule  we  accepted  the  retention 
of  the  Irish  Members,  bowing  cheerfully 
to  the  opinion  that  was  so  prevalent 
That  was  the  first  stepping-stone  to  oar 
change.  And  as  retention  had  become 
a  condition  of  Home  Rule,  we  bad  next 
to  consider  in  what  manner  that  retention 
was  to  be  effected.  Possibly  in  some 
speech  at  that  Ele<;tion  I  set  out  oar  in* 
tention  to  propose  Home  Rule,  awl  our  view 
of  the  various  incidental  and  colUtenJ 
questions  which  were  raised  by  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  the  difficulties  which  are 
raised  by  these  questions.  There  is  not 
one  of  them  which  does  not  raise  a  diffi- 
culty. For  example,  there  is  tlie  qnee- 
tion  whether  we  are  to  have  one  election 
or  a  double  election  for  the  Members 
who  are  to  sit  in  the  Irish  Legislature 
and  in  this  House.  In  the  same  way 
we  had  to  look  at  the  question  whether 
Irish  Members  sitting  here  were  to  have 
a   limited  or   an  unlimited  vote.      Tbt 
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right  hoD.  Geutleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmi ogham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
quoted  from  a  speech  of  mine  to  the  etfect 
that  J  would  not  consent  to  Irish  Members, 
who  had  received  the  power  of  managing 
their  own  affairs,  voting  in  this  House  on 
questions     affecting     British     interests. 
Undonbtedlj,  I  did  speak  strongly  against 
what  appeared    to    me    to    be   a  most 
formidable  difficulty  attending  the  reten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members.     And  then  I 
&m  taunted  with  having  deviated  so  much 
from  my  original  purpose.      I    have  de- 
viated   from    it    to  this   extent  alone  : 
Nothing    would    have    induced    me    to 
endeavour   to    force    upon    the    British 
people  and  the  Imperial  Parliament  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members  with  an 
Qolimited  vote.     We  accepted  that  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  we  accepted 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members  from 
the  country.      The   hon.   Member   said 
that  our  intention  did  not  represent  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  our  followers. 
[Mr.    Macartney  :     Of     the     British 
Representatives.]      Yes ;     observe    the 
singular  facility  with  which  hon.  Members 
disunite  the  United  Kingdom,  and  draw 
»  distinction   between  one  country  and 
another.     That  distinction,  once  drawn, 
nuiy    be    drawn    persistently    when    it 
answers  their  purpose.     But   I  wish  to 
meet  fairly  tbe  challenge  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.      No    doubt     our     decision    is 
different  from  that  which  we  originally 
adopted,  but  that  was  in  deference  to  the 
opmion  of  tbe  majority.     It  is  known  to 
all  who  are  conversant  with  the  conflict 
of  opinions  which  goes  on  in  this  House 
that  there  are  adequate  means  of  ascer- 
taining  the   opinions   of   the   House  of 
Commons,  even  if  I  had  not  the  power, 
which  I   had,   of    referring    to    actual 
^tements,  and  to  proposals  put  upon  the 
Paper  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
wliile,  without   the  smallest   doubt,  the 
opinion   of   the  great  majority  required 
'Tom  us  that  we  should  adopt  the  principle 
^  the    unlimited    vote    of     the    Irish 
Members,    the    dissentients    from    that 
opinion    might    be    counted    upon    the 
fingers. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  hoped  the  right 
non.Geutleman  would  allow  him  to  say  that 
'^s  statement  was  founded  on  statements 
^adebv  hon.  Members  sitting  behind  the 

ght  hon.  Gentleman,  who  represented 
*^t   they    knew 
matter. 


his 


views     m 


the 


Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:    What 

means    had    the     hon.    Gentleman     of 

knowing  the   opinions   of    private    and 

independent  Members  at  large  compared 

with  the  means  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  ?  He  had  the  usual  general 
means  of  knowing  what  the  sentiments  of 
the  Party  were,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  Gentleman  can  say  that  the  majority 
were  not  in  favour  of  the  plan  we  adopted. 
I  thank  the  House  for  hearing  me.  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  further. 
What  lies  before  us  is  in  honourable  ful- 
filment of  our  pledges  and  engagements. 
Though  the  conditions  which  we  have 
now  accepted  we  originally  thought  less 
desirable,  we  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  accept  them  and  the  difficulties 
connected  with  them,  which  are  matters 
of  a  secondary  order,  and  we  hold  that  it 
would  be  a  gross  error  of  judgment  and  a 
total  abandonment  of  duty  if  we  for  one 
moment  doubted  as  to  our  obligation  to 
prosecute  to  the  end  this  great  and 
Imperial  cause. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  :  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  House  has  now  the 
opportunity  of  fully  debating  this  very 
important  question,  and  is  about  to  vote 

on  a  definite  issue.  The  right  hou. 
Geutleman  has  followed  a  characteristic 
course  in  the  way  in  which  he  has  dealt 
with  this  proposal.  Of  the  question  of 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members  there 
are  three  possible  solutions  :  either  the 
Irish  Meml>ers  may  be  banished  from  the 
House  altogether,  or  they  may  be  re- 
tained for  certain  limited  and  specific 
purposes,  or  they  may  be  retained  for  all 
purposes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
argued  in  favour  of  proposals  which  are 
not  to  be  adopted,  but  he  has  not  given 
the  House  any  argument  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  he  has  accepted,  except  that  he 
has  done  so  under  strong  pressure  from 
certain  powers,  which,  however,  are  more 
pressed  upon  than  capable  of  exercising 
pressure.  The  Government — to  use  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  most  singular 
and  most  significant  expression — has 
transferred  its  support  to  another  proposi- 
tion. It  is  a  very  curious  Parliamentary 
situation  that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
arrive  at  a  decision  upon  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  raised  by  the  Bill  by 
what  is  in  reality  a  Parliamentary  acci- 
dent, and  not  in  consequence  of  the  argu- 
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ments  put  forward  by  the  Prime  MiniBter. 
We  have  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
argue  in  favour  of  both  the  propositions 
— for  excluding  altogether  the  Irish 
Members  from  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  for  retaining  them  for  limited  pur- 
poses. In  1886  we  heard  him  argue  with 
great  force  in  favour  of  the  total  exclu- 
sion of  the  Irish  Members  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  unfair,  when  they  had 
obtained  the  privilege  of  the  uncontrolled 
management  of  their  own  affairs,  that 
they  should  be  permitted  to  control  also 
English,  Scotch,  and  Welsh  aiSairs  when 
they  were  not  responsible  for  their 
action  in  any  way  to  the  electors  of  Great 
Britain.  But  as  years  went  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  could  and  would  try  the 
experiment  which  he  argued  against  in 
1 886,  of  retaining  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  for  certain  limited 
purposes.  On  the  13th  of  February  last 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  not,  per- 
haps, a  very  good  heart  for  the  work, 
argued  in  favour  of  this  latter  proposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  said  I 
was  against  that  proposition. 

*SiR  E.  CLARKE  :  I  am  quite  content 
to  accept  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reminds  me  of  a  passage  in  the 
"  Bab  Ballads  "  :— 

"  These  lads  did  not  presume  to  flout  him  ; 
He  argued  high,  he  argued  low, 
He  likewise  argued  round  about  him." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  certainly 
argued  round  about  him  in  this  matter. 
It  is  certainly  difficult  to  follow  him  ;  but 
he  led  the  House  to  believe  that,  what- 
ever reluctance  he  might  feel  in  the 
matter,  he  was,  at  all  events,  arguing  in 
favour  of  retaining  the  Irish   Members 

for  limited  purposes  only.  We  have  had  one 
argument  in  favour  of  keeping  the  Irish 
Members  away  altogether  ;  we  have  had 
another  in  favour  of  retaining  them  for 
limited  purposes,  but  we  certainly  have 
never  had  an  argument  placed  before  the 
House  in  favour  of  retaining  them  for  all 
purposes. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  On  the 
13th  of  February  I  dwelt,  in  the  very 
strongest  terms  I  could  command,  upon 
the  immense  disadvantage  of  having  in 
this  House  a  body  of  Members  for  the 

Sir  E.  Clarke 


first  time  .here  who  would  stand  on  a 
totally  different  footing  from  their 
Colleagues  from  England  and  Scotland. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  That  is  so ;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argued  in  the 
strongest  terms  in  favour  of  keeping 
them  for  all  purposes,  but  the  ri^bl  liou. 
Gentleman  was  inviting  the  House  to 
arrive  at  an  opposite  conclusion.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone  bowed  assent.]  I 
am  not  content  with  this  example  of  in- 
consistency. After  the  13th  February 
questions  were  addressed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  all  parts  of  the  House 
as  to  the  course  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  take  in  regard  to  Clause  9 
in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stood.  The 
answers  to  these  questions  suggested  that 
he  still  had,  and  held,  the  intention  of 
keeping  the  Irish  Members  only  for 
limited  purposes. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE:  After  the  13di 
February  it  was  more  than  once  stated 
that  the  Government  intended  to 
propose  to  the  House  the  clause  as  it 
stood  in  the  Bill.  That  was  not  mockiitg 
the  House  with  idle  words.  The  question 
was — Were  the  Ministry  going  to  support 
the  clause  as  the  Ministry  had  proposed 
and  commended  it  to  the  House  ?  It 
certainly  does  seem  an  odd  departure 
from  the  ordinary  course  of  Parliamentary 
practice  for  the  Prime  Minister  to  quote  a 
speech  made  by  him  on  the  13th  Februarr 
in  support  of  a  proposal  which  he  then 
repudiated,  but  which  he  now  offers  for 
acceptance. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  dealt 
with  both  proposals  with  an  impartialitj 
which  is  not  always  observed. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE:  I  ventured  to 
point     out      at     the      time      that    tbe 

tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
showed  that  he  had  been  overborne 
by  the  majority  of  his  colleagues  in  the 
Ministry,  and  that  he  was  endeavoariog 
to  make  them  ridiculous  by  expounding 
to  the  House  tbe  reasons  by  which  they 
were  actuated.  But  we  have  now  ar- 
rived at  a  stage  when  the  matter  should 
be  thoroughly  discussed  in  order  to  aMe^ 
tain  what  the  opinion  of  the  different 
sections  of  tbe  House  may  be  with  re- 
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gard    to    the   proposal    before  us.     The 
proposal  is  a  very  simple  one,  and  it  may 
be    fairly    argued   by   Members   of    the 
House.      At  present  if  an  Irishman  in- 
terferes   with   a    Bill   which   relates  to 
Scotland    be    knows    that    he    will    be 
punished    by  having  some  Bill  relating 
to  Ireland  interfered  with  in  like  manner. 
The   policy  of   give  and  take  between 
Members  coming  from  different  parts  of 
the  British  Isles  has  a  good  effect  on  the 
proceedings    of    the   House.     But   once 
detach     the    Irish    Members    from    the 
House,  and   once  provide  that  they  can 
come  into    the  House  at  any  time,  and 
vote  upon  any  Bill  which  may  secure  or 
overthrow  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  and 
you  have  then  a  separate  influence  in  the 
House  w^hich  in  my  belief  will  be  de- 
structive of  its  usefulness  as  a  Legisla- 
tive Assembly,  and  will  lead  to  dealings 
on  the  part  of  Ministries  or  Oppositions 
with  those  Members  which  will  seriously 
interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  this  House 
as   au    instrument   of  government.     Let 
me  point  out  another  thing.     There  is 
very   serious  reason  to  believe  that  the 
result    of  the   detachment   of   the   Irish 
Members   in  this  way  may  lead  to  legis- 
lation and    administration   in   regard   to 
Ireland  which  would  be  not  the  willing 
legislation  of  the  House  or  the  whole- 
hearted  administration  of    the  Ministry 
for   the    time  being,  but    which    would 
be    prompted    by    a    desire    to     secure 
so    important    a   Parliamentary  support 
as     the      Irish      Members      would     be 
able  to  give.     It  is  not  at  all  from  a 
Party  point  of  view  that  I  should  fear 
the    retention    of    the    Irish    Members. 
There  are  many  matters  upon  which  the 
predominant  feeling  of  the  Nationalists, 
if  they  are  once  free  from  discussions  in 
this  House  with  regard  to  the  govern- 
ment   of     their  •  own     country,    would 
very  likely  induce  them   to   strengthen 
the     Tory      Party      and      the      policy 
that  Party  has  in  past  times  supported. 
It  is  not  in  the  least  because  I  believe 
there  would  be  any  sympathy  between 
the  Nationalist  Members   from   Ireland 
and  the  Party  which  is  led  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  between  them  and 
the   projects   of   the     Newcastle     Pro- 
gramme, that   I  am  opposed   to   the  re- 
tention of  the  Irish  Members,  but  because 
^   desire    that   neither    Party   shall  .U  a 
placed    in    the    dangerous    positior  their 
having  ready    to  hand — aod  to  J  of  the 


tained,  perhaps,  by  concessions  which 
might  be  of  mischief  to  Great  Britain — 
the  support  of  so  large  a  Parliamentary 
Body.  I  am,  on  this  matter,  one  of 
those  who  are  not  subject  to  the  re- 
proach the  Prime  Minister  has  cast  upon 
many  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  in  1886  they  objected  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  Irish  Members  from  this  Par- 
liament. That,  Sir,  at  all  events,  is  not 
true  with  regard  to  me.  From  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  this  controversy 
— from  the  beginning,  I  should  say,  for 
it  has  not  reached,  or  nearly  reached,  its 
end  yet — I  have  taken  the  same  view 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ex- 
pressed in  1886  and  had  stated  over  and 
again — that  one  of  the  chief  advantages 
of  Home  Rule'  will  be,  or  should  be,  that 
the  House  will  be  freed  from  the  per- 
petual discussion  of  Irish  questions,  and 
so  will  be  able  to  perform  with  greater 
freedom  and  efficiency  the  legislative 
duties  which  it  owes  to  other  parts  of 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  so  in  1886.  I  agreed  with  him, 
and  repeated  it  in  many  places.  I 
remember,  when  I  went  down  to  my 
constituents  in  1 886  on  the  occasion  of 
the  General  Election,  I  there  selected 
that  .particular  proposal  to  exclude  the 
Irish  Members  from  this  House  for 
praise  and  eulogium.  I  have  always 
thought,  and  I  think  now,  there  can  be 
no  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  which  will  be 
of  any  value  to  this  House  or  to  Ireland 
unless  it  is  made  one  of  the  terms  of  the 
grant  of  Home  Rule  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers shall  cease  to  take  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House.  I  ask  hon. 
Members  with  what  complacency  they 
would  view  the  state  of  things  that 
would  exist  if  the  Bill  passed  and  W 
Irish  Members  were  to  remain  in  the 
House,  giving,  perhaps,  according  to  the 
calculations  made,  an  available  majority 
of  50  on  the  Nationalist  side  ?  What 
would  *be  the  consequence  ?  Suppose 
a  measure  was  brought  in  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Wales. 
I  take  that  as  an  example.  Is  it  sug- 
gested that  that  majority  of  50  Nation- 
alists should  reasonably  and  properly 
vote  in  this  House  in  favour  of  such  a 
proposal  ?  Surely  those  who  are  most 
enthusiastic  in  favour  of  a  policy  of  dis- 
^tablishment  will  recognise  that  that 
wbw;  can  only  be  effective  when  it  is 
Scotla'ith  by  those  who  have  correspond- 
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ing  responsibility  with  regard  to  them- 
selves, and  the  Irish  Members  would  be 
absolutely  detached  from  that  matter  by 
every   sort   of    self-interest.       Yet  the 
Irish  Members  would  give  their  50  votes 
on  the  question.       I   am  not   sure  that 
they  would  be  given   for  Disestablish- 
ment.    They  might  be  given  against ; 
but    whether    given    for  or  against,,  it 
would  be   a  vote   so   entirely  detached 
from  any  real   interest  on   their  part  in 
this  Assembly  that  it  cannot  be  regarded 
as  a  legitimate   weapon  to  use   in    the 
controversy.     It  has  been  said  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  be  so  busy  with 
their  own   affairs   in   Ireland  that   they 
would  seldom  come  over  here   to  vote, 
and    the    Prime     Minister    has    stated 
that  we  must  depend   upon   their  good 
feeling  to  exercise  a  self-denying  reti- 
cence, and  to  exclude  themselves  from 
using  their   power  in  matters  not  con- 
cerning  them.     Let  me   examine    both 
these  questions.     Would  they  come  over 
here  but  seldom  ?     That  might  be.    But 
they  would  come  over  here  whenever  it 
was  necessary  that  their  Parliamentary 
strength  should  be  used  for  the   Party 
purpose  of  either  keeping  in  or  ejecting 
from  Office  a  Ministry  which  had  promised 
them   as   much  as  they  desired,  or  had 
refused  "to  make  those  promises,  and  had 
disappointed  their  expectations.     When- 
ever a   Ministry    that   they   desired   to 
support  was  in  trouble,  the  judgment  of 
the  House  might  be  overruled  by  this 
foreign  body  of  Representatives — ["  Oh, 
oh  I  "] — being  brought  over.     Yes  ;  it  is 
not  a  foreign  body  now,  and  if  I  had  my 
will  it  never  should   be.      But  if   it   is 
excluded  from  the  ordinary  interests  and 
duties  which  fall  upon  Members  of  this 
Assembly,  then  the  Irish  Members  can- 
not complain  if  they  are  called  a  foreign 
body,  imported  to  serve  the  purposes  of 
Party.   I  do  not  desire  to  make  invidious 
remarks;  therefore,  I  will  not  proceed  to 
examine  the  question  of  good  feeling.     I 
think  those  who  rely  on  the  good  feeling 
of  the  majority  from  Ireland,  under  these 
circumstances,  inducing  them  not  to  come 
here,  are  relying  upon  a  theory  and  an 
idea  to  which  we,  at  all  events,  cannot 
attach    very  serious   importance.      But, 
Sir,  I  nhould  like  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  question  from  another   point  of 
view.     I  say  that  it  would  be  destructi" 
of   our  Parliamentary  Institution?-^  ^^ 
and  that    it  would    have  a    d^or  the 
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influence  upon  the  affairs  of  this  House. 
But  we  have  to  consider  it  from  the  Irish 
point  of  view.  I  believe  that  the  con- 
tinued representation  of  Ireland  in  this 
House  would  be  absolutely  fatal  to  any 
hope  of  the  success  of  the  Home  Rtde 
Bill.  If  I  were  to  rely  on  my  own 
judgment  and  opinion,  it  might  be  said 
that  I  was  not  entitled  to  speak  for  Irish- 
men in  the  matter  ;  and  I  ought  to  be 
suspected.  As  I  am  resolutely  opposed  to 
every  form  of  Home  Rule,  it  might  be 
suggested  that  I  was  conjuring  up 
imaginary  dangers  with  a  view  to  dis- 
credit the  Bill.  I  will,  therefore,  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  quote  from  one  of 
the  best  known  Members  of  the 
Nationalist  Party — the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool.  In  the 
year  1886,  at  Liverpool,  in  a  speech 
reported  in  The  Times  oi  April  22, 1886, 
he  said— 

**  The  retention  of  the  Irish  Members — espe- 
cially in  their  full  numbers — is  merely  the  mwk 
for  reducing  the  Irish  Legislature  to  the  posi- 
tion of  a  Vestry  or  a  Town  Council.  I  very  much 
mistake  the  temper  of  my  colleagues  if  that  be 
a  proposal  they  will  not  consider  it  their  duty 
to  resist  by  every  means  in  their  power.  It  is 
a  proposal  that  ought  to  be  resisted  by  evay 
true  English  Liberal  as  vehemently  as  by  every 
Irish  Nationalist.  For  what  does  it  Okean  \  If 
the  full  tale  of  Irish  Members  wiere  to  re- 
main in  the  Imperial  Parliament  it  would  mem 
that  every  single  act  of  the  Irish  Legislature, 
great  or  small,  would  be  reviewed  immediately 
by  the  Imperial  Legislature  ;  and  if  the  acts  ctf 
the  Irish  Legislature  hati  to  be  reviewed  by  the 
Imperial  Legislature  the  review  would  not  be  a 
formal  affair,  such  as  the  review  of  Provirioni! 
Orders  at  the  present  moment  The  review  would 
mean  a  serious,  prolonged,  and  paasionate  re- 
view of  the  acts  of  the  Irish  Legislature.  Cu 
any  man  in  his  senses  imagine  a  scheme  more 
antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  Ireland  and  ol 
all  England,  and  of  all  classes  in  Ireland  and 
of  all  claaaes?  ....  Ireland  would  be  in  a 
constant  state  of  turmoil  and  unrest.  The 
Imperial  Parliament  would  be  the  schoolmaster 
that  the  boys  would  always  be  calling  upon  to 
intervene.  It  is  no  consolation  to  say  that  the 
Nationalist  Members  need  not  attend  at  West- 
minster. If  they  did  not  attend,  the  Orange- 
men would  ;  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  hate 
the  attendance  of  the  Nationalists  to  counteract 
the  evil  effects  of  the  Orangemen.  Then,  if  ** 
had  in  the  Irish  Parliament  some  man  d 
baulked  or  restless  ambition,  what  a  temptatiuo 
it  wouUl  be  to  him  to  transfer  hi«  quarrel  fn«a 
the  narrow  arena  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
to  the  mighty  arena  of  the  Impenal  Parlia- 
ment !  *' 

T  conld  not  improve  upon  that  speech, 
he  to  hon.  Member  dealt  freely  and  Isrgelj 
tain  'Whis  matter.  Was  he  right  or  wte 
sections  ng  ?      He  made  his  appeal  not 
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only  to  IrUh  NationaliBts,  but  to  English 
LiberaU,     He  asked  English  Liberals  to 
save  Ireland  from  the  trouble  that  would 
come   upon    her    if    the   proposal   were 
adopted  to  retain  Irish  Members  in  this 
House.     We  have  had  many  discussions 
io  regard    to    the    maintenance   of  the 
supremacy   of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Many  of  us  were  deeply  anxious  that 
some  provision,  and  effective  provision, 
should  be  put  into  the  Bill  to  secure  the 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  anybody  in  this 
House,  to  whatever  Party  he  belongs — 
certainly    not    an     Irish    Nationalist — 
would  desire  to  substitute  for  the  supre- 
macy  of   the  Imperial    Parliament   the 
constant    supervision    of    the    Imperial 
Parliament.     But  that  is  what  we  are  to 
have.      It    is  said   against  the  proposal 
now  to  exclude  the  Irish  Members  that 
that  has  been  made  impossible  because 
certain  matters  in  which  they  are  deeply 
concerned    have    been    reserved    for    a 
certain  time  to  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
That  is  a  condemnation  of  the  Bill,  but 
it  is  no  answer  to  the  present  contention. 
The  right    hon.    Gentleman   the   Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  talking  about  the 
Schedules  and    redistribution  in  Ireland, 
was  shocked  at  the  idea  that  when  we 
had  disposed  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  we 
should  promptly  engage  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  of  redistribution  of 
seats  in  Irelaud.     He  asked  how,  when 
we  had   gone  through    all    this  contro- 
versy,   we   should     like     to    deal    with 
redistribution  in  Ireland  ?  Surely  the  Chief 
Secretary,  notwithstanding  his  speech  on 
the  Schedules  yesterday,  does  not  now  en- 
tertain the  vain  and  delusive  hope  that 
wheu  this   Bill   shall   have   passed  this 
Parliament    will    have  got   rid   of   the 
trouble  and  turmoil  of  the  Irish  Question. 
There  is  a  period  of  three  years  and  a 
period  of  six  years  in  which  we  are  to 
deal  with  the  land,  financial  affairs,  and 
other  matters  ;  and  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  if  this  Bill  should  be  passed  in  its 
prej^ent  shape,  on  the  next  Session  that 
begiM  after  the  setting  up  a  Parliament 
ju  Ireland  you  will    have  here,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
I-iverpool  pointed  out,  the  Representatives 
of  the  Orangemen  of  the  North-East  of 
Ireland  claiming  from  this  House  super- 
vwion  of  the  affairs   of  Ireland,  and  a 
«teady   and    resolute   defence    of    their 
"it^rests  against  the  Nationalists  of  the 


other  parts  of  the  country  ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  shall  have  the  Nationalists 
coming  here,  and  obliged  to  come  here, 
in  order  to  defend  themselves  against  the 
attacks  of  the  Orangemen.  What  shall 
we  have  gained  by  Home  Rule  in  that 
case  ?  We  shall  have  gained  nothing 
for  the  purposes  of  the  discharge  of  the 
great  duty  of  this  House  in  dealing  with 
that  which  is  now  considered  so  trifling 
that  it  can  be  put  off  to  the  last  few 
days  of  the  Session — ^I  refer  to  the 
Supply  Services.  We  shall  have  gained 
no  freedom  for  our  legislation,  or  for  the 
supervision  of  the  affairs  of  Government. 
What  will  Irelaud  have  gained  ?  Ireland 
will  have  gained  only  this — that  she 
will  have  a  second-class  Parliament,  not 
attended  by  her  best  men,  because,  as 
the  hon.  Member  pointed  out,  she  will 
send  her  best  men  to  defend  her  im- 
perilled interests  in  the  larger  arena  of 
Westminster — she  will  have  a  second- 
class  Parliament  in  Dublin  which  will 
carry  on  the  enormous  powers  entrusted 
to  it  under  this  Bill,  while  she  sends  80 
of  her  best  men  to  this  House  to  deal 
with  the  reserved  questions  during  the 
next  few  years,  or,  if  they  have  not  to 
deal  with  these  matters,  in  order  to 
answer  those  who  represent  their  oppo- 
nents. I  agree  that  these  difficulties  have 
resulted  from  the  reservation  made  in 
the  Bill,  but  that  is  the  Ministers^  doing. 
Their  Bill  of  1886  was,  at  all  events, 
defective  and  mischievous  as  we  believed 
it  to  be,  was  a  logical  production.  In 
1886  the  Prime  Minister,  strong  in  his 
belief  that  he  had  an  adequate  majority 
to  carry  his  full-considered  proposal, 
gave  us  the  Bill  he  would  desire  to  pass. 
In  the  present  measure  he  has  not  given 
us  that  which  he  would  desire  to  pass. 
We  have  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister 
to-night  that  the  half -hour  or  40  minutes 
of  skilful  and  intricate  dialectics  on 
February  13  was  simply  amusement — an 
exercise  of  his  intellectual  powers.  This 
time  the  Government  have  tried  to  pro- 
duce a  Bill  which  will  just  pass,  and 
this  change  upon  the  9th  clause  is  the 
result  of  underground  communications 
with  their  supporters  with  that  view. 
Am  I  not  right  in  saying  that  this 
9th  clause,  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill,  has 
not  been  accepted  by  the  House  or  by 
any  portio"*  of  it  ?  I  have  read  at  length 
what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  in  1886. 
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I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth, 
speaking  about  a  week  ago  in  Ireland, 
said  that,  for  his  part,  he  preferred  the 
Bill  of  1886,  by  which  Irish  Members  were 
excluded,  as  against  the  proposal  made 
in  the  present  Bill.  Are  the  Government 
prepared  to  do  what  the  Prime  Minister 
affects  to  think  he  has  done — to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  without  exercising 
its  power  over  the  pliant  fidelity  of  its 
followers  ?  In  this  case  neither  of  two 
usual  courses  has  been  adopted.  The 
Government  has  not  made  a  pro- 
posal which  they  are  prepared  to 
defend,  which  is  the  usual  Parliamentary 
course.  If  they  had  taken  that  course 
and  been  defeated  they  would  have  been 
following  Parliamentary  traditions  and 
carrying  out  the  duty  which  rests  on 
British  Ministers  of  placing  before  the 
House  and  defending  a  definite  policy. 
They  did  not  do  that.  What  is  the 
other  course  they  could  have  followed  ? 
They  could  have  said  this  was  a  matter 
on  which  they  would  accept  the  unbiassed 
judgment  of  the  House.  If  they  had 
done  the  latter  everyone  knows  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  not  come  back  to 
this  House.  The  clause  as  it  now 
stands  represents  no  policy,  no  plan  to 
which  any  statesman  on  that  Bench 
would  commit  himself.  It  is  a  Parlia- 
mentary accident,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
if  the  Division  makes  an  end  of  this  pre- 
posterous proposal. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geutleman  opposite,  nor  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  moved  the  Amendment  in 
the  first  instance,  had  said  much  upon 
the  really  important  point  that  lay  at  the 
root  of  this  clause,  which  was  whether 
the  Irish  Members  were  or  were  not  to 
have  seats  in  this  House  in  the  future. 
At  present,  at  all  events,  the  bulk  of 
the  Conservative  Party  were  for  exclud- 
ing the  Irish  Members  altogether.  They 
had  heard  again  from  the  Prime  Minister 
that  his  opinion  in  regard  to  the  Bill  of 
1886  had  not  altered  in  that  respect. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  been 
conspicuous  for  honourable  pertinacity 
in  holding  from  the  commencement  of  the 
controversy  until  the  present  moment 
that  Irish  Members  ought  not  to  remain 
in  that  House.     He  (Mr.  Reid)  did  not 
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say  this  for  the  purpose  of,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  adversely   crlticisiDg    his    right 
hon.  Friend.     He  knew  it  was  a  difficnlt 
question  ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the   Goyem- 
meut  said  they  had  been  induced  to  depart 
from  the  original  method  of  1886  by  Uie 
friendly  pressure  of  those  who  supported 
them  in  the  House  and  the  country,  he 
thought  that  one  of  those  who  had  put 
pressure  upon   the   Grovernment   should 
state  why  they  objected  to  the  exclnsioD 
of  the   Irish  Members.     There  was,  bo 
doubt,  a  sentimental  reason.     He  did  not 
think  that  any  gentleman  in  any  part  of 
the  House  would  quarrel  with  the  natural 
desire  to  keep  as  wide  as  possible  the 
area    of   the    United  Kingdom,    which 
was  the  nucleus   of  otur  great    Empire. 
There   were   other  consequences   which 
might  follow.     Supposing,  for  a  moment, 
that  they  were  to  exclude  the  Irish  Man- 
bers  from  the  House,  what  would  be  the 
position  in  a  short  time  ?     A  short  time 
they  might  be  engrossed  in  the  considen- 
tion  of  their  own  domestic  affairs  ;  hot 
after  a  very  little  time  they  would  contrwt 
their    position    with    that   of    the  self- 
governing   colonies,  which  were  subject, 
no  doubt,  to  the  Royal  veto  and  Imperial 
supremacy,   though  upon    the  conditioD 
that  they  were  hardly  ever  used.    They 
would  find  the  colonies  in  complete  ex- 
emption  from   taxation   by  that  House, 
encouraged  to  maintain   military  forces 
for   their   own   defence,  and   entitled  to 
obtain  revenue  by  taxing  imports,  includ- 
ing   those    from    this   country.      Whil 
would    be   the   position  in    which  they 
would   find   themselves  ?      They  would 
find  Ireland,  which  was  a  Kingdom  before 
Canada,  or  Australia,  or  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  had  been  discovered,  fettered  by  « 
number  of  restrictions  which  he  was  per- 
fectly   certain    the    self-respect    of  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  not  for  an  in- 
definite time  allow  them  to  submit  to, 
and  ought  not  to  allow  them  to  submit  to. 
And  what  would  be  the  result  ?     In  the 
first  place  we  ought,  if  we  were  going 
to    exclude    Irish    Members    from   the 
House,  no  longer  to  exact  from  Irelsnd 
any   revenue  towards  our   Imperial  re- 
sources.    We  did  not  ask  anything  from 
the  colonies,  possibly  for  the  reason  tbst 
we  would  not  be  able  to  get  it  even  if 
we  made  the  demand.      This  was  the 
subject  of  the  controversy  through  which 
we  lost  the  American  Colonies.     ^^'^ 
any  man  in  the  House  be  so  infatosM" 
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as  to  think  that  we  could  treat  Ireland 
in  that  way  when  we  had  before  us  the 
result  of  a  similar  attempt  100  years  ago  ? 
Were  Ireland  in  the  position  of  a  Colony 
tbey  would  be  entitled  to  ask  that  they 
also  might  have   some  military  force  at 
their   command.      He   did   not   suppose 
Ireland  would  ask  for  it ;  but  they  knew 
that  there  was  a  military  force  in  Ireland 
in  1782  ;  and  suppose  the  relations  be- 
tween Ireland  and  this  country  became 
strained,  and  Ireland  were  in  the  position 
of  a  self-governing  colony,  would  she  not 
be  entitled   to   ask   precisely   the  same 
privileges  and  rights  enjoyed  by  all  the 
eolonies  of  the  Empire  ?     He  did  not  and 
could  not  believe  that  those  gentlemen 
who   advocated  the    exclusion   of  Irish 
Members  from  the  Imperial  Parliament 
and  the   conversion  of  Ireland  into  the 
Constitutional  position  of  a  self-governing 
colony  were  serious  as  to  this,  and  had 
really  reflected  upon  the  consequences  of 
establishing  such  relations  between  Ire- 
land and    this   country.     Ireland   might 
tax   imports    from    this  country — and  I 
am,  of  course,  pointing  out  the  necessary 
consequences  of  establishing  a  Colonial 
Government  in  Ireland.      What   would 
become  of  the  safeguards  that  were   so 
profusely  scattered  throughout  the  Bill  ? 
He  understood  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  complained  that  these  safeguards 
were  not  sufficiently  effective  nor   suffi- 
ciently numerous.    Be  it  so.    How  would 
it  be  possible  to  maintain  any  of  those 
safeguards,  such  as  they  were,  if  Ireland 
were  to  be  separated  from  this  country 
in  the  sense  that  Irish  Members  were  no 
longer  to  come  here,   and   Ireland    was 
merely    in    the    position   of  a   colony  ? 
He  thought  himself  that  the  safeguards 
were  very  effective  and  more  numerous 
than  they  should  be  ;   but,  at  the  snme 
time,  he  admitted  that   it  was   a  wise, 
prudent,    and    statesmanlike    policy    to 
endeavoiu",  by  means  of  safeguards  and 
precautions   of   this   character,  to   allay 
eyeu  the   unnecessary   apprehensions  of 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  proposed 
Constitutional  change.     He  must  express 
his  astonishment  that  a  Member  of  the 
House  who   claimed   to   represent   Pro- 
testant Loyalist  Ulster  should  be  found 
to  propose  that  Irish  Members  should  be 
excluded  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  almost  impossible  to  accept  the 
hon.  Member^s  sincerity.     If  they  were 
to   believe    the    one-twentieth    part   of 


the     numerous     professions     constantly 
made    by    gentlemen    from     Ulster,    it 
would  be  an  outrage  and  injury  in  the 
last  degree  to  exclude  Ulster  Members 
from  the  House.     For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  pretend  that  he  sympathised  with 
the  views  that  the  Ulster  Members  were 
constantly  presenting  to  the  House.     He 
did  not  think  it  was   a   fine  and  brave 
attitude  for  those  Members   to  take  up 
— ^always  to  be  the  first  to  cast  a  stone  at 
their    countrymen,   always    to   magnify 
their  vices  and  belittle  their  virtues.  But 
he  did  not  wish  to  see  them  thrust  forth 
from  the  House  of  Commons.     He  looked 
forward  to  the  time  when  the  doors  of 
the  House  would  be  open  to  the  great 
English-speaking     possessions     of     the 
Crown,  so  that  they  would  have  a  true 
representation    of    the    British    Empire 
within  those  walls.     Let   the   doors  be 
opened  as  much  as  they  pleased,  but  not 
for  the  purpose  of  thrusting  out  those 
who  had  done  a  great  deal  towards  esta- 
blishing the  greatness  of  the  Empire.  The 
first  proposal   of   the   Government   was 
that  the  Irish  Members  should  come   to 
Westminster  only  for  the  purpose  of  Im- 
perial affairs,  and  that  was  a  proposal  to 
which  he  thoroughly  assented.     He  was 
quite  aware  that  it  opened  the  door  to  some 
inconveniences.     It    undoubtedly  might 
produce  some  instability  in  the  Govern- 
ment, because,   as   the   noble   Lord  the 
Member     for     Paddington      (Lord    R, 
Churchill)    pointed  out,  there  might  be 
two   majorities,  and   there   would  be  no 
assurance  that   those    majorities    would 
always  concur.    There  was  another  objec- 
tion— namely,    that  there  would  be  some 
supposed  inequality  between  the  Members 
of  the  House,  and  he   should    be   very 
sorry  indeed  to  see  any  inequality  among 
Members.     These    were    objections    of 
considerable  weight ;    but  they  were,  he 
thought,   much   less  important   than  the 
objections  urged  to  the  second  proposal, 
to  which  the  Government  had  now  given 
their     adherence.        He     believed     the 
Government      gave  *  their      adherence 
to       the       present       proposal       solely 
because     of     the    pressure    of    opinion 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.   Friends  who  had 
driven     the     Government     from     their 
original  proposal  and  induced   them    to 
make  the  present  proposal,  had  taken  a 
very     considerable    responsibility    upon 
themselves.     He  was  very  much  afraid 
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that  whea  the  time  for  an  appeal  to  the 
country  his  hon.  Friends  would  find  they 
had  done  an  ill-service  to  the  cause  of 
Home  Rule  by  pressing  the  Government 
to  depart  from  their   original  proposal. 
It    would    not    be    easy  to  satisfy   the 
English  and  Scotch  electors  that  while 
their    Members    were    precluded     from 
voting   on  the  main  topics  of  Irish  im- 
portance, Irishmen  should  be  entitled  to 
vote  upon  English  and   Scotch  Business. 
He  thought,  also,  it  would  be  an  unwise 
change  from  the  point  of  view   of  the 
Irish  Members  themselves.     He  believed 
that  one  great  guarantee   of  this  Bill,  if 
it  were  passed,  proving  a  success  would 
be  furnished  if  the  House  of  Commons 
refrained  as  absolutely  as  possible  from 
interfering  with  Irish  affairs.     If  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  constantly  inter- 
posing and   constituting    themselves    a 
Court  of  Appeal  from  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture,   no     man     who     had     read     the 
history    of    the    preceding  relations  of 
England  and  Ireland  would  deny  that  it 
would  be  a  constant  source  of  friction  ; 
that  it   would  occupy  the   time   of  the 
House,  and  would  prevent  Irish  states- 
men themselves  from  having  that  which 
was  the  great  means  of  doing  their  coun- 
try good — a  sense  of  responsibility — and 
it  would  deprive  the  Irish  Parliament  of 
that  sense  of  finality  in  its  decisions  which 
was  so  essential  for  its  proper  delibera- 
tions.    But  while  he  thought  the  second 
scheme  of    the    Government    was   less 
happy  than  the  first,  he  believed   that 
both  were  quite  certain  to  be  temporary. 
He  believed  that  when   once   they  had 
departed  from  the   colonial  model  they 
could  not  stop  short  of  the  Federal  model 
— which  meant  Home   Rule  all  round. 
If  English  Members  were  able  to  discuss 
English  Business  and  Scotch  Members 
Scotch  Business,  it  would  not  only  relieve 
the  enormous  pressure  of  Business  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  would  do  away 
with   the    inconvenience  and   irritation 
caused     by    the     interference    of    one 
nationality  in  afifairs  that  peculiarly  be- 
longed to  another.     That,  in  his  belief, 
would  be  the  real  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  and,  looking  at  it  from  that  point 
of  view,  although  he  feared  that  a  good 
deal  of  capital  could  be,  and  would  be, 
made  in  the  country  out  of  this  particular 
method  of  dealing  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, he  believed  that  in  the  end  it  would 
be  a  matter  of  very  small  moment.  Home 
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Rule  for  Ireland  was  only  the  first  of  a 
series  of  Bills,  and  as  soon  as  the  consti- 
tuencies perceived  that  the  real  difficultj 
in  the  way  of  the  transaction  <rf  their 
Business  was  the  enormous  and  impos- 
sible amount  of  Business  which  now  had 
to  be  discharged  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  believed  the  end  of  the  question 
would  be  very  simply  and  satisfactorily 
arrived  at  by  the  extension  of  Federalism. 

•Mr.   GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 

Central)   said,    the    hon.     and    learned 

Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid) 

had  discussed  various  proposals,  but  he 

had  been  unable   to  discover   for  what 

particular    proposal    the    hon.   Member 

intended  to  vote.  The  hon.  Member  had 
commended  the  omnes  omnia  proposal 
now  adopted  by  the  Government, 
although  not  long  ago,  in  The  Contem- 
porary Review^  the  hon.  Member  bad 
described  that  proposal  as  one  that 
would  1)0 

**  Unjust  to  Great  Britain,  inconvenient,  f  nd 
of  a  novelty  quite  startling,  because  though 
Great  Britain  might  have  inflicted,  she  hil 
never  submitted  to  inequality." 

Was  the  hon.  Member  going  to  vote  for 
this  injustice  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  make  this  observa- 
tion ?  Not  only  he,  but  many  others 
have  done  me  the  honour  of  criticising 
my  statements  in  that  article.  Has  the 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  article  ?  If  be 
has,  he  will  find  that  at  the  end  of  the 
article,  which  was  published  in  April, 
1892, 1  stated  that  I  would  vote  for  either 
of  the  methods  for  the  reason  that  I  am 
convinced  that  either  of  them  will  lead  to 
Home  Rule  all  round. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
was  aware  of  that.  In  the  meantime,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  exactly  to  fulfil 
the  description  recently  given  by  the  boo* 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  R.  Wallace) 
of  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House — 
namely,  that  they  were  not  only  eqnal  to 
each  other,  but  equal  to  anything.     But, 

at  lea'^t,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  the 
courage  to  speak  out.  The  House  now 
knew  that,  in  the  hon.  Member^s  view,  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  muat  imom* 
sarily  lead  to  a  system  of  Fototiin* 
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The   Prime  Minister  had  congratulated  ' 
the  hon.  31  ember  for  South  Antrim  (Mr.  ' 
Macartney)  on  the  compliment  he   had 
paid  to  the  Bill  of  1886.     It  was,  bow- 
ever,  somewhat  of  a  left-handed  compli- 
ment.    The  Opposition  did  not  love  the 
scheme  of  1886  more,  but  hated   it  less, 
than  the  scheme  of  1893.   The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  wbv  this  compliment 
was  not  paid  to  the  scheme  in  1886.    The 
reason    was   clear.      In  1886,  Members 
had  not  to  compare  with  that  proposal 
the  worse  proposal  which  was  put  for- 
ward in  February,  and  the  still  worse  pro- 
posal which  was  now  before  the  House.  If 
they  now  commended  exclusion,  it  was 
because  it  shined  by  comparison  with  the 
rival  schemes,  and  not  because  it  shined 
by  its  own  light.     The  present  clause  in 
the    Bill    was  prefaced   by   the   words, 
*'  Until  and  unless  Parliament  otherwise 
determines.*'      The  Prime  Minister  had 
given  two  explanations  of  those  words. 
One    was   that   they   were   intended   to 
denote  the  experimental  character  of  the 
whole  arrangement,  and  the  other  was  that 
the  question  was  a  British  question,  and 
that  it  was  no  part  of  the  settlement  with 
Ireland.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  proper  way  of  ascertaining 
the  opinion  of  Great  Britain  was  to  test  it 
by  the  vote  of  the  United  Parliament  as  a 
whole.      Surely   a   more   astounding,   a 
more  preposterous  contention  had  never 
been  put  forward.     When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  pressed  on  the  subject 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and  asked 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  act  upon  his 
undertaking   that  Great   Britain  should 
have  a  determining  voice  in  deciding  this 
matter,  he  said — 

**  Have  they  not  a  determining  voice  in  a 
Parliament  where  there  are  570  of  their  Repre- 
aentatives  apart  from  the  Irish  Members." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  the  question 
was  discussed  in  Committee,  the  majority 
against  exclusion  amounted  to  31,  and 
the  British  majority  in  favour  of  exclusion 
on  the  same  occasion  was  no  less  than 
29.  When,  however,  it  was  convenient 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the 
^ews  of  a  particular  section  of  the  House 
he  was  ready  enough  to  do  so. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

XV.      [POUBTH   SERIRS.] 


SHOP  HOURS   ACT   (1892)   AMENDMENT 

(No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  333.) 
COMMITTEE.         [Pro^rcM,     Clause    2^ 

SOth  June,'] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  asrain.'' 


•o. 


Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  hoped  the 

Bill  would  be  alloweii  to  proceed.     He 

thought     he     might     explain     that     a 

year  ago  an  Act  was  passed  further 
regulating  the  hours  of  shop  assistants, 
and  enabling  certain  authorities  to  appoint 
Inspectors.  By  a  mistake  no  power  was 
given  to  provide  the  necessary  funds 
from  the  rates.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  enable  the  Local  Authorities  to 
pay  the  salaries  of  Inspectors  and  other 
expenses  out  of  the  rates. 

TheMarquesh  of  CARMARTHEN 

(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  the  fact  that  such 

an  omission  was  made  in  the  Bill  of  last 

year  showed  the  great  necessity  for  care- 
fully considering  this  measure,  and  as 
that  could  not  be  done  after  midnight  he 
must  oppose  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

MIDWIVES'  REGISTRATION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  and  Minutes 
of  Evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  Mid  wives*  Registration  in 
Session  1892  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Midwives'  Registration. — 
( J/r.,  Fell  Pease.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

• 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  367.] 

COUNTY   OF   THE    CITY    OF    GLASGOW 

BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  MAILS  BILL. 
Lords   Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 
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NONCONFORMIST     MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE  OF  REGISTRAR). 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  368.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  L.ORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Commons.'*  [Law  of  Commons  Amend- 
ment Bill  \_Lords'\. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Reformatory 
Schools."  [Reformatory  Schools  Bill 
[ZrOr</«]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Certificate 
of  Incorporation  of  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies." [Companies  (Certificate  of  In- 
corporation) Bill  [Lords']. 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture Acts."  [Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture Bill  [^Lords'], 

SHERIFF  COURTS  CONSIGNATIONS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL,— (No.  430.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thursday,  17th  August. 

CLUBS   REGISTRATION   (re-committed) 

BILL.— (No.  407.) 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Thursday. 

6aNAL    TOLLS   AND    CHARGES   PROVI- 

SIGNAL  ORDER  (BIRMINGHAM  CANAL 

NAVIGATIONS)  BILL. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That    the    Canal   Tolls   and   Charges 

Provisional   Order   (Birmingham   Canal 

Navigations)  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 

General    Committee    on    Railway    and 

Canal    Bills."— (^ir  Alfred  Hickman.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  .withdrawn. 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  (PLUM- 
STEAD  AND  HACKNEY)  BILL. 
Standing  Orders  not  complied  with. 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Tabic  Re- 
port from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 


tions for  Private  Bills,  pursuant  to  tlie 
Order  of  the  House  of  the  4th  day  of 
August,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  follow- 
ing Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto  have  not  been  complied 
with — namely.  Metropolis  Management; 
(Plumstead  and  Hdckney)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing* 
Orders. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND). 
Copy  presented,— of  Eleventh  Annual 
Report  for  1892.     Part  III.     Scientific 
Investigations    [by   Act] ;    to   lie   upon 
the  Table. 

JUSTICES  OF  THE  PEACE  (C0DNTIK8 
AND  BOROUGHS). 
Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
(Part  I.,  Cities  and  Boroughs)  (Address 
2nd  February ;  Mr.  Storey) :  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
366.) 

COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL)  (MALTA). 
Copy  presented,^-of  Annual  Beport 
for  1892,  No.  79  (Malta)  (in  continua- 
tion of  Colonial  Report  [Annual],  No. 
48)  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

COLONIAL    REPORTS    (ANNUAL) 

(GAMBIA.) 
Copy   presented, — of  Annual   Beport 
for  1892,  No.  80  (Gambia)  (in  continua- 
tion of  Colonial  Report  [Annual],  No.  41) 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAYMENT  OF  MEMBERS. 
Return  presented,  —  relative  thereto 
(Part  I.,  British  Colonics)  (in  oontinnm- 
tion  of  [C.  6975]  1893)  (Addreiw 
1st  March;  Mr.  Conybeare)\  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES.) 
Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finance, 
Nos.  1276  (Alexandria),  1277  (Tokio), 
and  1278  (Bilbao)  [by  Command]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjonrncnl  nt  ten  minutet 
alter  Twrlre  o'clock. 
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QOt  know  what  the  Chairman  would  do. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS 


Wednesday,  9th  August  1893. 
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BUOKROCK  AND  KINGSTOWN  DRAIN. 
AGE  AND  IMFROYEME^T (re-commUted) 
BILL  [Li^rds], 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said' 
he  observed  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deenshire (Dr.  Farquharson),  to  the  effect 
that  on  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and 

Improv^ement  Bill  two  Members  should 
constitute  a  quorum.  He  understood 
the  hon.  Member,  in  whose  name  the 
Motion  stood,  did  not  intend  to  move  it, 
and  he  wished  to  ask  whether  it  would 
be  competent  for  another  hon.  Member 
to  move  it  ?  If  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  io  the  interests  of  every  Party  that 
the  Motion  should  be  moved  that  day. 

Dr.  farquharson  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  explained  that  the  Motion 
had  been  put  down  for  that  day  by  mis- 
take. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  understand  the 
Motion  has  been  put  off  by  arrange- 
ment between  the  two  Parties. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  beg  to  say,  Sir, 
there  has  been  no  arrangement  made 
with  me. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  understand  that 
in  this  case  the  Motion  has  been  put 
down  for  to-day  by  error.  I  may  say 
that  some  difficulty  has  arisen  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee.  There  was  a 
Motion  made  and  carried  that  the  matter 
should  be  referred  back  to  the  former 
Committee.  It  appears,  however,  that 
the  former  Committee  cannot  be  got  to- 
gether. One  gentleman  is  ill,  and 
another  Member,  I  understand,  says  he 
thinks  it  rather  hard  that  he  should  be 
summoned  again  to  consider  a  subject 
which  is  extraneous  to  the  matters  for 
which  the  Committee  was  originally 
appointed;  and  if  there  are  only  two 
Members  I  do  not  see  how  the  Com- 
liittee  is  to  carry  on  its  business.  If 
one  hon.  Member  declines  to  vote,  I  do 

VOL.  XV.    J]fourth  series.] 


The  Chairman  has  spoken  to  me,  and  I 
have  told  him  that  he  had  better  make  a 
special  Report  to  the  House,  and  ask 
for  the  instructions  of  the  House  as  to 
how  the  Committee  should  proceed.  I 
know  of  no  present  means  of  getting  out 
of  the  difficulty. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  I  should  be  sorry  if 
any  hitch  occurred,  for,  in  spite  of  all  the 
dreadful  prognostications  about  dropping 
the  Bill,  I  understand  the  promoters 
accept  the  suggestion  made  by  this 
House. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  am  able  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill,  that  they  are  far  from 
accepting  the  Motion  adopted  by  the 
House  the  other  day. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  I  was  assured 
yesterday  by  what  I  considered  a  high 
authority  that  they  accepted  the  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  was  told 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Blackrock  Town 
Commissioners  that  they  intended  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Would 
it  not  be  possible.  Sir,  to  move  to  dis- 
charge from  the  former  Committee  all  those 
Members  who  are  unwilling  to  conform 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  ?  I  never 
heard  before  of  a  Member  of  a  Committee 
refusing  to  discharge  any  functions  which 

were  cast  upon  him  by  the  House  because 
he  differed  from  the  judgment  of  the 
House.  Would  it  not  be  possible  to 
discharge  such  hon.  Members  who  are 
unwilling  to  perform  this  duty,  and 
entrust  it  to  others  who  will  carry  out 
the  judgment  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  I 
understood  the  Resolution  was  that  this 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  similar  Com- 
mittee. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  As  to  the  question 

which  has  been  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 

Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton),  I  may 

say  that  there  is  no  "  former  "  Committee. 
Possibly  the  Committee  of  Selection  may 
get  the  House  out  of  the  difficulty  by 
adopting  the  course  suggested,  by  the 
hon.  Member. 
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Mr.  BARTLE Y  (Islington,  N.)  :  May 
I  ask  yon,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  Order  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  make  remarks  con- 
cerning Members  of  that  Committee 
being  unwilling  to  act,  when  the  question 
has  not  even  been  discussed,  and  they 
have  no  possible  means  of  defending 
their  position  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  afraid  I  am 
responsible  for  that  statement,  bec^iuse  I 
was  informed  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  what  had  occurred.  I 
wished  to  be  frank  with  the  House,  and 
80  I  stated  what  the  difficulty  was  in 
order  that  the  House  might  get  out  of  it. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  May  I  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether  the  Motion  which  was 
passed  did  not  direct  that  this  Bill  should 
be  sent  to  the  "  former  "  Committee.  If 
there  is  an  addition  of  new  Members  to 
this  Committee,  would  that  be  carrying 
ont  the  order  of  the  House  referring  it 
to  the  "  former  "  Committee  ?  Would  it 
not  be  necessary  to  rescind  that  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  They  might  rescind 
the  Order  appointing  the  Special  Com- 
mittee, or  if  the  House  wished  the  re- 
maining Members  of  the  former  Com- 
mittee might  be  competent  to  do  it ;  and 
it  might  be  added  that  two  should  con- 
stitute the  quorum. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  That  is  the  question 
I  rose  to  put  at  the  beginning  of  the 
proceedings — namely,  whether,  although 
the  Notice  of  Motion  was  put  down 
without  authority,  it  was  not  competent 
now  to  move  the  Motion  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  No  ;  especially  if 
it  were  opposed  it  would  have  to  stand 
over,  and  I  know  of  no  authority  for 
putting  it  down  to-day.  It  was,  as  I 
explained,  an  error  to  put  it  down  for 
to-day,  and  was  done  without  any 
authority  from  the  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  With  reference  to 
what  you  have  said  about  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  may  I  ask  whether  your 
meaning  was  that  the  Committee  of 
Selection  might  discharge  some  Members 
and  add  others,  so  that  it  might  be 
efficient  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  In  reference  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  has  said,  I  must 
consult  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  ;  and  he  will  suggest 
some  course— either  that  indicated  by  the 
Lon.  Member,  or  some  other  method — to 
get  out  of  the  difficulty. 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


GOVERNMENT    OF    IRELAND    BaL 

(No.  428.) 
CONSIDERATION.       [tHIRD  NIGHT.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  August], "  Thtt 
the  new  CUiuse  (Representation  of  Ire- 
land in  Parliament  for  the  Amendment 
of  this  Act), — (^Mr,  Macartney^) — pro- 
posed on  Consideration,  as  amended,  be 
read  a  second  time.'* 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  when  his  speech  was  in- 
terrupted the  previous  night  by  the 
operation  of  the  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule, 

he  was  engaged  in  showing  that  though 
the  Prime  Minister  had  declared  over 
and  over  again  that  the  question  of  tiie 
retention  or  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Mem* 
hers  was  a  British  rather  than  an  Irish 
question,  and  ought  to  be  decided  by  the 
preponderance  of  British  opinion,  he  bad, 
nevertheless,  made  this  declaration  of 
no  effect  by  insisting  that  the  opinion  of 
Great  Britain  was  to  be  ascertained  oo( 
by  the  votes  of  the  British  Members,  bat 
by  looking  to  the  vote  of  Parliament  u 
a  whole.  How  British  opinion  could  be 
ascertained  by  looking  not  to  the  votes 
of  the  British  Members,  but  to  the  votes 
of  the  British  and  Irish  Members  taken 
together,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  condescended  to  explain.  In  thelatt 
Parliament,  how  did  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the 
Scottish  Members  on  the  question  of 
Disestablishment  ?  Was  it  by  looking 
to  the  vote  of  Parliament  as  a  whole  ? 
Certainly  not,  for  Parliament,  as  a  whole, 
rejected  the  Motion  for  Disestablishment. 
How  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ascer* 
tain  the  opinion  of  Wales  on  the  question 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  ?  Was  it  by  looking  to  the  vote 
of  Parliament  as  a  whole  ?  ^o,  for 
again  Parliament,  as  a  whole,  rejected 
the  Motion  for  Disestablishing  the 
Church  in  Wale^.  How  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  endeavonr  to  aacertain 
Irish   opinion   on   the  subject   of  Irkli 
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Home  Rale  ?     Was  it  bv  looking  to  the 
vote  of  Parliament  as  a  whole  ?     Very 
far  from  it.      If  he  had  proceeded  by  that 
method,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  they 
would  not  be    engaged  at   the   present 
moment  in    discussing    a    Home    Rule 
Bill.     It  appeared  it  was  only  when  the 
interests  of  England  were  concerned  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  adopted  a  dif- 
ferent method  from  that  which  he  adopted 
in  the  case  of  Scotland   and  Wales  and 
Ireland.     But  how  did  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter reconcile  his  present  attitude  with  the 
attitude  he  took  up  on  this  question  in  the 
last    Parliament?      Surely,    if  the  rule 
was  good  in  one  case  it  must  be  good  in 
another  ;    and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   followed    the     principle    that    he 
himself  had  laid  down  in  these  matters 
he  ought  to  abandon  this  clause  and  fall 
back  upon  the  proposal  of  1 886.     But  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   said— "On   this 
subject  we  have  given  a  pledge."     Yes, 
he  had  given  two  pledges.     But  when 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman   spoke   of  a 
pledge  he  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  upon   what   that   pledge   had    been 
based  ?     Clearly  not  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  opinion  of  the  merits  of 
the    question.       He     hardly    concealed 
the  fact  that  he  had    not   changed    his 
opinion  since  1886,  but  was  of  the  same 
opinion  still.       The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan,  the  previous  night,  replying  to  the 
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his  view,  was  the  general  opinion  of  the 
country.     As   to   that,   some   light   had 
beeu   thrown   upon   the   matter  by    the 
Chancellor  of    the    Exchequer,   for   he 
explained  that  in  taking  the  course  they 
had  taken  the  Government  had  deferred, 
not  to  the  opinion  of  the  country,  but  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Party,  which, 
he  ventured  to  say,  was  a  very  different 
thing.     He  was  perfectly  willing  to  give 
the     Prime     Minister    full     credit    for 
sincerity  in  the  language  he  used  when  he 
said  he  believed  he  was  justified  in  giving 
this   pledge,  because  it   represented  the 
general  view  of  the  country.     But  again, 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
c6untry  ?     Surely  not  the  United  King- 
dom.     The   right   hon.    Gentleman   hail 
again  and  again  assured  thorn  that  this 
was  rather  a  British  than  an  Irish  ques- 
tion.    He  took  it,  then,  that  the  country 
to  which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  re- 
ferred  must  be  Great  Britain.     If    the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   ever  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  opinion  of  Great 
Britain  was  favourable  to  the  retention 
of  the  Irish  Members  he  had  now  had 
an    ppportunity    of    lieing    undeceived. 

Looking  at  the  Division  List,  be  would  see 
that,  of  the  Meml)ers  representing  Great 
Britain,  a  majority  of  29  were  in  favour 
of  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  therefore  bound 


speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  An-    k v  t '  Tt      T    .  ""V  ^Tu'^  r'T^ 
trim  (Mr.  Macartnev).  said  th.t  ZZ  '  ^^  ^'^  declarations  toal>andon  h,s  pledge. 


tnm  (Mr.  Macartney),  said  that  he  did 
not  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  having 
raised thisqaestionasecondtimeon  Repon 
8tage,  and  even  gone  into  some  detail ; 
but  he  added  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  hardly  expect  him  to  give  a  second 
answer  in  detad  to  the  arguments  which 
were  advanced.     He  wm  not  aware  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleinan  had  ever  given 
them  a   first  answer  in  detail  to  these 
ai^nments.     When  this  snbject  was  dis- 
cussed   in    Coownittee    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman    dismissed    it    with   a  brief 
speech  that  did  not  oecnpy  more  than  a 
column    or    a    eolrmm     and    a-half    of 
nanmrd;  and  he  thought  rt  was  not  too 
JJiach  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
^aan  had  never  seriowly  argned  against  the 
exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members.     Daring 
tjie  whole  coarse  of  the    Debates,   the 
"gut  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  serioo^lv 
*Jgued  that  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish 
^embers  would  not  he  the  befit  conrse  to 
*^^pt.    He  had  simply  .started  what,  in 


based  as  it  was  on  a  misconception,  and 
accept   the    Amendment     of    the     hon. 
Member    for  Antrim.       It    was    worth 
while   to  consider   for    a    moment    the 
history  of  this  question.     What  did  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    say    in     1886? 
That  the  proposition  to  retain  the  Irish 
Meml>ers     for     all    purposes     was    too 
abitard  to  be  entertained.    Langnageeven 
more  emphatic  was  nsed  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  in  a  speech 
delivered  at  Newcastle-     To  retain  the 
Iriish  Members,  the  Chief  Secretary  said, 
woald  be  fatal   alike    to   the  Irish  aiMi 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament.     That  was 
before  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  by  the 
Hoose  of  Commons.      But   the   Prime 
Minister  returned  to  the  ^object  after  the 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  ami  speaking 
at  Manchester  on  the  24th  of  June  be 
said — 

**  [  will  never  be  a-  party  which  gfives  to  the 
Trish  people  a  ."^piirate  P!»rliiunent  anrl  alsr> 
gives  them  a  voice  in  Britisfa  ailaira  at  home." 
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The  length  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
"never"  may  be  measured  by  months 
and  even  weeks,  and  it  comes  to  an  end 
whenever  he  draws  in  sight  of  a  hostile 
majority.  A  group  of  votes  is  to  the 
Prime  Minister's  conscience  as  a  mass  of 
iron  is  to  the  needle  of  the  compass. 
In  this  case  the  deflection  had  been  com- 
plete. In  truth,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
boxed  the  compass.  He  had  taken  up 
every  possible  alternative  in  turn,  and 
each  one  had  been  worse  than  the  last. 
Then  he  comes  here  and  says — "  Let  the 
House  of  Commons  decide  ;  the  House  is 
the  master."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
reminded  him  of  the  farmer  who  called 
together  his  geese,  and  asked  them  what 
sauce  they  preferred  to  be  cooked  with. 
He  did  not  seem  to  realise  that  there  was 
a  preliminary  question  to  be  settled  before 
the  sauce  was  decided  upon.  That 
question  was  whether  the  geese  wished 
to  be  cooked  at  all.  The  Prime  Minister 
professes  to  consider  the  retention  or  ex- 
clusion of  Irish  Members  a  matter  of 
secondary  importance  ;  but  certain  of  his 
colleagues  have  expressed  a  very  dif- 
ferent opinion.  In  the  course  of  a 
rather  heated  speech  in  Committee,  when 
this  subject  was  under  consideration,  the 
Prime  Minister  challenged  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  produce  any  statement 
by  any  responsible  Minister  which  in- 
dicated that  this  question  of  the  reten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members  was  regarded 
as  a  vital  one,  and  he  repeated  that  chal- 
lenge last  night.  It  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult to  6nd  more  than  one  such  state- 
ment. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  spoke  on  the  very 
same  day,  and  he  declared  that — 

**  For  his  part,  he  regarded  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members  as  an  essential  part  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  Imperial  Parliament." 

But  there  was  another  Minister,  whom 
he  regretted  not  to  see  in  his  place.  The 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Asquith)  referred 
to  this  question  on  the  Second  Reading, 
and  he  said — 

•*!  regard  this  question  of  the  retention  of  the 
Irish  Members  as  vital  to  the  Bill." 

And  yet  only  yesterday  the  Prime 
Minister  challenged  anyone  to  show  that 
any  Minister  had  ever  said  this  was  a 
vital  point.  He  thought  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  Prime  Minister  in 
future  to  allege  that  none  of  his  Col- 
leagues   had   conmiitted   themselves   on 
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this  question.  Now,  he  considered  that 
on  this  question  the  Home  Secretary 
had  been  far  longer-sighted  than  the 
Prime  Mimister.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  laid  it  down  that  any  settlement,  if 
not  6nal,  must  be  a  lasting  and  continnmg 
settlement ;  but  the  Home  Secretary  saw 
clearly  that  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  a  step,  and  a  long  step,  in 
the  direction  of  Federalism — that  Great 
Britain  would  not  long  endure  a  system 
which,  while  it  gave  Local  Govemmeot 
to  Ireland,  gave  to  Irish  Members  a 
governing  voice  in  the  Local  Government 
of  GreatBritain.  It  was  impossible  that 
such  a  state  of  things  could  last.  Ther 
would  either  have  to  go  back  to  the  present 
condition  of  affairs — possibly  at  the  cost 
of  civil  war — or  else  go  forward  in  the 
direction  of  something  like  a  complete 
Federal  system.  The  fact  that  the  idea  of 
establishing  a  Federal  system  in  these 
Islands  should  have  found  favour  with 
men  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  and  the  Home  Secre- 
tary was  one  of  those  portents  in  the 
present  political  situation  which  wis 
calculated  to  cause  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety.  He  was  not  going  to  discuss 
the  question  of  Federalism,  but  this  at 
least  must  be  granted — that  it  was  no 
matter  of  minor  importance  that  the? 
should  be  taking  the  first  important  step 
towards  carving  out  of  the  Imperiti 
Parliament  no  fewer  than  five  Pariii- 
ments,  and  perhaps  more,  requireil  under 
any  Federal  system.  It  was  do  minor 
matter  that  they  should  be  taking  the 
first  step  in  the  direction  of  reversing 
the  current  of  English  policy  whi<A 
had  lasted  for  many  centuries.  Hon. 
Members  had  also  some  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  want  of  frankness  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  this  connec- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  Hone 
Secretary  had,  in  his  own  constituencT, 
acknowledged  that  he  was  a  Federalist ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oaght 
to  have  made  the  declaration  of  hi» 
faith  in  Federalism,  not  in  a  c(Miier  of 
Scotland,  but  on  the  fioor  of  the  House 
of  CoDunons.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done  that,  the  people  of  thi* 
country  would  have  known  where  they 
stood,  and  would  have  been  no  loogw  in 
the  dark.  As  it  was^  however,  oo  thi» 
vital  point  the  Government  bad  no  col- 
lective opinion  ;  and  the  opinions  of 
individual    Ministers   were  onlr   to  be 
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gathered  from  a  bint  here  and  a  hint 
there.  This  was  why  they  tried  to 
shuffle  off  their  corporate  responsibility  on 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  Some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  were  in  favour  of 
retention,  some  in  favour  of  exclusion,  of 

the  Irish  Members,  some  for  Home  Rule 
pure  and  simple,  some  for  a  19th  century 
restoration  of  the  Heptarchy  ;  but  they 
declined    to    undertake     any    corporate 
responsibility,    because     there    was    no 
corporate   agreement.     The   House  was 
told  that  these  matters  were  only  in  an 
experimental  stage.     He  did  not  see  that 
this  made  the  position  any  l>etter.     There 
appeared  to  be  an  impression  among  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  a  political  experi- 
ment of  this  magnitude  could  be  made, 
and  if  it  failed  leave  them  exactly  where 
they  had  been  at  the  outset.     But  there 
were  some  experiments  from  which  they 
could  not  recede.  There  were  some  experi- 
ments which,  if  tried,  inevitably  compelled 
a  movement  forward.  He  protested  against 
this  ancient  Constitution  being  made  a 
corpus  vile  on  which  these  political  vivi- 
sectors  were   to  work  their  will,  when 
they  could  not  even  agree  among  them- 
selves what  the  nature  of  the  operation 
ought  to  be.     He   did    not   believe   the 
Party  opposite  realised  the  goal  towards 
which  they  were  tending.      But  surely 
the  first  step  ought  to  be  sufficient  warn- 
ing.    In  order  that  Ireland  might  be  in- 
dependent of  £ngland,  £ngland  was  to 
be  made  dependent  on  Ireland.     It   was 
perhaps     fitting    that    this    humiliation 
should  come  from  a  Prime  Minister  who, 
whilst  boasting    of    his    pure    Scottish 
descent,  described  the   £nglish  race   as 
one  which   more  than   any  other   stood 
in  need  of  every  kind  of  discipline.     He 
did   not    envy    those    Members   of    the 
Government   who   had    to    defend    the 
9th     clause     upon     English    platforms. 
As    for    the    Prime  Minister,    notwith- 
standing  his   pure   Scottish  descent,  he 
might  have    remembered    that    it    was 
not    to     his    own     talents    alone,    un- 
rivalled in   many  respects  as  they  were, 
that   he   owed   his   great    position  ;    he 
might  have  remembered  that   he  owed 
that  position  in  no  small  measure  to  the 
greatness    of   England,   before   he   con- 
sented   that  through   his    arm    Ireland 
should    strike    this   fatal   blow    at   the 
mighty  political  fabric  which  it  had  taken 
England  centuries  to  rear. 
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•Mr.    PAUL    (Edinburgh,    S.)    said, 
the  hon.   Gentleman  who  had   just   sat 
down  never  addressed  the  House  without 
raising  their  opinion  of  him,  and  lowering 
their   opinion    of   themselves.      He  had 
gathered    profit    from     the    intellectual 
treat    which    the    hon.    Gentleman   had 
afforded  him,  but  he  found  himself  con- 
fronted    by     a     preliminary     difficulty. 
Referring  to  the  declaration  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject  of  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
claimed  that  the  majority  of  the  British 
Members   were  in    favour  of  exclusion, 
and    he   endeavoured   to    prove  that  by 
reference   to   the   Division   Lists.     Cer- 
tainly, looking   at    the    Division    Lists, 
there  was  a  majority  of  British  Members 
who  voted  against  the  retention  of  the 
Irish    Members,  and  in  favour  of   their 
exclusion.  But  did  they  vote  in  that  way 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  Bill,  or 
for  the  piurpose  of  destroying  it  ?     Were 
they  voting  simply,  to  use  the  classical 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin   University  (Mr.  D. 
Plunket),  to  render  the  measure  "  more 
detestable "  ?      If  they   were,   the   case 
assumed  a  different  aspect  from  that  put 
.upon  it:  by  the  hon.   Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  G.  Balfour).     During  the  course  of 
this    Debate    they    had    witnessed     an 
interesting    resurrection.       It    appeared 
that  the  Bill  of   1886  was   not  dead  ;  it 
only  slept ;  and,  as  the  Sleeping  Beauty 
awoke  at  the  kiss  of  the  Prince,  so  the 
Bill  of  1886  had  been  re-aniraated  by  the 
chaste   embraces  of  the   Leader    of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).      The 
House  had  not  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  move  this  clause, 
but  he  presumetl    they  would   have  the 
pleasure  of  hearing  his  views  at  a  later 
stage  of   the  Debate.      He  (Mr.  Paul) 
should  not  have  intruded  himself  upon 
the    House   at  this   stage   but   for    the 
taunts     which     had      been     levied     at 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
They   had  been  told  that   they  had  no 
opinions  of  their  own,  and  that  they  had 
neither  the  courage  nor  the  capacity  to 
defend    the    opinions    which    they   had 
adopted  from  the  Prime  Minister.     The 
hon.   Member   for   South   Antrim   (Mr. 
Macartney)  was  good  enough  to  make  a 
special  appeal  to  the  Sootch  Members. 
He  (Mr.  Paul)  represented  a  Scotch  con- 
stituency, and  he  would  venture  to  say  a 
few  words  on  his  own  behalf.     He  was 
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aware  that  the  task  of  defending  the  9th 
clause  had  been  undertaken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R,  T.  Reid), 
but  there  was  a  quality  in  the  advocacy 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  which  he 
noted — his  reasoning  appeared  to  make  a 
furtive  escape  from  his  premisses,  and  to 
effect  a  burglarious  entry  into  his  con- 
clusions. On  the  last  occasion  on  which 
he  addressed  his  constituents  he  expressed 
the  opinion  that  it  would  be  well  to 
retain  the  Irish  Members  for  all  purposes. 
When  he  first  saw  the  9th  clause  he  con- 
fessed that  he  was  fascinated  with  its 
logical  neatness.  Logic,  however,  was  a 
very  good  servant,  but,  like  most  good 
servants,  it  was  a  bad  master.  When  he 
came  to  examine  the  clause  from  a 
practical  point  of  view  he  realised  what 
the  Prime  Minister  meant  when  he  said 
that  it  passed  the  wit  of  man  to  divide 
Irish  from  British  and  Imperial  subjects. 
If  the  Irish  Members  were  retained  for 
Imperial  purposes  they  would  be  retained 
for  all  purposes,  because  the  greater 
included  the  less  and  the  whole  the 
part ;  and  if  the  Irish  Members  could 
remove  a  Government  from  Office,  what 
did  it  matter  whether  they  could  vote 
for  a  Local  Veto  or  Parish  Council  Bill  ? 
The  Irish  Members  could  remove  the 
Government  to-morrow  if  they  chose, 
and  if  they  had  that  power,  what  did  it 
matter  whether  or  not  they  would  vote 
for  the  Local  Veto  Bill  or  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was 
not  only  a  Leader  of  a  great  Party — he 
was  one  of  the  Representatives  of  a 
great  city.  Suppose  the  Irish  Members 
had  been  retained  for  Imperial  purposes 
only,  they  would  not  be  able  to  interfere 
with  a  Manchester  Water  or  Gas  Bill,  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
take  a  benevolent  interest;  but  they 
could  take  him  from  the  place  where  he 
now  sat  and  put  him  in  the  place  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  They  put  him  in  Office 
once,  and  they  could  do  it  again.  What 
was  the  use  of  giving  the  Irish  Members 
such  powers,  and  then  misleading  the 
country  by  saying  they  were  not  prac- 
tically retained  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses ?  As  a  practical  politician,  he  said 
the  choice  was  between  the  proposed  new 
clause  and  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill  ret-aining  the  Irish  Members  for  all 
purposes  whatsoever.  His  hon.  Friend 
and   Colleague    the    Member  for    East 
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Edinburgh,  in  a  brilliant  speech  which 
would  never  fade  from  the  recollection  of 
those  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  hear 
it,  argued  most  powerfully  for  the  clause 
as  it  then  stood.  His  hon.  Friend  was — 
he  would  not  say  a  Separatist,  because 
he  might  resent  the  epithet  as  offensive — 
but  he  was  now  for  excluding  totally 
the  Irish  Members  on  the  one  hand,  and 
for  removing  all  the  restrictions  and 
reservations  in  the  Bill  on  the  other. 
That,  if  not  separation,  approached  so 
dangerously  near  it  that  there  was  no 
practical  difference.  But  it  was  said 
that  they  were  giving  up  a  great  privi- 
lege, and  that  they  ought  to  exact  some- 
thing from  the  Irish  people  in  return. 
Was  it  such  a  great  privilege  to  be  able 
to  legislate  for  Ireland  ?  It  might  be  a 
duty,  and  whenever  it  should  be  a  duty 
they  retained  the  power  to  discharge  it 
He  would  take  an  example  of  two 
Sessions,  1881  and  1887.  They  were  both 
chiefly  occupied  with  important  Irish  Bills. 
The  Session  of  1881  was  occupied  by 
Mr  Forster's  Coercion  Bill  and  the  Land 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  Session  of  1887 
was  occupied  with  a  Coercion  Bill  and  i 
Land  Bill  in  the  hands  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition.  Was  it  a  privilege  or 
an  advantage  to  the  people  of  this 
country  that  the  whole  of  the  time  of 
these  long  Sessions  should  be  exclusively 
occupied  by  Irish  affairs  ?  That  was  i 
proposition  that  could  not  seriously  be 
maintained.  They  had  been  toldr-and 
by  no  one  more  forcibly  than  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition — that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members  now  was  very 
different  from  what  it  would  be  if  Home 
Rule  were  carried.  They  were  told  that 
now  the  Irish  Members  were  under  a  re- 
sponsibility which  would  be  taken  away 
from  them  when  Home  Rule  was  passed. 
He  thought  that  was  a  most  extraordinary 
fallacy.  To  whom  were  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers responsible  now?  To  their  own 
constituents.  To  whom  would  they  be 
responsible  then  ?  To  their  o*vn  con- 
stituents. The  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Sh-  E.  Clarke)  asked  last 
night  whether  it  was  fair  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  vote  on  such  questions 
as  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Welsh 
Church  ?  He  (Mr.  Paul)  would  a«k  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  if  he  would 
leave  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Wckh 
Church  to  the  Welsh  Members  ?     WouW 
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tention    with    limited   powers.     In   the 
first    place,  the  difficulty  of  distinguish- 
ing' between  Irish  and  Imperial  affairs ; 
and,    in   the   second   place,    the    incon- 
venience of  having  two  classes  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  House — some  with  full  voting 
powers,  and  others  with  limited  powers. 
But  going  on  to  give  his  reasons  against 
retention    with   full   powers — that    was, 
against  the  plan  in  the  Bill — the  right 
hon.   Grentleman  said  he  attached   verj 
little    importance  to    the   first  of   these 
difficulties,  because,  though  it  was  not 
easj    to   decide   actually  between   Irish 
and  Imperial  affairs,  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  coming  to  a  practical  con- 
clusion.     That   was   an  argument  that 
must  commend  itself  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House.     In 
the  second  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attacked  retention  with  full  powers 
on    the   ground    that    it    would    be   an 
anomaly  ;     and,  in  the  third  place,  he 
attacked      it      in      unmeasured      terms 
because  it  would  lead  to  outrage  within 
the      walls     of     this      Chamber.       He 
had  said  that  they  should  not,  with  their 
eyes    open,   deliberately  leave   a   strong 
temptation   to   intrigue — wholesale   and 
dangerous    political     intrigue.       There- 
fore,   to  sum    up,   the  Prime   Minister, 
in    giving     his    reasons    in     favour    of 
these    two   alternatives,  had  disparaged 
one  slightly,  and  had  brought  what  he 
called  strong,  powerful  arguments  against 
the  other,  which  he  now  advocated.     But 
that    very    disparagement    of    the   plan 
which  had  stood  in  the  Bill — namely,  of 
retention  with   limited  powers — must  be 
carried  over  to  the  discredit  of  the  plan 
which    now   stood    in   the  Bill.      If,  in 
spite  of   his  disparagement,  the    Prime 
Minister   decided    upon    retention   with 
limited  powers,  it  showed  that  he  viewed 
the  plan  now  advocated  as  carrying  with 
it  greater  blemishes  and  blots.    If  a  man, 
in  choosing  between  two  horses,  delibe- 
rately and  with  his  eyes  open  bought  the 
one  with  broken  knees,  what  a  sorry  jade 
the  other  must  have  been  !    But  this  was 
the  case  with  these  two  plans  of  reten- 
tion. The  Prime  Minister  had  deliberately 
chosen  one  which  had  obvious  defects. 
According  to  the  plan  chosen,  they  would 
have  80  Members  in  the  House  without 
any  responsibility  to  the  electors  of  this 
country.      He    said,  without   hesitation, 
that  the  presence  of  such  Members  was 
as  inimical  to  the  theory  of  representative 


institutions  as  if  they  had  been  nomi- 
nated by  the  Crown  or  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  was  held  that  the  men  who 
sat  in  this  House  to  discuss  the  affairs  of 
Great  Britain  should  represent  British 
men  having  a  deep  stake  in  those  affairs  ; 
but  they  were  now  to  have  80  nominated 
Members,  only  comparable  to  the  King's 
men  who  deformed  the  political  history  of 
this  country  in  the  reign  of  George  III* 
How  was  this  monstrous  innovation  to 
be  brought  about  ?  By  what  power  and 
leverage  was  the  Prime  Minister  endea- 
vouring to  force  it  against  the  will  of 
the  English  House  of  Commons  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  was 
obieying  the  majority  of  the  House.  He 
had  discovered  that  there  was  a  majority 
of  his  own  Party  in  favour  of  the  last- 
adopted  plan ;  and  he  had  bound  the 
minority  of  his  Party  to  support  the 
majority,  and,  advancing  with  closed 
forces,  he  overrode  the  whole  Opposition. 
But  the  fact  was  that  the  minority  of 
his  own  Party,  together  with  the  Oppo- 
sition, constituted  a  majority  of  the 
House.  The  plan  was  repugnant  to  the 
House,  and  it  had  never  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  country ;  but  that  was  less  to 
be  regretted,  since  they  knew  that  it  never 
would  receive  that  assent. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  that  he  was  not  going  to 
detain  the  House  long,  nor  should  he  re- 
peat the  grounds  on  which  he  argued 
that  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members 
on  purely  British  questions  would  be 
fatal  to  the  Bill  before  the  constituencies 
of  tue  United  Kingdom  and  utterly 
ruinous  to  all  chance  of  success  to  Home 
Rule  in  Ireland.  He  maintained  those 
opinions  still  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand^ 
when  the  Irish  Parliament  were  debarred 
from  dealing  with  all  the  important  sub- 
jects contained  in  Clauses  3  and  4  of  this 
Bill,  he  did  not  see  how  that  House 
could  consistently  or  equitably,  except 
with  their  own  consent,  and  for  a  very 
limited  period,  exclude  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers from  being  present  when  those 
questions  which  it  had  been  provided 
could  be  only  dealt  with  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  were  discussed.  Nor  did  he 
consider  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
this  should  be  done.  For  instance^ 
religion  and  education  were  both  among 
the  reserved  questions,  and  he  held  that 
on  both  of  those  questions  it  was 
desirable  that  the  minority  in  all  the  four 
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Members  opposite  to  favour  this  last 
solution  had  beeu  stimulated  by  long 
delay.  The  Prime  Minister  adopted  an 
attitude  of  reticence.  They  thought, 
when  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  was  addressing  the  House,  that 
at  last  they  had  someone  who  would  ex- 
plain the  Government  policy  on  this 
clause  ;,  but  they  had  beeu  disappointed. 
He  had  found  fault  with  the  logic  of  an 
opponent  of  the  Government  proposition, 
but  had  then  proceeded  to  attack  logic 
as  a  master,  and  that  was  not  surprising, 
for  the  rest  of  his  speet^h  consisted  of  a 
denunciation  of  the  alternative  in  the 
Bill  as  it  originally  stood  as  compared 
with  the  alternative  in  the  Bill  as  altered. 
But  the  hon.  Member  never  balanced 
the  last  alternative  in  the  Bill  with  the 
alternative  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Antrim.  He  examined  the 
question  of  retention  with  limited  and 
with  full  powers,  and,  casting  logic  on 
one  side,  as  a  practical  man  he  preferred 
full  powers  to  limited  powers.  Having 
arrive<l  at  that  step  in  his  argument,  he 
proceeded  to  attack  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Meml)er  for  the  East  Division  of 
Edinburgh  ;  but,  by  so  doing,  he  added 
nothing  to  his  argument.  The  point  he 
had  to  make  good  was  whether  logical  or 
illogical,  whether  anomalous  or  not 
anomalous,  the  plan  put  forward  by  the 
Opposition  was  not  a  better  one  than 
that  contained  in  the  Bill.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  tbe  hon.  Member's  speech 
they  were  no  wiser  than  at  its  com- 
mencement as  to  why  the  Government 
preferred  the  plan  of  the  Bill  to  that  of 
the  Amendment,  and  were  prepared  to 
allow  the  Irish  Members  to  interfere  in 
matters  of  purely  British  concern. 

•Mr.  PAUL  said,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  the  exclusion  of 
the  Irish  Members  would  make  it 
morally  impossible  for  ^he  House  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  said,  he  was  sorry 
he  had  skipped  that  step  in  the  hon. 
Member^s  argument;  but  if  that  was  the 
interpretation  of  the  hon.  Member  he 
must  again  refer  him  to  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  point.  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
was  opposed  to  nominal  or  virtual 
separation.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  relations  between 


Members  here  ?     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man dismissed  it  with  a  flout.     He  said — 

"  There  is  one  argument  which  I  mu«t  put 
aside.  It  is  a  most  dangerous  argument,  and 
in  itself  quite  undignified.  .  .  .  It  is  the 
argument  of  those  who  say  that,  unless  you  re- 
tain the  Irish  Members,  there  is  no  Parlia* 
mentary  supremacy  over  Ireland/' 

The  hon.  Member  in  that  fiart  of  bis 
speech  had,  unwittingly  110  doubt,  made 
use  of  an  argument  which  in  the  eyes  of 
his  Leader  was  not  only  dangerous,  bot 
also  undignified.  He  (Mr.  Wyndham) 
would,  therefore,  place  that  part  of  the 
hon.  Member^s  argument  on  one  side,  and 
relegate  it  to  the  obscurity  that  the  Prime 
Minister  thought  its  proper  resting  place 
on  the  13th  February.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  show  all  the  blots  and 
blemishes  of  the  plan  of  the  Opposition, 
and  to  extol  the  virtues  of  the  Govern- 
ment plan  ;  but  he  had  not  succeeded  in 
either  attempt.  The  Prime  Minister  last 
night  had  claimed  to  himself  the 
right  of  giving  no  answer  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Opposition  on 
the  ground  that  he  had  already  argued 
in  detail  on  all  these  three  alternatives* 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Wyndham)  had  shown  that 
the  Prime  Minister  did,  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  contemplate  the  alternatives  ol 
retention  or  exclusion  ;  and  that,  in  so 
doing,  he  did  not  shut  the  door  on  ex- 
clusion, but  left  it  distinctly  open,  so 
that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Hoiue 
to  deal  with  this  matter  without  killing 
the  Bill  and  without  coming  into  direct 
collision  with  the  broad  lines  laid  down 
by  the  author  of  the  Bill  at  the  date  of 
it«  introduction.  It  was  within  thecoma 
petence  of  the  House  now,  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  to  declare  for  exclusion.  Let  that 
be  perfectly  plain.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on,  as  he  had  said  last 
night,  to  give  strong  reasons  against  the 
next  two  alternatives — retention  with 
full  powers  and  retention  with  limited 
powers.  Theright  hon.  Gentleman  bad  not 
given,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Wyndham)  coold 
call  to  mind,  one  single  reason  in  favour 
of  the  plan  oJP  retention  with  full  powers 
now  standing  in  the  Bill.  He  had 
refreshed  his  memory  on  the  point,  and 
found  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  put  forward  in 
his  introductory  speech  one  single  reason 
in  favour  of  that  plan.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  was  this.  When 
discussing  that  alternative,  he  gave  two 
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tentioD    with    limited   powers.     In   the 
first  place,  the  difficulty  of  distinguish- 
*  ing  between  Irish  and  Imperial  afikirs ; 
and,   in   the   second   pUice,    the    incon- 
venience of  having  two  cUisses  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  House— some  with  full  voting 
powers,  and  others  with  limited  powers. 
Bat  going  on  to  give  his  reasons  against 
retention   with   full   powers — that   was, 
against  the   plan  in  the  Bill — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  attached   very 
little   importance  to    the   first   of   these 
difficulties,  because,  though  it  was  not 
easy   to   decide  actually  between   Irish 
and  Imperial  afiairs,  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  coming  to  a  practical  con- 
clusion.     That   was   an  argument  that 
mu«t  conunend  itself  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House.     In 
the  second  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attacked  retention  with  full  powers 
on   the   ground    that    it    would    be   an 
anomaly  ;     and,  in  the  third  place,  he 
attacked      it      in      unmeasured      terms 
because  it  would  lead  to  outrage  within 
the     walls     of      this      Chamber.       He 
had  said  that  they  should  not,  with  their 
eyes   open,   deliberately  leave   a   strong 
temptation    to   intrigue — wholesale   and 
dangerous    political     intrigue.       There- 
fore,   to  sum    up,   the   Prime   Minister, 
in    giving     his    reasons    in     favour    of 
these   two   alternatives,  had  disparaged 
one  slightly,  and  had  brought  what  he 
called  strong,  powerful  arguments  against 
the  other,  which  he  now  advocated.     But 
that    very    disparagement    of    the   plan 
which  had  stood  in  the  Bill — namely,  of 
retention  with   limited  powers — must  be 
carried  over  to  the  discredit  of  the  plan 
which    now   stood    in   the  Bill.      If,  in 
spite  of   his  disparagement,  the    Prime 
Minister   decided    upon    retention    with 
limited  powers,  it  showed  that  he  viewed 
the  plan  now  advocated  as  carrying  with 
it  greater  blemishes  and  blots.    If  a  man, 
in  choosing  between  two  horses,  delibe- 
rately and  with  his  eyes  open  bought  the 
one  with  broken  knees,  what  a  sorry  jade 
the  other  must  have  been  !    But  this  was 
the  case  with  these  two  plans  of  reten- 
tion. The  Prime  Minister  had  deliberately 
chosen  one  which  had  obvious  defects. 
According  to  the  plan  chosen,  they  would 
l^ve  80  Members  in  the  House  without 
any  responsibility  to  the  electors  of  this 
country.      He    said,  without  hesitation, 
that  the  presence  of  such  Members  was 
M  inimical  to  the  theory  of  representative 


institutions  as  if  they  had  been  uoml* 
iiated  bv  the  Crown  or  bv  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  was  held  that  the  men  who 
sat  in  this  House  to  discuss  the  affietirs  of 
Great  Britain  should  represent  British 
men  having  a  deep  stake  in  those  affairs  ; 
but  thev  were  now  to  have  80  nominated 
Members,  only  comparable  to  the  King  s 
men  who  deformed  the  political  history  of 
this  country  in  the  reign  of  George  111* 
How  was  this  monstrous  innovation  to 
be  brought  about  ?  By  what  )y)wer  and 
leverage  was  the  Prime  Minister  endea- 
vouring to  force  it  against  the  will  of 
the  English  House  of  Commons  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  was 
obeying  the  majority  of  the  House.  He 
had  discovered  that  there  was  a  majority 
of  his  own  Party  in  favour  of  the  last- 
adopted  plan ;  and  he  had  bound  the 
minority  of  his  Party  to  support  the 
majority,  and,  advancing  with  closed 
forces,  he  overrode  the  whole  Opposition. 
But  the  fact  was  that  the  minority  of 
his  own  Party,  together  with  the  Oppo- 
sition, constituted  a  majority  of  the 
House.  The  plan  was  repugnant  to  the 
House,  and  it  had  never  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  00  intry ;  but  that  was  less  to 
be  regretted,  since  they  knew  that  it  never 
would  receive  that  assent. 

Mr.  rath  bone  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  that  he  was  not  going  to 
detain  the  House  long,  nor  should  ho  re- 
peat the  grounds  on  which  ho  argued 
that  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members 
on  purely  British  questions  would  be 
fatal  to  the  Bill  before  the  constituencies 
of  tue  United  Kingdom  and  utterly 
ruinous  to  all  chance  of  success  to  Home 
Rule  in  Ireland.  He  maintained  those 
opinions  still  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
when  the  Irish  Parliament  were  debarred 
from  dealing  with  all  the  important  sub- 
jects contained  in  Clauses  3  and  4  of  this 
Bill,  he  did  not  see  how  that  House 
could  consistently  or  equitably,  except 
with  their  own  consent,  and  for  a  very 
limited  period,  exclude  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers from  being  present  when  those 
questions  which  it  had  been  provided 
could  be  only  dealt  with  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  were  discussed.  Nor  did  he 
consider  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
this  should  be  done.  For  instance, 
religion  and  education  were  both  among 
the  reserved  questions,  and  he  held  that 
on  both  of  those  questions  it  warn 
desirable  that  the  minority  in  all  the  four 
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nadoualities  shoald  have  the  protectioD 
of  the  control  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. He  regretted  extremely  that  the 
Opposition  should  have  so  dealt  with  this 
Bill  as  almost  to  force,  by  Second  Read- 
ing speeches  on  every  detail,  the  majority 
into  the  position  in  which  it  was  im- 
possible to  consider  the  merits  of  each 
question  as  it  was  brought  before  them 
unless  at  the  risk  of  being  unable  to  pass 
any  measure  whatever  in  any  Session  of 
Parliament.  On  the  other  hand,  he  could 
not  but  deeply  regret  that  the  great 
statesman  of  whom  he  had  been  and  was 
one  of  the  oldest  and  most  attached 
followers  should  not  have  acted  upon  his 
own  judgment  and  produced  a  Bill  care- 
fully and  very  strictly  guarded,  and  have 
accepted  every  provision  which  Demo- 
cratic Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  our  Colonies  had  found  necessary  to 
adopt.  Such  a  Bill  would  have  been 
accepted  by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  must 
have  been  accepted  by  the  Irish  Party  if 
they  wished  to  have  Home  Rule  in  the 
next  10  years.  He  would  go  further,  and 
say  that  the  very  able  men  who  led  the 
Irish  Party  would  have  realised  that  such 
a  carefully-guarde<l  Bill  would  have  been 
their  best  protection  against  unreason- 
able and  impossible  demands,  and  have 
started  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  with  the 
best  possible  chance  of  success ;  while,  after 
a  fixed  period,  for  which  the  financial 
arrangements  between  the  Irish  and 
Imperial  Parliament  might  have  been 
agreed  upon,  if  it  was  found  that  further 
powers  were  required,  they  might  safely 
have  been  granted  when  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature had  settled  down  to  its  work, 
and  the  Irish  people  had  realised  what 
was  possible,  and  still  more  what  was 
impossible,  for  an  Irish  Legislature  to  do. 
He  was  unable  to  move  the  clause  by 
which  he  showed  how  this  proceeding 
might  practically  be  carried  out.  By  it 
the  Irish  Members  might  have  been 
attending  to  their  own  affairs,  and  we  to 
ours,  during  the  greater  part  of  the 
Session  ;  and  if  they  combined  with  the 
minority  of  the  British  Parliament  to 
extort  some  advantage  to  Ireland  by  out- 
voting the  majority  in  the  British  Par- 
liament, the  Ministry  would  simply 
accept  the  decision  on  the  question  before 
the  House,  but  would  not  allow  the  Irish 
majority  to  oust  the  Ministry  supported 
by  the  British  majority,  except  on  some 
great  question  of  peace  and  war  which 

Mr,  Rathbone 


was  bona  fide  an  Imperial  one,  and  was 
dealt  with  as  such.  The  British  Govern- 
ment would  have  had  no  power  to  displace 
the  Irish  Ministry,  nor  ought  the  Irish 
Members  to  have  the  power  to  displace 
the  British  Ministry.  The  system  would 
have  its  difHculties,  no  doubt^  and  we 
should  have  to  adapt  ourselves  to  it ;  but 
it  would  have  nothing  like  the  difficulties 
of  any  other  alternatives. 

Mb.  J.  WILSON  (Lanark,  Govan) 
said,  he  rose  as  a  Scotch  Member  to 
thank  the  Government  for  the  positioa 
they  had  taken  up  in  this  matter  of  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  They  had  heard  a 
great  deal  said  pro  and  con  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  but  one  thing  which 
struck  him  very  forcibly  was  that  in  1886 
the  Party  opposite  had  insisted  upon  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  now 
they  had  turned  round  and  found  fault 
with  the  Grovemment  for  having  given 
effect,  partly  throngh  their  persuasion 
and  partly  through  the  persuasion  of 
hon.  Members  sitting  behind  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench,  to  that  plan  ?  He 
failed  to  see  why  Irish  Members  who 
came  to  the  House  should  be  turned  out 
when  any  Division  was  taking  place  oo 
any  matter  outside  the  Government  of 
Ireland.  He  held  that  they  should  have 
Irishmen  within  the  walls  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  as  a  binding  link  in  the 
loyalty  to  the  Queen  and  the  United 
Kingdom.  As  a  Scotch  Member,  he 
considered  that  it  would  fare  very  Iwidly 
indeed  with  the  smaller  nationalities  in 
the  United  Kingdom  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  excluded  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House.  Thev  all  knew 
that  when  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  was  passing  throngh  the  House 
three  years  ago  the  Amendments  sup- 
ported by  nearly  all  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  defeated  by  the  English  vote. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  held  that 
if  the  Irish  Members  were  excluded  from 
the  House  the  Scotch  Members  wouM 
be  entirely  under  the  thumb  of  the 
dominant  English  Party.  He  was 
afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  R.  Wallace) 
was  very  much  isolated  from  the  rest  of 
the  Scotch  Memliers  on  this  subject* 
He  (Mr.  Wilson)  knew  that  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  was  allied  with 
the  Opposition  on  the  question  bad 
stated   to  his   constituents   that  if  the 
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GovenimeDt  were  iu  favour  of  retaiDiDg 
the  Irish  Memberd  iu  Parliament,  he 
would  vote  with  them.  He  was  not 
aware  that  that  hou.  Member  had  yet 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
should  watch  with  much  interest  to  see 
bow  he  voted  when  they  came  to  the 
crucial  point.  [^Cries  of  "Name!"] 
He  trusted  that  the  object-lesson  which 
Scotch  Members  had  received  would 
bind  them  together  in  support  of  the 
Government  and  in  the  desire  to  see 
Irishmen  not  only  continuing  to  sit  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  but  taking  a 
practical  part  in  all  that  concerned  the 
Empire. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  had  ob- 
served that  when  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  began  his  speech  by 
thanking  the  Government  for  retaining 
the  Irish  Members  iu  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
cheered  him  with  considerable  emphasis, 
but  that  the  cheers  diminished  as  the 
hon.  Member  went  on.  Thi^  was  not  to 
be  wondered  at,  because  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  ut  last  let  the  cat  out  of  the 
bag.  He  had  admitted  that  he  wanted 
to  retain  the  Irish  Members  at  West- 
minster because  he  wanted  them  to  assist 
in  passing  radical  legislation  for  Scot- 
land. He  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen) 
did  not  care  whether  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  in  the  future  vote  Con- 
servative or  Radical,  but  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  in  the  most  emphatic 
way  against  the  proposal  that  they  should 
not  only  manage  their  own  aifairs,  but 
at  the  same  time  be  able  to  interfere  in 
English  affairs.  Would  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  who  had  spoken  in  support  of  the 
Government  be  prepared  to  leave  the 
decision  on  any  one  of  the  English  Bills 
the  Government  had  introduced  solely  to 
the  English  Members  ?  Would  he  be 
willing  to  leave  the  question  of  local 
veto  for  Great  Britain  solely  to  the 
English  and  Scotch  Members  ?  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  knew  it  was 
very  dangerous  to  make  a  definite  state- 
ment beforehand  ;  but  he,  for  one,  would 
be  glad,  if  they  were  to  have  Home 
Rule  at  all,  that  it  should  be  Home  Rule 
all  round.  He  would  leave  Welshmen 
to  manage  Welsh  affairs,  Scotchmen  to 
manage  Scotch  affairs,  and  Englishmen 
to  manage  English  affairs.  Of  course, 
ne  would  infinitely  prefer  to  maintain  the 


present  state  of  things  ;  but  if  Ireland  was 
to  have  the  control  of  her  own  local 
affairs,  England^  ought  to  have  the 
management  of  her  local  affairs.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  last  night  that  the 
Government  did  not  feel  compelled  to  go 
over  all  the  arguments  which  had  been 
used  again  and  again  in  Committee 
on  this  question.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  remember  that  only  24 
hours'  notice  was  given  of  the  change  of 
front  of  the  Government  on  the  question, 
and  that  there  were  only  six  hours  of 
Parliamentary  time  during  which  it  was 
possible  to  discuss  the  present  proposal 
in  Committee.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, nobody  could  complain  of  the 
English  Members  discussing  a  matter 
which  was  of  the  most  supreme  and 
vital  importance  to  their  constituents. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  grateful 
for  the  compliments  that  he  said  had 
been  paid  to  the  Bill  of  1886.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  thankful 
for  small  mercies,  because  those  com- 
pliments were  of  a  very  left-handed 
character.  The  Unionists  thought  both 
Bills  execrable,  but  they  were  of  opinion 
that  the  measure  of  1886  was  not  so  bad 
as  that  now  before  the  House.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
discussions  had  been  frivolous  and  un- 
necessarily prolonged,  but  he  would  re- 
mind him  that  the  object  of  most  of  the 
Amendments  moved  in  Committee  had 
been  to  incorporate  safeguards  into  the 
Bill.  The  fact  remained  that,  of  the  365 
lines  of  the  Bill  that  had  been  discussed, 
very  nearly  half  had  been  amended. 
Last  night  the  House  was  let  into  what 
he  might  almost  call  a  State  secret,  and 
the  curtain  was  drawn  aside  from  the 
inner  life  of  the  Radical  Party.  The 
Prime  Minister  told  the  House  that,  by 
means  well-known  to  everyone,  he  had 
been  able  to  find  out  that  the  gentle- 
men who  supported  him  were  iu  favour 
of  the  omnes  omnia  principle.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  the  Members  who 
were  opposed  to  that  principle  might 
be  counted  on  the  fingers  of  one  hand. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen) 
believed  that  one  could  count  on  the 
fingers  of  both  hands  those  Members 
who  told  their  constituents  at  the  last 
election  that  the  Irish  were  not  onlv  to 
have  a  Parliament  of  their  own,  but  were 
to  have  control  over  purely  English  and 
Scotch   a&irs.     It  was   clear,  that  the 
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Irish  Members  were  to  have  exceptional 
privileges.  Ou  the  First  Reading  of  the 
Bill  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton)  said  that  if  the  veto  were 
used  in  a  frivolons  or  vexatious  manner 
the  unique  position  occupied  by  Ireland 
of  having  a  Parliament  of  its  own, 
and  representation  at  Westminster  in 
addition,  would  not  be  without  its  effect. 
That  showed  that  exceptional  privileges 
were  being  bestowed  upon  the  Irish 
Members.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  never  made  this  one 
of  the  live  essential  conditions.  Indeed 
he  had  never,  on  this  occasion,  led  the 
House,  or  even  led  the  opinion,  of  his 
own  supporters.  He  had  adopted  the 
policy  of  Mr.  Micawber,  and  had  all 
along  been"  waiting  for  something  to  turn 
up.^^  One  of  the  five  essential  conditions, 
however,  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  there  should  be 
political  equality.  Could  anyone  main- 
tain for  a  moment  that  there  would  be 
any  political  equality  under  the  present 
scheme  ?  It  would  be  a  complete  revolu- 
tion in  Parliamentary  history  to  exclude 
British  Members  from  taking  a  share  in 
the  settlement  of  Irish  affairs,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  give  Irish  Members  the 
power  which  the  Government  now  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  them. 

•Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  said,  the  Prime  Minister,  when 
addressing  the  House  on  the  previous 
day,  endeavoured  to  explain  that  he  had 
not  in  any  material  sense  departed  from 
the  position  he  took  up  at  Manchester 
in  1886  in  the  words  quoted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  fact,  said  he  had  deviated  but 
very  slightly  from  the  position  of  1886, 
and  that  he  only  accepted  the  present 
form  of  Clause  9  as  the  clearly-expressed 
will  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Now, 
with  all  due  respect  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  submitteil  that  that  was  an 
inadequate  explanation  of  the  change  of 
front  he  had  executed,  because 
no  later  than  the  30th  June  last 
the  Prime  Minister,  interrupting 
some  remarks  which  he  was  ventur- 
ing to  address  to  the  House, 
said — "I  have  stated  that  we  do  not 
intend  to  propose  any  alteration  in  Clause 
9.^'  Was  that  consistent  with  what  the 
Prime  Minister  did  on  the  12th  July, 
when  he  proposed  a  fundamental  change 

The  Marquess  of  Carmarthen 


in  the  clause  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  attacked  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  (Mr. .  Macartney)  for  what  he 
called  his  Separatism,  because  he 
declared  that  the  British  Members  collec- 
tively, and  the  Scotch  and  English 
Members  respectively,  were  entitled  to  be 
heard  on  this  matter.  But  surely  such  an 
accusation  against  them,  when  they  were 
simply  maintaining  the  rights  of  British 
Members,  was  pure  cant  ?  They  never 
raised  the  question  of  a  separate  nationality 
— it  was  forced  upon  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  friends  ;  they  had  had  it  repeated  to 
them  ad  nauseam ;  and  the  sole  founda- 
tion for  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
was  the  consideration  of  the  wishes  of 
the  Irish  people,  separate  and  distinct 
from  those  of  the  British  people.  They, 
as  Members  of  the  House,  were  bound  to 
stand  up  for  the  rights  of  their  consti- 
tuents, and  on  a  question  of  nationality 
they  had  as  much  title  to  be  heard  as  the 
Irish  Members,  who  were  really  the 
advocates  of  Separatism.  The  hon. 
Meml>er  for  South  Edinburgh,  in  the 
very  able  speech  he  had  delivered  that 
afternoon,  gave  the  reasons  why  be 
rejoiced  at  the  change  of  front  ou  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  began  by 
expressing  a  doubt  whether  the  majority 
of  the  British  Members  were  really  in 
favour  of  the  exclusion  of  tlie  Irish 
Members — meaning,  of  course,  exclusion 
as  contrasted  with  the  present  form  of 
the  Bill.  But  the  hon.  Meml>er  could 
not  entertain  any  doubt  on  that  point, 
unless  he  believed  that  the  votes  given 
by  the  Opposition  were  intended  solely 
to  damage  the  Bill.  Of  course,  they 
did  desire  to  damage  the  Bill ;  but 
the  point  he  wished  to  insist  on  was 
that,  intolerable  as  they  admitted  would 
be  the  total  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, it  would  be  less  intolerable  than 
their  inclusion  for  all  British  pur- 
poses. The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Paul)  went  on  to  say 
that  if  they  had  retained  the  Iri^h  Mem- 
bers for  Imperial  purposes  only  they 
would,  practically,  have  retained  them 
for  all  purposes,  as  the  greater  included 
the  less.  On  that  he  joined  lAsue  with 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  denied  that  in  this 
case  the  greater  included  the  less,  because 
the  less  was  of  not  less  importance  than 
the  greater.  Did  it  make  no  difference 
to    England    that    the    Government  io 
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power    should     be    enabled     to     pass 
legislation    contrary    to    the   wishes    of 
the  English    Members   simply   becaase 
they  had  at  their  back  the  Irish   vote  ? 
Was  there  not  an  enormous  and  complete 
difference   between   government   in  Im- 
perial affairs,  and   the   administration   of 
English    and  Scotch   affairs,   and  was  it 
reasonable  to  give  the  Irish  Members  the 
privilege  of  legislating  on  purely  English 
and  Scotch  subjects  entirely  contrary  to 
the   wishes    of   the  English  and  Scotch 
Members  ?     The  hon.  Member  pointed 
out  that   Irish  Members  at  the  present 
time     cast     their     votes     upon     purely 
Ejiglish    affairs ;    and    he   asked   what 
less  sense  of  responsibility  they  would 
be    under   when    Home    Rule   was    an 
accomplished     fact     than      they     were 
,  already  under  ?     To  that  he  had  a  com- 
plete answer.  At  the  present  time  the  Irish 
Members    joined   with   the   Scotch  and 
English  Members  in  voting  the  appro- 
priation of  Supply,  and  they  also  voted 
the  Irish  Supplies  ;  but  when  the  Home 
Rule  Bill   became    law    no    Scotch    or 
English  Member  would  be  able  to  give  a 
single   vote   on   the   appropriation  of  a 
single  sixpence  devoted  to  purely  Irish 
purposes,  yet  the  Irish  Member  would  be 
able,  practically,  to  give  a  casting  vote 
on  the  appropriation  of  the  taxes  paid  by 
the  English  and  Scotch  taxpayers.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  asked   whether,   seeing 
that  they  were  such  strong  advocates  of 
the   principle   that   the   English   people 
should    have    a    controlling    voice  over 
purely   English   affairs,   they   would   be 
prepared    to    give    the    Welsh     people 
Church     Disestablishment    because    the 
tnajority   of  the  people  of  Wales  desireil 
it  ?     The  question  was  a  fair  one,  and 
his  answer  to  it  was  that  if  the  Home 
Rule   Bill    passed    the    Federal  system 
would    be   sure   to   come — as   had   been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
— ^and  in  that  case  the  Welsh  Members 
would  have  the  control  of  Welsh  Busi- 
ness.    But  would  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh   pledge  himself  never 
to  vote  for  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  in  England  unless  a  majority  of 
English  Members  were  returned  in  favour 
^^  it  ?     If  he  were  not  prepared  to  give 
^l^ftt  pledge,   then    there   was    no   con- 
sistency  in  his   argument.     The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  concluding  remarks,  told 
the  House  that  the  Election  of  1892  was 
carried   on  with   full   knowledge  on  the 


part  of  the  electorate  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  propose  the  inclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members,  the  only  question  being 
how  best  the  inclusion  could  be  given  effect 
to  while  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
with  a  magnificent  sweep  of  his  arm,  had 
told  them  that  on  this  point  the  English 
and  Scotch  Members  would  under  the 
Bill  be  no  worse  off  than  they  now  were. 
It  was  an  insult  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  to  the  electorate  of  the  country 
to  pretend  that  there  was  any  similarity 
between  affairs  now  and  as  they  would 
be  under  the  Bill.  When  a  man  left  a 
partnership  in  order  to  start  business  on 
his  own  account,  he  had  no  right  to  claim 
a  controlling  voice  over  his  late  partners' 
finances,  or  a  decisive  voice  in  the 
management  of  their  business.  Yet  that 
was  the  power  it  was  proposed  to  give 
the  Irish  Members.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  pretended  that  the  electors 
of  the  country  had  some  sort  of 
mysterious  inkling  during  the  last 
General  Election  of  what  was  meant 
by  the  inclusion  of  the  Irish  Members, 
he  was  weaving  around  himself  a  web 
of  deception  which  could  only  be  severed 
at  the  next  General  Election.  Could  it 
be  pretended  that  hon.  Members  who 
supported  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
their  constituents  that  what  they 
meant  by  Home  Rule  was  that  they 
should  cease  to  have  any  control  over 
Irish  local  affairs,  but  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  come  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  have  the  power  to  make 
laws  against  the  wish  of  the  majority 
of  the  English  people?  No  more 
preposterous  proposal  had  ever  been 
made  since  the  House  of  Commons  ex- 
isted— ^that  the  Irish  Members,  having 
got  Home  Rule  themselves,  should  come 
there  and,  it  might  be,  turn  a  minority 
of  English  public  opinion  into  a  majority 
on  the  floor  of  the  House ;  that  they  could 
force  on  England,  it  might  be  against  the 
wishes  of  a  majority  of  the  English 
people,  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
English  Church,  and  that  they  could 
force  on  the  Scotch  people  the  questiou 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  endowment  which 
would  be  quite  repellant  to  a  majority  of 
the  Scotch  people.  If  this  proposal  were 
carried,  it  would  raise  a  resentment  in 
Great  Britain  against  the  Irish  which 
would  be  a  great  calamity  to  the  interests 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  Govern- 
ment could  never  stand  against  the  up- 
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■heaval  of  popular  iadigDation,  which 
would  speedily  sweep  awaj  the  rotten 
structure  founded  on  this  Bill.  This 
Bill  was  said  to  do  awaj  with  the 
old  landlord  aod  British  ascendency  in 
Ireland.  Clause  9  established  an  Irish 
ascendency  in  England.  They  had  been 
told  that  Ireland^s  wrong  for  centuries 
had  been  the  establishment  within  her 
borders  of  a  garrison  of  Englishmen. 
This  Bill  established  a  garrison  of  Irish- 
men in  England  and  Scotland.  A  greater 
wrong  was  never  offered  to  a  free  people, 
nor  would  any  free  people  be  more  quick 
to  resent  so  great  a  wrong.  They  were 
told  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  that 
this  was  only  a  temporary  arrangement. 
They  knew  the  temporary  arrangements 
in  that  House  generally  lasted  for  a  few 
generations.  But  whether  temporary  or 
not,  it  was  a  wrong  under  which  the 
British  people  would  never  sit  down 
quietly.  Such  an  arrangement,  it  was 
also  said,  would  inevitably  lead  to  a 
Federal  system.  Whether  or  not  the 
people  of  this  country  wanted  a  Federal 
system  was  a  fair  question  for  argument ; 
but  to  commit  them  to  a  system  which 
might  not  suit  them,  without  consulting 
them  and  without  educating  them,  was 
simply  to  play  ducks  and  drakes  with 
the  fortunes  of  the  British  Empure. 

•Mr.  a.  H.  SMITH  (Christchurch) 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  agreed  by 
everybody  that  the  question  now  before 
the  House  was  one  of  the  most  important 
contained  in  the  Bill.  He  regarded  it  as 
the  keystone  of  the  whole  structure, 
because  it  vitally  affected  the  future  eflB- 
ciency  of  the  British  House  of  Commons  ; 
and,  as  an  English  Member,  he  felt 
bound  to  look  after  British  interests. 
During  the  Debate  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  he  had  ventured  to  point 
out  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  state  their  policy  with 
regard  to  this  9th  clause  before  asking 
the  House  to  pass  into  law  the  previous 
clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  had  asserted 
that  the  Government  had  treated  the 
House  most  unfairly  by  pursuing  a  policy 
of  concealment.  In  framing  a  new 
Constitution  for  Ireland  two  courses  were 
open — either  to  give  Ireland  some  form 
of  Local  Government  and  retain  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House,  or  else  to 
give  Ireland  some  form  of  Home  Rule 
and  exclude  the  Irish  Members  from  that 
House.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 

Viscount  fVolmer 


for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  had 
that  if   they  made  the  Irish  oontribnte 
towards    Imperial    expenses    the    Irish 
Members    ought    to    be    retained.       It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  was  a  strovig 
argument  in  favour  of  giving  the  Irish 
people  some  form  of  Local  Government 
and   against   giving   them   any  form  of 
Home  Rule.     If  Ireland  were  put  in  the 
position  of  a  self-governing  colony  she 
would  certainly  be  right  in  claiming  the 
same  freedom  and  exemption  from  Im- 
perial taxation  which  the  Colonies  now 
enjoy.     But  that  was  not  the  policy  to 
which  the  electors  assented  at  the  late 
General     Election,     and      he     thought 
that    even     the     minority    of     English 
electors  who  had   supported   the  Prime 
Minister  at   that  Election  would  never 
consent  to  such  a  policy  as  that.     He 
would  not  attempt  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  Home  Rule  and  Local  Govern- 
ment for  Ireland  ;    but   it  appeared  to 
him  that  if  the  Bill  became  law,  and  the 
Irish  had — to  take  one  instance— com- 
plete  control   of   their  own    Executive, 
their  Representatives  would  have  no  right 
to  be  retained  in  this  House.     The  Prime 
Minister  had  at  different  times  presented 
tbree  plans  to  settle  this  question.     The 
first  was  the  plan  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  in   1 886^the  total 
exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members.      The 
position   of    the    Unionist    Party  with 
regard  to  that  proposal  was  clear.     They 
objected  to  the  principle  of  Home  Role 
altogether ;    but    if    Home    Rule  were 
to  be  forced  upon  them,  they  said  that 
total  exclusion  was  the  only  consistent 
and  logical  plan.     Then,  on   the  intro- 
duction of    the   present  Bill,  the  Prime 
Minister  proposed  his  second  plan,  which 
was  generally  known  as  the  in-and-out 
plan.       He      had     always      considered 
that   as    the    most   impossible   and   the 
most     absurd     of     all     the     proposaK 
and     it     appeared      that      that     view 
was  shared  by  a  large  number  of  Liberal 
Members.     It  was  now  abandoned  ;  but 
if  had  been  adopted,  it  would  have  in* 
volved  the  readjustment  of  their^  Minis- 
terial system,  which  most  of  them,  except 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dam- 
fries,  thought  ought  to   be  maintained. 
The  Government,  having  found  that  even 
the  most  patient  and  subservient  of  their 
followers  were  unable  to  swallow  the  in- 
and-out  plan,  had  been  driven  to  adopt 
the  plan  of  retaining  80  Irish  Meinb«9ni 
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for  all  porpoeesy  and  they  had  beeo 
enabled,  bj  herculean  efforts,  to  carry 
the  |Kt>posal  through  Committee.  Whe- 
ther that  plan  woold  be  endorsed  by  the 
coontrr  retnained  to  be  seen  ;  hut  he  was 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  that  those 
who  had  induced  the  Government  to 
change  had  done  considerable  injury  to 
the  cause  of  Home  Rule  in  Great  Britain, 
an  injury  which  the  Unionist  Party,  of 
course,  had  no  reason  to  regret.  He  did 
not  think  he  could  put  the  case  against 
the  present  plan  of  the  Government  more 
strongiy  than  by  quoting  an  extract  from 
the  article  contributed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  to  Tke 
Comiemporary  Review  of  April,  1892 — 

**  Imagine  a  Fuiiament  assembled  in  Dublin 
for  Irish  bosiness,  antl  Irish  Membeninnnmber 
proportioDftl  to  popnUdoo — saj  75— still  sum- 
moned to  Westminster,  with  power,  as  now,  to 
vote  upon  all  occasions^  Quite  ri^rht  where 
foreign  or  other  oodudod  business  of  the  United 
Kin^lom  is  concerned :  quite  wrong  where 
purelj  English  or  Scottish  ai&ura.  For  75,  or 
a  section  of  75.  Members  might  easilj  turn  the 
scale  on  important  Ditiskms.  and  dailr  control 
our  boiiie  policr  and  government  with  no  corre- 
spoodiog  control  b j  English  and  Scottish  Meai- 
bers  orer  Irish  policj.  Illnstzmtion  gires  a 
clearer  impression  than  argument.  Take  the 
case  of  denom fnatiooal  scfaoolff.  a  subject  rar- 
rounded  bj  aectahan  jealoastes  in  bothonuntries. 
It  would  be  strange  that  in  Boman  Catholic 
Ireland  a  settlement  shoolil  be  made  without 
Englaod  being  able  eren  to  whimper  a  pre- 
ference, wherea*  in  En^huvL  diriied  between 
two  conflicting  Protesrtant  fK>!ic*>*.  the  decii^ion 
should  hinge  on  lri«h  Roman  Catholic  ToCea." 

Manr  woold  think  that  eren  the  old  pts- 
tern  of  pocket  boroojchsi  wai«  better  in 
theory,  and  it  wooid  be  diificnlt  to  indoee 
the  British  electors  to  a$rree  to  retain 
what  had  happily  been  called  a  phalanx 
of  free  lances  in  the  Haa^e  of  Cfmimoi». 
The  (Tovennnent  were  in  a  djleinaM. 
Bt  makio^r  cooee»*ioo««  fir*t  Uf  one 
section  and  then  to  aaotber  teetUm 
of  their  supporter*^  they  bad  eroired 
a  scheme  noder  wfaWiii  o^^tueT  the 
« all-oat "  plan  nor  the  **a:J'iD"  plan 
was  eooststeat  or  pcp»«iM«*  Tbe  itfm^ 
and  learned  Mem^jer  for  Lhimfri^ 
appeared  to  eot^ji^  fatawe^f  by  saytnr 
that  the  ^ehemt  woc.d  >^  to  wtiat  wa# 
known  as  Hmte  UnUt  a:,  rr^od.  Bar 
Home  Role  all  rmarl  wtm  br/C  the  pxi^y 
on  which  the  eiwrtrr  r^AM  at  tu^. 
General  Elcctiov.  Iliere  wwit  tw«> 
reasoDf — or,  peHbap««  j^m  •fto«W  ^iii 
them  e^enten — pnt  f^/rwar'i  ^/r  «m;  (w^^ 
Temmeni   xa  4>r>VT    i^  efmgmt^stA  Ifaa*^ 


Rule.  One  was  the  paeification  and 
contentment  of  Ireland,  and  the  other 
was  the  relief  of  Parliament  from  the 
incubus  of  Irish  Business.  Now,  several 
most  importants  parts  of  the  Bill,  on 
which  the  Goremment  had  been  pressed 
very  hard,  had  been  made  tem- 
porary iu  their  character.  Some  of  the 
most  urgent  questions  with  regard  to 
Ireland  had  been  taken  out  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Irish  Parliament  for  a 
certain  number  of  years.  It  appeared  to 
him,  therefore,  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Govoimient  would  fulfil  neither  of  these 
conditions  ;  and  he  ventured  to  prophesy 
with  some  confidence  that  even  if  the 
scheme  was  passed  through  the  House  of 
Commons  it  would  receive  severe  and 
emphatic  condemnation  at  the  hands  of 
the  electors  of  this  country. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  the  greater  the  experience  they  had 
of  the  Liberal  Unionists  the  more  reason 
they  had  for  admiring  the  flexibility  of 
their  mental  structure.  He  conld  not 
help  thinking  that  as  he  listened  to  the 
very  interesting  and  very  eloquent  speeeh 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  (ViMionnt  WolmerJ,.  when 
the  first  Home  Rule  Bill  was  introduced, 
the  great  gravamen  oi  the  objection  of 
the  Liberal  Unionists  was  thst  it  ex- 
cluded the  Irish  31emljer9  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  [^iJuseni,']  His 
saw  ftome  of  the  Li^fend  Unionists 
shaking  their  heads.  Did  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  deny  for  a  moment  down  the 
country  declaring  here,  there,  an*l  every- 
where that  they  would  never  vote  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  tliat  would  utterly  dts- 
integrate  the  Empire  \fj  exdnding  the 
In«h  people  enttrelr  from  representation 
in  that  Hofise  f 

An  1*^>D.  MtHntu  :  J  nerer  «aid  it* 

Mk.  LAB^JUCHEHK  sai'i^  the  boo. 
j  GentU^man  denial  that  h^  #;ver  «aid  ii. 
That  wa«  a  p«>^i  liari ty  of  the  Li^^inl 
\lt»'ufu'i0t;  Thej  ha/J  in  their  ranks 
gentleswA  wlio  >iad  never  sai^J  anything^ 
a«d  wMtt  one  tri^l  to  ptn  them  to  a 
ttatem^^t  op  one  of  tl*em  ytm^tA  umd 
•Ml,  **  I  M^er  *aid  it.*^  He  mt^^^fA  with 
rhe  h^ft,,  MtA  \*:Mn0sA  yLffm\0ir  U^r 
I>»iwf/i^,  who  \mA  pffiutM  oot  tJbe 
fA'^r^UfUB  Uf  f  ^*e  iti>*  rtiUmttfm  *4  the  Irish 
M^^^ers  ia  th^.  H/^nMr.  Bat  he  tho«ghc 
tW  l^t0er%i  Ua»^/ft*'f4  had  n^m^.  what  e%^ 
ag^reratA^l  ti!i^^«e  '^/>wrt40ft«^     la  fact^  the 
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noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh had  actually  told  them  that  there 
was  not  one  elector  in  1,000,000  who 
agreed  with  the  Government  in  the 
matter. 

•Viscount  WOLMER:  What  I  said 
was  that  there  was  not  one  elector 
in  1,000,000  in  favour  of  it  at  the  time 
of  the  General  Election. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  it,  and  as  there  were 
6,000,000  of  electors  in  the  country,  there 
were  only  five  other  electors,  according 
to  the  noble  Lord,  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent proposal  of  the  Government  at  the 
General  Election.  No  one  for  a  moment 
denied  that  the  objections  to  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Government  which  had 
been  best  summed  up  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  were 
strong.  The  in-and-out  system  was 
suggested  as  an  alternative  ;  but  there 
were  more  organic  and  fundamental 
objections  to  the  in-and-out  system  than 
there  were  to  the  Irish  Members  sitting 
in  the  House  for  all  purposes,  because  if 
the  Irish  Members  were  to  sit  there  for 
partial  purposes  they  would  have  two 
majorities  in  the  House  which  would  de- 
stroy the  whole  foundation  upon  which 
Parliamentary  government  and  Parlia- 
mentary control  over  the  Ministry  rested. 
Therefore,  they  had  merely  Hobson's 
choice.  They  had  to  accept  the  idea 
of  the  full  retention  of  the  Irish  Members 
or  the  full  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he 
had  always  been  in  favour  of  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  Irish  Members ;  and  if  the 
Bill  were  a  full  measure  of  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland,  he  would  have  the  greatest 
pleasure  in  voting  for  their  exclusion. 
But  he  had  never  heard  a  single  Memlier 
of  the  Opposition  explain  what  was  to 
happen  with  regard  to  the  land,  with  re- 
gard to  taxation,  and  with  regard  to  the 
Constabulary,  during  the  period  these 
subjects  were  retained  within  the  purview 
of  that  House.  The  Irish  Legislature 
would  not  have  the  right  to  legislate  upon 
them  ;  and  would  it  be  possible,  or  would 
it  be  reasonable,  that  they  should  claim 
to  legislate  upon  all  those  essential 
matters  without  the  presence  of 
one  single  Irish  Member  in  the 
House?  Therefore,  he  thought  the 
objections  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  far  stronger  than  the 
objections  that  could  be  brought  forward 

J^r.  Lahouchere 


to  their  full   inclusion.       They   should 
wait  until  the  end  of  the  probationary 
period  before  they  could  do  anything  in 
the   direction    of    excluding    the   Irish 
Members.     It  had  been  said   that   the 
ultimate  outcome  of  the  scheme  woul4 
be    Home    Rule    all   round.      He    had 
always  been  in  favour  of  that  principle. 
He  believed   it   would   come,   and  they 
must   wait  until  full    Home   Rule  was 
given  all  round  before  they  settled  what 
would   be   the    ultimate    status   of   the 
Irish  Members   in  the  House.     If  they 
got  Home  Rule  all  round,  then,  of  course, 
every    component    part   of   the   United 
Kingdom  would  have  its  local  Legisla-* 
ture,  and  would  send  a  pro|H>rtional  share 
of  Members  to  that  House  to  deal  with 
Imperial    matters.       Liberal     Members 
were  told   that   they   voted   blindly  for 
everything   suggested   by   the    Govern- 
ment.      Suppose  the  Government  were 
right  ?     Were  not  Liberal  Members  then 
right  in  voting  for    the    Government? 
But  they  did  not  vote  blindly.     They 
considered   every    proposition    that  was 
brought  forward  ;    they  considered  the 
general  faot  that  they  wanted  to  carry  a 
Home   Rule  Bill,  and  also  the  general 
fact  that  evervbodv  had  his  own  scheme 
of  Home  Rule  which  he  desired  to  see 
adopted.       There    must    be    a    certain 
measure  of  give  and  take  if  the  Bill  was 
to  be  carrie<l.      A  great  deal  had  been 
said  by  Members  of  the  Opposition  about 
what  Ministers  and  others  had  said  on 
this  subject  on  previous  occasions.  What 
was  the  good  of  those  recriminations  ? 
If  he  wished,  he  could  begin  now  and 
read  for  a  week  extracts  from  div^se 
excellent  and  valuable  speeches  that  had 
been    delivered    by    Conservatives  and 
Unionists  advocating  the  inclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members.     But  they  should  look 
at  the  thing  as  a  question  of  the  present 
moment.     He  did  not  see  how  it  would 
be  possible  practically  to  find  any  other 
solution  of  this  very  difficult  question  at 
the  present  moment,  and  for  that  reason 
be  would    vote   for  the  scheme  of  the 
Government. 

Sir  M.  J.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  that  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Lahouchere) 
wished  to  do  was  to  retain  the  Irish 
Members  there  to  ride  over  the  Scotch 
and  English  Representatives.  The  old 
theory  of  the  Constitution  was  that 
Members  should   be  returned  to  Partia- 
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hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  British 
taxpayers.  There  was  really  no  cause 
for  alarm.  Out  of  the  80  Irish  Members 
to  be  retained  20  would  be  Unionists, 
who  would  pair,  leaving  a  Nationalist 
majority  of  40.  It  Vould  be  40  in  650, 
and  that  was  a  proportion  to  the  whole 
House  of  one  to  16  ;  and  one  Irishman 
could  not  trample  on  16  Englishmen. 
There  was  a  point  which  was  not  kept  in 
mind  when  discussing  this  question, 
which  was:  that  that  House  retained  the 
full  right  to  legislate  for  Ireland  ;  and  it 
would  be  iniquitous  to  assume  such  a 
right  without  allowing  the  representation 
from  Ireland  to  continue.  The  course 
taken  by  the  Government  was  the  only 
course  open  to  them.  The  full  right  of 
taxation  was  retained  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  ;  and  were  they  going  to 
impose  taxation  without  representation  ? 
The  full  control  of  taxation  and  of  the 
land  was  retained  in  that  House  for  a  term 
of  years.  The  taxation  and  the  agrarian 
legislation  of  the  country  were  the  two 
great  avenues  by  which  Ireland  had 
always  beeq  oppressed  ;  and  if  the  House 
retained  full  powers  over  these  matters  it 
would  be  a  most  iniquitous  thing  to  banish 
the  Irish  Representatives  from  its  counsels. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dum- 
fries said  he  thought  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Government  would  increase  their 
difficulties  at  the  time  of  elections.  For 
his  part,  he  (Mr.  Lough)  was  willing  to 
risk  those  difficulties.  He  would  a  thou- 
sand times  rather  go  to  the  country  an 
advocate  of  the  policy  of  retaining  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  than  go 
and  court  the  fate  of  1886,  when  they 
tried  to  banish  the  Irish  Members  from 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  He  thought 
the  more  fairly  anyone  considered  the 
facts  of  the  case,  the  more  he  would  be 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
a  great  loss  to  that  Assembly  in  every 
respect  if  the  Irish  Members  were 
banished  from  it.  Certainly  the  Debates 
would  be  much  less  lively,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Members  would  lose  an  excellent 
example  of  patriotic  duty.  The  more  the 
matter  was  considered,  the  more  certain 
did  it  appear  that  the  Government  had 
adopted  the  only  wise  course  under  the 
circumstances. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just    sat  down   has   entirely   misappre- 


hended the  arguments  in  the  extracts 
from  my  speeches  which  he  has  quoted^ 
but  I  will  only  notice  now  the  very 
extraordinary  arithmetic  of  his  very  ex* 
traordinary  speech.  He  appears  to  have 
risen  in  order  to  prove  to  the  House  that 
the  opinion  of  Great  Britain  was  not  only 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule  in  the  abstract, 
but  also  of  the  particular  form  of  Home 
Rule  which  is  now  under  consideration  ; 
and  in  order  to  arrive  at  that  result  he 
requests  the  House,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
eliminate  the  whole  representation  of  the 
southern  counties  of  England,  including, 
amongst  others,  the  whole  representation 
of  London.  This,  to  my  mind,  is  most 
self-denying  on  the  part  of  a  Metropolitan 
Member.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member.  My  view  is  that,  having 
regard  to  its  position  and  general  import- 
ance, Loudon  deserves  a  much  larger 
representation  than  it  has  at  present.  If  ^ 
there  is  to  be  any  elimination  at  all,  the 
only  part  of  London  I  think  we  can  spare 
is  West  Islington.  In  discussing  this- 
clause  it  is  very  difficult  for  us  to  separate 
the  merits  of  the  controversy  from  th» 
tactics  which  have  been  adopted.  It  is 
one  thing  to  judge  the  scheme  of  the 
Government,  but  it  is  necessary  also  to 
consider  the  strategy  by  which  this 
scheme  has  been  imposed  upon  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Prime  Minister,  I 
think,  should  understand  that  there  is  a 
general  sense  and  feeling  in  the  country, 
to  which  I  believe  they  ought  in  their 
own  interest  to  give  more  heed  and 
attention  than  they  have  hitherto  done  ; 
that  the  Government  in  regard  to  this 
matter  have  not  dealt  fairly  or  frankly 
with  this  House  or  with  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  Manifesto 
which  he  found  it  necessary  to  issue  in 
order  to  soothe  certain  restless  con- 
sciences in  Scotland,  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment desired  that  nothing  should  be 
done  in  the  dark.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  that  was  not  their  desire  ;  but  I 
must  say  that  they  have  been  very  un- 
fortunate, because  I  will  undertake  to 
say  that  until  July  13  last — the  day  when 
the  guillotine  fell  upon  the  9th  clause- 
there  was  not  a  soul  in  the  country,  and 
there  were  few  in  this  House,  who  had 
the  slightest  idea  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion. What  is  the  cause  of  this  reticence 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  P     Jus^ 
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best  men  at  home  to  sit  in  the  Irish  Par- 
liament. He  believed  the  result  would 
be  that  tbej  would  have  a  second-class 
Parliament  in  Dublin  and  second-class 
Representatives  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. That  would  not  be  a  good  thing 
either  for  Ireland  or  Scotland.  He 
humbly  and  sincerely  trusted  that  those 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  who  had  carefully  considered  the 
question  would  give  a  vote  in  contradic- 
tion to  the  vote  they  had  given  on  this 
question  the  other  night. 

Mr.   lough    (Islington,   W.)  said, 

they  had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 

opmion  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain 

being  against  Home  Rule,  and  he  would 

like  to  investigate   that   question  for  a 

short  time.     Wales  was  almost  solid  in 

support   of   the   Government ;  Scotland 

returned   a   majority  of   two   to  one  in 

support  of   the  Government ;  and  with 

respect    to    five-sixths    of    England   in 

extent  and  to  three-fourths  in  population 

there  was   not   a   majority   against  the 

Government.  It  was  only  in  the  south- 
east corner  of  England,  in  the  eight 
counties  around  the  Metropolis,  that  the 
Unionists  obtained  their  majority.  Owing 
to  the  congested  state  of  the  population, 
these  eight  counties  returned  130  Mem- 
bers, of  whom  only  31  were  supporters 
of  the  Government,  leaving  a  majority  to 
the  Opposition  of  68.  But  Home  Rule, 
which  was  a  question  of  decentralisation, 
should  not  be  left  to  be  decided  by 
London,  which  was,  of  course,  opposed 
to  anything  being  taken  from  her.  He 
might  almost  ask  that  the  vote  of  London 
be  left  out.  Then  the  Government  would 
have  a  majority  of  108. 

Mr.   T.    W.   RUSSELL  :    Why  not 
leave  out  England  altogether  ? 

Mr.  lough  :  As  Ireland  was  also 

interested  in  the  question,  Ireland  ought 

also  to  be  left  out  of  the  calculation  ;  and 

then    the   Government    would    have    a 

majority  of  50  instead  of  their  present 
majority  of  40.  In  face  of  these  facts, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  the  constituencies 
of  Great  Britain  returned  an  entirely 
different  verdict  from  that  of  the  con- 
gested districts  around  London.  It  was 
important  to  remember  that  the  Opposi- 

Sir  M,  J,  Stewart 


\  tion  previously  voted  for  the  retention  of 
the  whole  103  Irish  Members.     {^Cries 
of "  No  !  "]     He  was  aware  that  thej 
gave  a  different  reason  for  their  vote,  but 
he  judged  by  actions  and  not  by  reasons. 
It  was  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  to  retain  103  for  all  pur- 
poses. [Crte*o/"NoI"]  The  Chairman 
ruled  that  it  was  so  ;  and  it  was  so,  is 
far    as    he    could    make    out.     Several 
Unionist  Members  had  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  to  the  effect  that  80  Irish  Membere 
should  be  retained  for  all  purposes  ;  but 
when  the  Prime  Minister  moved  the  same 
Amendment,     those     gentlemen     voted 
against  it.     In  1886  the  right  hon.  Meni- 
ber  for  West  Birmingham,  speaking  on 
the  Home  Rule  Bill,  said  that  he  objected 
to   it,  in   the   first   instance,    because  it 
terminated  the  representation  of  Ireland 
at   Westminster.      On   the    Irish  Land 
Purchase  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  if  the  Irish  Members  were  re- 
tained   at    Westminster,    the     Imperial 
Parliament  would  remain   the   Imperial 
Parliament,   and   its    supremacy    woold 
then  be  an  established  fact.     Speaking 
to  his  constituents  a  little  later,  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    expressed    the    same 
opinions,  and  subsequently  in  this  House 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
retention  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  its 
present  form  and  entirety  was  necessary 
for  the  Empire.    "  We  are  anxious  for  the 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament.'* 
The  pith  and  marrow  of  all  these  speeches 
was  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Afembers 
at  Westminster  in  the  very  way  in  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  retain  them 
now.      The   right   hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  had  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  never  brought  forward  those 
points  in  regard  to  the  Irish  Members  in 
connection  with  a  fully-equipped  Home 
Rule   Bill,  but   it  was  a  fuUy-equipped 
Home  Rule  Bill  in  1886,  and  it  was  in 
connection  with  that  Bill,  and  when  the 
Bill  was  on  the  Table,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  insisted  on  the  point  of  the 
retention  of  the   Irish  Members   in  the 
form  now  proposed  by  the  Government. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh    (V'iscount    Wolmer)    asked 
whether  the  Representatives  here  were 
to  be  trampled  on  by  the  Repreteotatiras 
of    Ireland,   and   were    these    80  Irkh 
Members   to  be  allowed    to    put   their 
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hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  British  |  hended  the  arguments  in  the  extracts 
taxpayers.  There  "was  really  no  cause  from  my  speeches  which  he  has  quoted^ 
for  alarm.  Out  of  the  80  Irish  Members  I  but  I  will  only  notice  now  the  very 
to  be  retained  20  would  be  Unionists,  extraordinary  arithmetic  of  his  very  ex* 
who  would  pair,  leaving  a  Nationalist  I  traordinary  speech.  He  appears  to  have 
majority  of  40.  It  ^ould  be  40  in  650,  |  risen  in  order  to  prove  to  the  House  that 
and  that  was  a  proportion  to  the  whole  the  opinion  of  Great  Britain  was  not  only 
House  of  one  to  16  ;  and  one  Irishman  '  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  in  the  abstract, 
could  not  trample  on  16  Englishmen.  |  but  also  of  the  particular  form  of  Home 
There  was  a  point  which  was  not  kept  in  |  Rule  which  is  now  under  consideration  ; 
mind  when  discussing  this  question,  >  and  in  order  to  arrive  at  that  result  he 
which  was:  that  that  House  retained  the  .  requests  the  House,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
fall  right  to  legislate  for  Ireland  ;  and  it  '  eliminate  the  whole  representation  of  the 
would  be  iniquitous  to  assume  such  a  I  southern  counties  of  England,  including, 
right  without  allowing  the  representation  amongst  others,  the  whole  representation 
from  Ireland  to  continue.  The  course  of  Loudon.  This,  to  my  mind,  is  most 
taken  by  the  Governmeut  was  the  only  self-Jenying  on  the  part  of  a  Metropolitan 
course  open  to  them.  The  full  right  of  |  Member.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon. 
taxation  was  retained  in  the  Imperial  '  Member.  My  view  is  that,  having 
Parliament  ;  and  were  they  going  to  regard  to  its  position  and  general  import- 
impose  taxation  without  representation  ?  ance,  Loudou  deserves  a  much  larger 
The  full  control  of  taxation  and  of  the  representation  than  it  has  at  present.  If > 
land  was  retained  in  that  House  for  a  term  |  there  is  to  be  any  elimination  at  all,  tho 
of  years.  The  taxation  and  the  as^rarian  only  part  of  London  I  think  we  can  spare 
legislation  of  the  country  were  the  two  is  West  Islington.  In  discussing  this- 
great  avenues  by  which  Ireland  had  clause  it  is  very  difficult  for  us  to  separate 
always  been  oppressed  ;  and  if  the  House  the  merits  of  the  controversy  from  the 
retained  full  powers  over  these  matters  it  tactics  which  have  been  adopted.  It  is 
Would  be  a  most  iniquitous  thing  to  banish  one  thing  to  judge  the  scheme  of  the 
the  Irish  Representatives  from  its  counsels.  Government,  but  it  is  necessary  also  to 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dum-  i  consider  the  strategy  by  which  this 
fries  said  he  thought  the  policy  adopted  '  scheme  has  been  imposed  upon  the  House 


by  tho  Government  would  increase  their 
difficulties  at  the  time  of  elections.  For 
his  part,  he  (Mr.  Lough)  was  willing  to 
risk  those  difficulties.     He  would  a  thou- 


of  Commons.  The  Prime  Minister,  I 
think,  should  understand  that  there  is  a 
general  sense  and  feeling  in  the  country, 
to  which  I  believe  they  ought  in  their 


sand  times  rather  go  to  the  country  an  [  own  interest  to  give  more  heed  and 
advocate  of  the  policy  of  retaining  the  attention  than  they  have  hitherto  done  ; 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  than  go  '  that  the  Government  in  regard  to  this 
and  court  the  fate  of  1886,  when  they  matter  have  not  dealt  fairly  or  frankly 
tried  to  banish  the  Irish  Members  from  |  with  this  House  or  with  the  country, 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  He  thought  ,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  Manifesto 
the  more  fairly  anyone  considered  the  i  which  he  found  it  necessary  to  issue  in 
facts  of  the  case,  the  more  he  would  be  order  to  soothe  certain  restless  con- 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  <  sciences  in  Scotland,  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment desired  that  nothing  should  be 
done  in  the  dark.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  that  was  not  their  desire  ;  but  I 
must  say  that  they  have  been  very  un- 
fortunate, because  I  will  undertake  to 
say  that  untilJuly  13  last — the  day  when 


a  great  loss  to  that  Assembly  in  every 
respect  if  the  Irish  Members  were 
banished  from  it.  Certainly  the  Debates 
would  be  much  less  lively,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Members  would  lose  an  excellent 
example  of  patriotic  duty.    The  more  the 


matter  was  considered,  the  more  certain  the  guillotine  fell  upon  the  9th  clause — 

did  it  appear  that  the  Government  had  there  was  not  a  soul  in  the  country,  and 

adopted  the  only  wise  course  under  the  there  were  few  in   this  House,  who  had 

circumstances.  the  slightest  idea  as  to  the  intentions  of 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming-  the  Government  in  regard  to  this  ques- 

ham,  W.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  tion.    What  is  the  cause  of  this  reticence 

just    sat  down   has   entirely   misappre-  ^  on  the  part  of  the  Governmeut  ?     Jus^ 
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let  us,  in  spite  of  the  objections  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Islington  (Mr. 
Lough)  to  go  into  ancient  history,  look 
into  the  history  of  what  the  Prime 
Minister  has  called  an  "  organic  detail," 
but  what  I  shall  call  the  cardinal  feature 
of  the  Bill,  and  which  is  the  one  that  has 
been  before  the  public  from  the  moment 
that  the  idea  of  Home  Rule  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  country.  In  1871  my  right 
hon.  Friend  denounced  the  idea  of  Home 
Rule,  and  ever  since  then  throughout  his 
speeches  and  writings 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  did 
not.  In  1871  I  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Bright  signifying  the  contrary — that  if 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament  were  pre- 
served, there  was  no  limit  that  I  would 
^x  in  granting  local  liberty  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
finish  my  sentence.  In  1871  and  since, 
in  every  speech  and  in  every  letter 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
written  in  which  he  has  referred 
to  the  subject  of  Home  Rule,  he 
has  always  admitted  the  importance  of 
this  question  of  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members  and  the  position  of  the  Irish 
representation  at  Westminster.  That 
was  what  I  was  going  to  say,  and  the 
interruption  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  does 
not  in  the  least  apply  to  that  statement. 
But,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  thinks  it 
desirable  to  get  up  and  interrupt  me,  and 
say  that  in  1871  he  did  not  denounce 
Home  Rule,  I  beg  to  remind  him  that  in 
1871,  speaking  at  Aberdeen,  he  said  that 
to  accept  Home  Rule  would  be  to  make 
ourselves  ridiculous 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  It  was 
not  in  1871. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  What 
year  was  it  ?     Was  it  in  1870  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
distinction  is  important.  It  was  in  1871 
that  Home  Rule,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
instead  of  being  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Butt 
and  promulgated  with  great  ability  by 
that  gentleman,  was  adopted  by  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  really 
cannot  follow  the  views  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend;  I  can  only  follow  his  speeches.  I 
can  only  say  that  I  thought  it  was  in 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 


1871 — I    was   speaking   from   memory^ 
but  everyone  knows  the  speech  to  which 
I  refer.     It  was  delivered  in  Aberdeen, 
and  in  that  speech  my  right  hon.  Friend 
said  that  we  were  not  going  to  make  our- 
selves   ridiculous    in   the    eyes    of    the 
civilised  world  by  establishing  a  separate 
Parliament  in  Dublin.     This  matter  ha» 
always  been  one  of  the  first  importance, 
and  whether  you  call  it  an  organic  detail 
or   a   cardinal  feature   it   is  a  question 
which  everyone   who  considered  Home 
Rule  must   have  had  constantly  in  bis 
mind.     Having  had  it  constantly  in  hi» 
mind,  the  Prime   Minister  changes    hi» 
mind  about  the  ridiculous  result  of  Home 
Rule,  and  in  1886  he  comes  down  here, 
and  having  had   this  matter  in  his  mind 
between  the  whole  of  this  time,  he  pro- 
poses a  plan  for  dealing  with  the  organic 
detail,  and  that  is  the  plan  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  Irish  Members  from  West- 
minster.     I   challenge    my    right   hon. 
Friend,  and  I  challenge  other  right  hon. 
Gentlemen   on   the   Front   Govermnent 
Bench,  to  say  that  they  have  not  changed 
their  opinions,  and  that  they  do  not  think 
now  that  the  plan  of  1886  would  be  the 
best   plan   if   it   were   possible.    I   rest 
there  for  a  moment.     The  exclusion  of 
>  the  Irish  Members  from  Westminster  is, 
in  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  of  some  of  his  friends — ^I  do  not  say 
of  all  of  them — the  best  plan  for  dealing 
with  this  organic  detail.      But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that  he  has  now 
given  this  plan  up.     Why  ?  Not  because 
he  himself  was   convinced   that  it   wa» 
wrong,  not  because  he  has  found  a  better 
plan,  but  because  the  country  was  against 
it.     I  venture  to  say  that  I  think  he  has 
had  insufficient   information   as   to    the 
opinion  of  the  country  upon  the  subject. 
He   himself  has   told   us  what  that  in- 
formation was.     He  said  he  had  accepted 
the  view  which  was  presented  to  him  in 
the    speeches    of    hon.   and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party,  and  in  the  general  indi- 
cation   which    he     gathered    from   the 
opinions   of  his  own  supporters.    Very 
well.     He  gave  up  his  first  plan,  the  one 
which  he  himself  preferred,  but  he  did  to 
subject  to  a  condition.     And  now  I  come 
to    a    matter    which   I   must   recall  to 
the      memory      of      mv      right      hon. 
Friend,  because  I  think  he  is  under  Mine 
misapprehension   with   regard   to  it,    1 
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remiaded  mj  right  hon.  Friend  that  on  a 
previous  occasion  he  had  given  a  distinct 
pledge  with  regard  to  this  matter  at 
Manchester.  He  might  have  referred  to 
the  speech  he  made  then,  because  my 
quotation  was  given  three  weeks  ago. 
It  was  not  only  given  in  1886  at 
Manchester,  but  was  subsequently  re- 
printed in  a  volume  of  speeches  revised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  they 
were  not  revised  by  me. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  is  in  too  great  a  hurry.  If 
he  would  allow  me  to  finish  my  sentence. 
They  were,  as  stated  in  a  note,  partially 
revised  by  him,  and  revised  generally 
with  his  authority. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  a 
totally  different  statement. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  did  not 
finish  my  sentence. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  they  were 
revised  by  me.  They  were  not  revised 
by  me.  They  were  revised  by  a  gentle- 
man whom  I  told  to  do  what  he  thought 
best  about  them,  inasmuch  as  I  placed 
perfect  reliance  on  his  honour  and  intelli- 
gence, and  asked  him  to  refer  to  me 
when  he  thought  it  necessary.  That  is 
totally  different  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  statement. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  do  not 
see  that  that  throws  the  slightest  light 
upon  the  matter.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  disown  the  correctness  of  the 
quotation  ?     I  will  read  it  to  him — 

**  1  will  not  be  a  party  to  giving  to  Ireland  a 
Legislative  Bo<ly  to  manage  Irish  concerns  and 
at  the  same  time  to  having  Irish  Members  in 
London  acting  and  voting  on  English  and 
Scotch  business." 

That  was  the  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  there  is  absolutely  no  qualiti- 
eation  of  that  statement  throughout  that 
speech.  What  was  the  explanation 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  yester- 
day ?     He  said — 

^  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  quoted  from  a  speech  of 
mine  to  the  effect  that  I  would  not  consent  to 
Irish  Members,  who  had  received  the  power  of 
managing  their  own  affairs,  voting  in  this 
House  on  questions  affecting  British  interests. 
Undoubtedly  I  did  speak  strongly  against  what 


appeared  to  me  to  be  a  most  formidable 
difficulty  attending  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members.  And  then  I  am  taunted  with  having 
deviated  so  much  from  my  original  purpose.  I 
have  deviated  from  it  to  this  extent  alone. 
Nothing  would  have  induced  me  to  endeavour 
to  force  upon  the  British  people  and  the  Imperial 
Parliament  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members 
with  an  unlimited  vote.  We  accepted  that 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  as  we  accepted 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members  from  the 
country." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  thus  alleges  that 
he  has  not  forced  the  present  scheme 
upon,  or,  I  suppose,  even  suggested  it, 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  forced  it  upon 
him.  He  throws  the  whole  responsibility 
upon  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  have 
no  charge  to  make  against  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  All  that  I  wish  to  say  is  that, 
whilst  I  do  not  dissent,  because  my 
memory  does  not  authorise  me  to  dissent, 
from  the  quotation  which  he  has  made, 
I  will  not  be  bound  by  the  construction 
which  he  puts  upon  the  quotation. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Then  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  put  a  construction 
upon  these  words.  I  say  that  it  is  upon 
the  House  of  Commons,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not  upon 
the  Government  that  the  responsibility 
rests. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  That  I 
dispute  ;  and  I  object  to  the  proceeding 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  forcing  into 
my  mouth  the  words  that  proceed  from 
his.  I  threw  no  responsibility  upon  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  are  exclusively 
responsible  for  that  acceptance. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  shall  show 
very  shortly  by  other  references,  would 
certainly  not,  of  his  own  free  will  and 
desire,  have  forced  upon  or  suggested  to 
the  House  of  Commons  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which  he  himself  regards  as  the 
third  best  in  the  series  of  three  alter- 
natives. Certainly  he  would,  if  he  had 
had  the  power,  have  selected  the  best 
of  the  three  alternatives  and  not  the 
worst.  But  he  said  we  "  accept  it  from 
the  House  of  Commons " ;  therefore, 
whatever  may  be  the  feeling  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  I  say  that  if  that  statement 
is  correct  the  responsibility  does  rest 
with   the    House    of    Commons.       But 
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that  statement  by  my  right  lion.  Friend 
does  not  answer  the  appeal  which  I 
made  on  a  previous  occasion.  What  I 
stated  was  that  he  had  given  the  country 
a  distinct  pledge  that  he  would  not 
be  a  party  to  a  particular  course. 
If  he  had  said,  "  I  shall  unwillingly 
consent  to  this  course,"  he  would  un- 
doubtedly have  been  within  his  right  in 
accepting  it  unwillingly  from  the  House 
of  Commons  when  the  House  of  Commons 
forced  it  upon  him.  But  that  was  not 
what  he  said.  He  said,  "  I  will  not  be 
a  party "  to  the  course  in  question. 
Grant,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  forced  this 
proposal  upon  the  Government ;  grant,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  majority  in 
this  House  are  distinctly  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  as  it  stands  before  us  ;  still,  I  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  by 
his  own  words  to  tell  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  tell  the  majority,  "You  do 
what  you  like  upon  your  own  responsi- 
bility ;  but  I  have  declared  that  I  will 
not  be  a  party  to  this  course."  The 
Government,  however,  having  abandoned 
their  proposal  for  the  exclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members,  and  having  pledged 
themselves  -  to  the  country  that  they 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  re- 
tention of  those  Members  for  all  pur- 
poses, come  down  to  the  House  with 
what  I  may  call  their  second  best  plan 
— namely,  the  "  in-and-out  "  plan.  So 
far  I  have  no  complaint  to  make,  be- 
cause, although  I  do  not  think  that  that 
plan  would  have  successfully  accom- 
plished what  they  desire,  still  clearly  it 
was  an  honest  attempt  to  carry  out  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  once  said  it 
passed  the  wit  of  man  to  accomplish, 
but  what  we  believed  he  had  subse- 
quently been  able  to  secure,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  said  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  having  the  Irish 
here,  we  took  it  for  granted,  when  he 
proposed  the  second  host  plan,  that  he 
thought  at  any  rate  it  would  fairly, 
successfully,  and  substantially  achieve 
the  result  which  he  had  admitted  to  be 
desirable.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wheu  he  intro- 
duced that  clause  only  a  few  weeks  ago  ? 
He  has  told  us  in  the  Manifesto,  to  which 
I  have  already  referred,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  unwilling  to  ailmit  that  the 
Irish  had  the  semblance   of   a   claim   to 
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share  in  British  affairs.  Therefore,  down 
to  the  lime  wheu  the  "in-and-out** 
clause  was  introduced,  the  Government 
were  still  of  opinion  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  had  not  a 
shadow  of  a  claim  to  share  in  British 
afl'airs.  Under  these  circumstances, 
all  that  we  did  was  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to 
tell  us  whether  he  intended  to  adhere 
to  the  clause.  We  were  prepared  to 
show  that  in  some  respects  it  would  fail 
to  carry  out  the  avowed  intentions  of  the 
Government,  and,  of  course,  if  we  were 
able  to  show  that,  we  supposed  that  the 
Government  would  be  willing  to  accept 
Amendments  in  accordance  with  their 
own  promises.  All  we  asked  that  we 
should  be  allowed  to  know  was  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  propose  the 
clause  and  stick  to  the  clause.  Well, 
Sir,  we  did  not  get  a  very  satisfactory 
reply,  but  we  did  get  this  :  We  got  the 
assurance  that  the  Government  intended 
to  propose  the  clause,  and  that  they  saw 
no  reason  for  departing  from  that  clause. 
We  got  a  further  assurance  on  June 
*30,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh — 

**  I  have  stateil  that  we  do  not  iutend  to  pn>- 
l)Ofe  any  alteration  in  Clause  9.'* 

Now,  the  House  will  see  that  the 
Government  by  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  pledged,  in  the  first 
instance,  not  to  allow  Irishmen  to  share 
in  British  affairs.  They  are  told  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  up  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  "  in-and-out  "  clause,  that 
they  do  not  allow  Irish  Members  to  have 

the  semblance  of  a  claim  to  share  in 
British  affairs.  The  Government  intend 
to  propose  a  clause  to  give  effect  to  their 
pledge  ;  they  tell  us  again  and  again 
they  will  propose  it ;  they  say  they  will 
not  depart  from  it,  and  that  they  do  not 
intend  to  propose  any  alteration.  Well, 
Sir,  have  we  not  a  right  to  assume, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Government  would  pro- 
pose their  clause  on  the  terms  in  which  it 
appeared  upon  the  Paper  and  use  their 
best  endeavours  to  secure  its  passage? 
and  having  done  so,  if  a  vote  had  been 
taken,   and   they    had   been  defeated,  I 
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admit,   under  these  circumstances,  they 
possibly   might   have   yielded   to  force 
majeure.     I   do    not    think   it   will   be 
disputed  that  it  was  impossible  for  any 
one  who  was  not  in  the  secret — I  do  not 
know  how  many  were  in  the  secret — to 
know  until  July   12,  on  the  eve  of  the 
day  when  the  guillotine  was  to  descend, 
that  the  Government  intended  a  radical 
alteration  in  their  own  proposal.     Then 
at  the  very  last  moment  the  clause,  after 
having     served    the    purposes     of    the 
Government  through  the  First  Reading 
and  the  Second  Reading,    and   all    the 
earlier  stages  of  the  Bill,  was  suddenly 
withdrawn.     The    mask   was    removed, 
and  the  real  and  last  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  for  the  first  time  dis- 
closed.     And   now    we   find    that    the 
Government   are   finally    committer!    to 
the  third  of  the  three  alternatives — the 
alternative  which,  by  their  own  confes- 
sion, is  the  worst  of  the  three.     Whilst 
this  process  of   changes  was  going  on, 
why  on  earth   was  not  the  House  taken 
into  the  confidence  of  the  Government  ? 
Why    were   we  not   to    know  what  the 
view  of  the  Government  was  with  regard 
to  this  clause?     My  right  hon.  Friend 
told  me  on  Friday  that  he  knew  what  my 
purpose   was,   and    that  he  intended  to 
defeat  it.     Of  course,  I  admit  that  it  is 
legitimate  to  defeat   the  purpose   of  an 
opponent,  but  is  it  legitimate  to  defeat 
the    purpose   of   an    opponent   by    such 
means  ?    Is  it  legitimate  to  use  language 
which   will   be   certain    to    deceive   the 
opponent  ?     Grant  for  the  moment  that 
opponents  are  deserving  of  no  mercy,  and 
are  entitled  to  no  faith,  what  about  the 
supporters    of    the    Government,    what 
about  the  country  ?     Was  it  right  that 
they  should  be  kept  in  the  dark  ?     Was 
it  right  that  they  should  be  deceived  up 
to  the  last  moment  as  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  ?     I  think  we  have 
great  reason  to  complain,  not  merely  of 
the  clause,  but  of   the   way  in  which  it 
has  been  introduced.     Now  I  propose  to 
examine  the  reasons  given  for  the  adop- 
tion of  this  worst  of  the  three  alternatives 
which  suggested  themselves  to  the  mind  of 
the  Government.  It  is  said  that  it  has  been 
accepted  from  the   House  of  Commons. 
Well,  is  the  House  of  Commons  in  favour 
of  this    clause  ?     Do   the    Government 
doubt  for  a  moment  that  if  they  had  ad- 
hered to  the  original  clause  they  would 


have  obtained  a  majority  upon  it  ?  Have 
they  less  reason  to  suppose  that  hon. 
Members  who  followed  them  in  1886 
when  they  were  in  favour  of  exclusion, 
and  also  in  1893  when  they  introduced 
the  in-and-out  clause,  and  who  have 
followed  them  since  when  they  have 
abandoned  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish 
Members,  can  they  have  the  slightest 
doubt  they  would  have  followed  them 
still  with  the  same  loyalty  which  has 
always  distinguished  them,  with  the 
same  readiness  to  accept  anything  which 
the  Government  are  pleased  to  offer  them  ? 
The  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  that  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  induced  by  his  own  action^ 
accepted  the  alteration  ;  but  is  it  pre- 
tended in  these  circumstances  that  the 
acceptance  by  the  House  of  Commons 
justifies  the  Government  in  breaking 
their  pledges  ?  The  Government  did 
not  always  say  that  they  were  prepared 
to  accept  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  yesterday  in- 
terrupted the  Prime  Minister  when  he 
was  speaking  of  this,  and  said  that  the 
British  majority  was  against  him.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  came  down  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  and 
accused  him  of  being  a  Separatist  because 
he  was  separating  the  British  majority 
from  the  majority  of  the  United  King- 
dom in  the  House  of  Commons.  Who 
taught  us  to  do  that  ?  Are  we  to  be 
blamed  for  placing  confidence  in  the 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  I 
quoted  from  the  utterances  of  my  right 
lion.  Friend  on  a  previous  occasion,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  repeat  the  quotations 
now — the  first  from  a  speech  in  Wales, 
which  was  the  foundation  of  the  whole 
subsequent  controversy,  giving  up  the 
idea  of  the  fixed  conclusion  that  the 
Irish  Members  must  be  excluded.  I 
quoted  also  from  a  .speech  at  the 
National  Liberal  Club,  and  in  both  of 
those  speeches  the  Prime  Minister  said 
it  was  the  British  majority  which  alone 
had  a  right  to  settle  this  question.  Upon 
that  theory  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
which  I  think  is  easy  to  be  justified  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  undoubtedly  the 
greater  country  has  a  right  to  put  its 
veto  on  a  proposal  which  most  seriously 
concerns  its  own  interests.  If,  therefore, 
we    lake  the    question    of   the    Britiph 
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majoritjftbero  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  British  majoritj  in   this  House,  to 
the    extent   of   29    or   30,  is   decidedly 
against  the  proposals  of  mj  right   hon. 
Friend.      He    has   apparently    decided, 
however,  to  go  from  what  we  understood 
to  be  a  promise,  and  we  are  now   face 
to  face  with  the  third  of  these  proposals.. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  dwell  at  any  length 
on  the  merits  of  this  proposal.     It  has 
been  demolished    by    the    Government 
themselves.       Thev   have    hardlv    said 
one  word  in  favour  of  it,  and    in    the 
Manifesto   of  my    right   hon.  Friend  I 
find  nothing  but  excuses  and  this  pre- 
tence that  it  has  been  forced  upon  them 
by  the  House  of  Commons,   but  not   a 
word  in  favour  of  it  as  a  real  practical 
working    scheme.       The   Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  only  bolder   than  the 
rest  of  his  colleagues,  and  he  has  defended 
the  scheme.     But  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
defence  was  that,  at  all  events,  it  was 
no  worse  to  have  the  Irish  Members  here 
under  the  Home  Rule  Bill  than  it  was  at 
present.      The   two    things   are   totally 
different.       With     interests    as    widely 
scattered   as   our  own,  we  should  have 
here  a  delegation  of  Irish  Members  sent 
here  with  no  interest  in  our  proceedings, 
and  intending  only  to  use  their  influence  in 
order  to  secure    special    concessions   to 
themselves.       Just   look  for  a  moment 
how  it  will  work.     Suppose  the  Govern- 
ment should  desire  to  veto  a  Bill  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  dealing  at  the  same  time  with  a 
Bill  on  eight  hours,  or  a  Bill  for  local 
veto.      The    Irish    Members    have    no 
interest  ic  either  the  Local  Veto  Bill, 
which  concerns  Great  Britain,  or  with 
the  Eight  Hours  Bill,   which  does  not 
concern  Ireland.      It  is  a  mere  toss-up 
whether  they   vote  on  one  side  or  the 
other ;  but  if  the  existence  of  the  Govern- 
ment depends  on  this  Bill  is  it  not  cer- 
tain, according  to  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  favourable  or  unfavourable  to 
the  views  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  that 
the  Irish  delegates  will  vote  ? 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
It  is  just  the  same  now. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  ;  It  is  not 
the  same  now ;  one  has  to  And  intelligence 
for  some  hon.  Members.  If  Irish  Members 
use  their  power  now  in  that  way  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  we  can  retaliate,  but 
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we  shall  have  no  power  of  retaliation 
under  this  Bill.  [Mr.  Byles  again  dis- 
sented.] I  advise  the  hon.  Member  to 
study  the  speeches  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. There  he  will  find  all  this  argu- 
ment put  better  than  I  can  put  it,  and, 
perhaps,  as  it  comes  from  a  friend,  it  will 
carry  conviction  to  the  mind  and  open  the 
ideas  of  the  hon.  Member.  But  I  will 
not  depend  entirely  on  the  Cbief  Secre- 
tary. What  do  the  Irish  Members  them- 
selves say  about  it  ?  Here  is  a  quotation 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon).  It  is  from  The  Free- 
man's Journal^  March  9,  1893,  and  the 
hon.  Member  was  addressing  a  meeting 
of  his  supporters — 

"The  Bill  of  1886  gives  no  repreaentation  »t 
WestminBter,  and  if  the  British  Ministry  h«l 
chosen  to  advise  the  Crown  to  use  the  veto  and 
the  Crown  had  acted  on  that  advice,  Ireland  hid 
no  power  to  express  her  discontent.  Kow,  bow- 
ever,  under  the  present  measure,  the  veto  of  the 
Crown  might  stop  a  Bill  for  a  time,  but  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  the  Irish  Legislature  from 
passing  it  again  and  again,  and  in  the  mean- 
time the  Irish  Members  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment will  be  more  in  evidence  than  Ijefore,  and 
justice  would  be  done.'* 

I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  reasonable  view 
of  the   hon.  Member,  and  I  quote  it   to 
show,  whether  you  look  to  the  Benches 
opposite  or  to  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment, you  will  find  a  concurrence  of 
opinion   that   by  this   arrangement    the 
Irish   will  have   an   influence  at  We»^ 
minster  which  they  will  be  entitled  to 
use  for  their  own  affairs.  Take  one  other 
illustration  of   a  different  character.    I 
have  taken  the  case  where  we  might  be 
discussing  legislation  in  which  the  Irish 
Members    had    practically    no    iutereet 
But  suppose  that  we  were  discussing  a 
question    of   denominational     education. 
Upon  that  subject  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the    majority    of    Great    Britain  hold* 
opinions  different  from   the  majority  in 
Ireland.     We  can  easily  imagine  that  • 
certain   amount   of   influence   might  be 
brought  to  bear  from  a  certain  quarter  on 
tbe  Irish  delegation  to  take  part  in  our 
discussions  and  to  impose  their  viewi  upon 
the  House  of  Commons.     In  that  way, 
while   we   should    be   deprived  of    the 
slightest  voice  in  any   question  affecting 
education  in  Ireland,  our  whole  pyM«« 
of    education    here    might    be     vitallj 
altered  by  the  votes  of   the  Irish  Mem- 
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,  **  Mr.  Parnell's  BO  Members  of  Parliament 
would  fasten  upon  the  flank  of  the  English 
Parliament  and  rankle  on  them  like  a  spear- 
head/* 

Commenting  upon  these  words  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  That  is  what  we  have  to  meet,  and,  if  the 
English  Parliament  is  not  to  become  a  helpless 
tool  in  the  hands  of  this  Party,  you  must  give 
an  overwhelming  majority  to  the  only  Party 
which  has  the  courage  and  the  honesty  to  face 
thena/* 

The  situation  is  the  same  to-day.  Once 
more  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  Party 
of  80,  who  may  rankle  like  a  spear-head 
in  the  English  Parliament.  Now  we 
are  prepared  to  give  an  overwhehniug 
majority  to  the  Party  that  will  dare  to 
face  them.  Can  it  he  that  the  courage 
and  the  honesty  are  wanting  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  invited  me  to  enter 
into  a  contest  on  this  subject  of  con- 
sistency. If  I  were  inclined  to  do  that 
I  am  afraid  I  have  hardly  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  in  1870 
the  Prime  Minister  was  against  Home 
Rule  ;  but  at  a  much  later  period,  if  it 
were  worth  while,  I  could  prove  that  the 

right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
was  in  favour  of  it.     Indeed,  he  said  he 
was  in  favour  of  giving  entire  autonomy 
to  Ireland,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the     authority    of     the    Imperial    Par- 
liament  should  be  maintained  ;    and  he 
said  it  could  be  maintained  only  by  keep- 
ing the  full  number  of  the  Irish  Members 
at    Westminster.      That  was  his  state- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question  in  1886  ;  and 
he  said  he  only  desired  to  keep  the  Irish 
Members    at   Westminster  if   the   Irish 
Parliament  were  subordinate.     Well,  in 
regard  to   the  subordination  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  there  is  really  no  difference 
between  the  Bill  of  1886  and  the  present 
Bill.     W^bat  do  you  mean  by  a  subordi- 
nate   Parliament  ?    It  is  a    Parliament 
whose    powers    are    limited  ;     and    the 
powers    of    the     Irish    Parliament    are 
limited  by  this  Bill.      You    prevent  it 
dealing  with    Imperial   questions,    with 
Foreign  affairs,  with  Colonial  affairs,  with 
the  Army  or  the  Navy,  or  with  Imperial 
taxation  ;  and  surely  a  Parliament  whose 
powers  are  so  limited  must  be  subordinoite. 
Therefore,  the    idea  of   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  is  fulfilled  in  this  Bill.     In 


objecting  to  the  Bill  of  1 886,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  astuteness  and 
ability,  fixed  upon  the  weakest  part  of 
that  measure — that  which  related  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  reproached  the 
Prime  Minister  with  having  been 
against  Home  Rule  in  1870  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  joined  the  Govern- 
ment of  1886  knowing  that  the  object — 
[^Cheers,^  —  allow  me  to  finish  the 
sentence — he  joined  it  knowing  that  the 
object  of  that  Government  was  to 
examine  into  some  plan  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  Local  Government  to  Ireland, 
The  Irish  Question  was  undoubtedly  the 
question  upon  which  that  Government 
was  formed.  He  was  dissatified,  and 
properly  and  honourably  severed  himself 
from  that  Government  because  he  was 
dissatisfied  with  the  conditions  which 
were  then  laid  down  for  the  Irish 
Government.  He  accepted,  as  he  said  in 
his  letter,  the  principle  of  autonomy  for 
Ireland.  He  did  not  object — I  should  be 
sorry  to  misrepresent  him — he  and  I  have 
often  discussed  these  matters  together, 
and  I  think  I  am  presenting  a  perfectly 
fair  view  of  his  mind  and  his  action  on 
that  occasion  when  I  say  that  he  did  not 
object  to  a  plan  for  giving  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland,  but  he  regarded  the 
maintenance  of  the  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  as  a  cardinal  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  think  that  that  Bill 
sufficiently  guarded  the  authority  of  th^ 
Imperial  Parliament;  and,  therefore,  he 
severed  himself  from  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  stated  that  if  what 
he  proposed  then  was  conceded  he 
would  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  And  what  was  that  condition  ? 
That  condition  was  the  withdrawal  of 
the  self-same  clause  for  which  he  is 
going  to  vote  this  afternoon.  This  is 
practically  and  substantially  the  clause 
of  the  Bill  of  1886  which  he  condemned. 
In  his  address  to  his  constituents  in  1886 
after  the  defeat  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was 
proposed  that  the  full  and  continuous 
representation  of  Ireland  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  cease.  That  is  what 
this  Amendment  proposes  ;  and  he  said 
that  the  effective  discussion  and  super- 
vision of  Foreign  and  Colonial  policy  now 
exercised  by  the  Representatives  of  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  should  give 
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Irish  Members  will  make  the  supremacy 
an  established  fact/*  and  I  went  on  to 
show  that  a  Legislative  Body  to  be  sub- 
ordinate would  be  somewhat  similar  to 
those  National  Councils  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made.  Yes,  Sir ;  if  you 
establish  in  Ireland  a  National  or  Pro- 
vincial Council,  or  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  magnified  London  County 
Council,  I  admit  there  goes  with  that 
the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members  as  a 
matter  of  course.  But  we  have  tried 
in  the  course  of  this  Debate  to  make  this 
Legislature  a  really  subordinate  Legisla- 
ture, and  you  have  refused  all  our  Amend- 
ments ;  and  not  only  that,  but  you  have 
absolutely  refused  to  call  this  Legislature 
subordinate  because,  you  say,  that  would  be 
an  insult  to  the  Irish  people.  What  you 
have  established  is  a  Parliament  nomi- 
nally subordinate,  but  which  will  be 
really  co-ordinate,  which  will  struggle 
until  it  becomes  co-ordinate,  as  to  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  said  again 
and  again  they  will  not  rest  satisfied 
until  they  have  thrown  off  the  inter- 
ference of  the  British  Parliament  at 
Westminster.  In  these  circumstances, 
you  reduce  us  to  say  that,  if  we  are  to 
have  a  Parliament  of  that  kind,  if  you 
are  to  proceed  on  the  model  of  a  Colonial 
Legislature,  then  your  own  logical  course 
is  that  you  shall  exclude  the  Irish  Members. 
Although  it  is  true  that  in  1886  we  asked 
for  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members, 
it  was  only  because — and  there  is  not  a 
speech  I  made,  or  anybody  else  made, 
that  does  not  contain  this  qualification 
and  condition  —  we  contemplated  a 
thoroughly  subordinate  Legislature.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted  the 
other  day  a  letter  that  I  addressed  to  the 
hon.  Meml>er  for  North  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
T.  H.  Bolton),  in  which  I  said  this  was 
a  cardinal  proposition  ;  but,  although  he 
had  the  letter  before  him  at  the  time,  he 
deliberately  avoided  reading  the  context, 
which  contained  the  words — 

"In  the  hope  that  the  changes  which  would 
Ic^cally  follow  would  be  worked  out  in  Com- 
mittee." 

Of  course,  I  accepted  then,  as  I  have  all 
through,  the  idea  that  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members  was  a  pledge  that  the 
Government  were  willing  at  that  time — 
or  it  was  said  they  were — to  withdraw 
their  Bill,  and  to  take  advantage  of  the 
opportunity  to  remodel  it  so  as  to  create 

J/r.  J.  Chamberlain 


a  subordinate  and  not  a  co-ordiDate 
Legislature.  Under  the  circumAtaDces 
it  is  quite  impossible  for  the  GovenuneDt 
to  throw  the  responsibility  of  this  proposal 
upon  the  House  of  Commons.  If  they  chose 
to  stick  to  their  own  original  plan,  which 
they  have  never  denied  to  be  an  honest 
plan,  they  are  absolutely  certain  of  the 
largest  majority  they  have  had  since  this 
Bill  was  introduced.  They  can  cany 
this  proposal  by  the  help  of  their  own 
majority  ;  they  can  carry  their  own  pro- 
posal by  the  help  of  a  united  majority, 
which  would,  I  have  no  doubt,  include 
a  large  proportion  of  their  own  follow- 
ing. If  they  do  not  do  so,  at  all  eTeots 
the  responsibility  rests  with  themselves. 
What  that  responsibility  is  I  will  show 
by  a  quotation  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Speaking  at  Blandford 
in  1886— 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
1885. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  accept 

the  correction,  but  it  does  not  affect  the 
speech. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  It  was  with 
reference  to  you. 

Mb.    J.    CHAMBERLAIN  :    I    do 

not  see  that  the  remark  has  any  relevaocj, 

but  since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 

it  had  reference  to  me,  I  am  re- 
minded that  he  referred  to  a  speech  I 
had  made  at  Warrington,  in  whicli  I 
said  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
Home  Rule,  and  he  said  these  were  hia 
opinions.  He  thanked  me  and  Lord 
Hartington  for  having  set  a  noble 
example  which  he  was  proud  to 
follow. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Did  you  rewi 
that  in  the  Blandford  speech  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  No.  It 
was  in  a  speech  at  Plymouth  made  aboot 
the  same  time  ;  but  it  was  recalled  to 
my  mind  by  the  interruption  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  speech  1  waft 
going  to  quote  was  delivered  on  Septem- 
ber 26,  1886.  Referring  to  a  speech 
whicli  had  just  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  he  quoted  these  words  from  thit 
I  speech — 
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,"Mr.  Parnell's  30  Members  of  Parliament 
would  fasten  upon  the  flank  of  the  English 
Parh'ameiit  and  rankle  on  them  like  a  spear- 
head." 

Commenting  upon  these  words  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  That  is  what  we  have  to  meet,  and,  if  the 
English  Parliament  is  not  to  become  a  helpless 
tool  in  the  hands  of  this  Party,  you  must  give 
an  overwhelming  majority  to  the  only  Party 
which  has  the  courage  and  the  honesty  to  face 
them." 

The  situation  is  the  same  to-day.  Once 
more  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  Party 
of  80,  who  may  rankle  like  a  spear-head 
in  the  English  Parliament.  Now  we 
are  prepared  to  give  an  overwhelming 
majority  to  the  Party  that  will  dare  to 
face  them.  Can  it  be  that  the  courage 
and  the  honesty  are  wanting  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  invited  me  to  enter 
into  a  contest  on  this  subject  of  con- 
sistency. If  I  were  inclined  to  do  that 
I  am  afraid  I  have  hardly  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  in  1870 
the  Prime  Minister  was  against  Home 
Rule  ;  but  at  a  much  later  period,  if  it 
were  worth  while,  I  could  prove  that  the 

right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
was  in  favour  of  it.  Indeed,  he  said  he 
was  in  favour  of  giving  entire  autonomy 
to  Ireland,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
^e  authority  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament should  be  maintained  ;  and  he 
8aid  it  could  be  maintained  only  by  keep- 
ing the  full  number  of  the  Irish  Members 
at  Westminster.  That  was  his  state- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question  in  1886  ;  and 
be  said  he  only  desired  to  keep  the  Irish 
Members  at  Westminster  if  the  Irish 
Parliament  were  subordinate.  W^'ell,  in 
regard  to  the  subordination  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  there  is  really  no  difference 
^tween  the  Bill  of  1886  and  the  present 
l*nl.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  subordi- 
^^  Parliament?  It  is  a  Parliament 
vhose  powers  are  limited  ;  and  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Parliament  are 
hmited  by  this  Bill.  You  prevent  it 
aealing  with  Imperial  questions,  with 
foreign  affairs,  with  Colonial  affairs,  with 
toe  Army  or  the  Navy,  or  with  Imperial 
wxation  ;  and  surely  a  Parliament  whose 
powers  are  so  limited  must  be  subordina^te. 
therefore,  the  idea  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  fulfilled  in   this  Bill.     In 


objecting  to  the  Bill  of  1886,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,    with   astuteness    and 
ability,  fixed  upon  the  weakest  part  of 
that  measure — that  which  related  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members.     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman    reproached    the 
Prime     Minister      with     having     been 
against    Home  Rule  in  1870  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  joined  the  Govern- 
ment of  1886  knowing  that  the  object — 
[  Cheers,^  —  allow    me    to     finish    the 
sentence — he  joined  it  knowing  that  the 
object    of    that     Government     was    to 
examine  into  some  pl»n  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  Local  Government  to  Ireland, 
The  Irish  Question  Tvas  undoubtedly  the 
question  upon   which  that  Government 
was    formed.       He  was  dissatified,  and 
properly  and  honourably  severed  himself 
from  that  Government  because  he  was 
dissatisfied    with    the  conditions  which 
were   then    laid    down     for    the    Irish 
Government.     He  accepted,  as  he  said  in 
his  letter,  the  principle  of  autonomy  for 
Ireland.     He  did  not  object — I  should  be 
sorry  to  misrepresent  him — he  and  I  have 
often  discussed  these  matters   together, 
and  I  think  I  am  presenting  a  perfectly 
fair  view  of  his  mind  and  his  action  on 
that  occasion  when  I  say  that  he  did  not 
object  to  a  plan  for  giving  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland,  but    he   regarded   the 
maintenance    of    the    authority    of  the 
Imperial   Parliament  as  a  cardinal  ques- 
tion.    He  did  not  think  that  that  Bill 
sufficiently  guarded  the  authority  of  th^ 
Imperial  Parliament;  and,  therefore,  he 
severed     himself     from      the     Govern- 
ment,    and    he    stated    that     if     what 
he    proposed     then     was    conceded    he 
would  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.     And  what  was  that  condition  ? 
That   condition  was   the  withdrawal  of 
the   self-same   clause  for    which   he   is 
going  to  vote  this   afternoon.     This   is 
practically  and  substantially  the  clause 
of  the  Bill  of  1886  which  he  condemned. 
In  his  address  to  his  constituents  in  1886 
after  the  defeat  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was 
proposed   that  the  full   and    continuous 
representation  of  Ireland  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  cease.     That  is  what 
this  Amendment  proposes  ;    and  he  said 
that  the  effective  discussion  and  super- 
vision of  Foreign  and  Colonial  policy  now 
exercised  by  the  Representatives  of  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  should  give 
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place  to  some  system  of  occasional  and 
periodical  delegation.  That  is  what  the 
Amendment  proposes,  and  those  are  two 
things  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  condemned  as  absolutely  fatal  to  any 
plan  of  self-government  for  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  such  an 
arrangement,  while  leading  inevitably  to 
complete  separation,  afforded  no  just 
hope  of  meeting  the  demands  of  Scotland 
and  Wales  for  an  effective  control  over 
their  domestic  business,  coupled  with  a 
full  place  and  share  in  the  Imperial 
system.  He  was  for  Federation  then,  and 
his  objection  to  the  exclusion  of  Irish 
Members  was  founded  upon  the  ground 
that  their  removal  from  Westminster 
would  amount  to  separation,  and  would 
deprive  them  of  that  voice  in  Foreign, 
Colonial,  and  Imperial  affairs  which  in 
his  opinion  they  ought  to  have.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  appealed 
to  us.  He  asks  me  if  I  have  changed 
my  mind  on  this  subject.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  do  believe  he 
there  pointed  out  the  greatest  defect  of 
that  Bill — namely,  the  exclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members.  In,  I  think,  1887,  the 
Prime  Minister  declared,  on  behalf  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  he  was  prepared  to 
alter  that  provision  in  the  Bill,  and  this 
I  can  honestly  say — that  in  no  speech  I 
ever  made  on  the  Irish  Question  since 
that  time  have  I  not  put  forward  my  own 
opinion  and  belief  that  the  retention  of 
the  Irish  Members  was  a  thing  that 
ought  to  be  maintained  by  the  Liberal 
Party  in  any  Home  Rule  Bill.  No  one 
can  deny  that  the  opinion  in  England  is 
in  favour  of  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members.  That  is  what  I  have  to  say 
upon  that  part  of  the  matter.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says — "  Oh,  but 
you  proposed  the  in-and-out  plan."  I 
want  th6  House  to  consider  this  :  We 
have  nothing  to  do  upon  this  Amendment 
with  the  in-and-out  plan.  The  in-and- 
out  plan  w^as  one  which  was  to  exclude 
Irish  Members  from  dealing  with  matters 
which  were  solely  British.  But  we 
always  maintained  that  in  regard  to 
Imperial  matters  all  the  matters  that 
are  dealt  with  in  Clause  3  from  which 
the  Irish  Legislature  i:$  to  be  debarre<l 
should  bo  voted  on  in  full  force  by  the 
Irish  Members.  But  your  Amendment 
is  to  exclude  them  from  Imperial  affairs. 
You  who  are  going  to  vote  for  the  present 
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Amendment,  as  the  Conservative  and 
Liberal  Unionist  Parties  are  going  to 
declare  that,  because  Ireland  is  to  have 
the  management  of  her  own  purely 
domestic  affairs,  therefore  she  is  to  have 
no  voice  whatever,  either  in  Ireland  or 
at  Westminster,  in  the  supreme  ques- 
tions upon  which  the  whole  of  our 
fortunes  are  built.  I  am  gtad  yon  have 
presented  such  an  issue  as  this  to  the 
House.  We  are  willing  that  the  country 
should  judge  as  between  you  and  us.  If 
there  are  questions  which  affect  your 
£mpire  abroad,  your  Colonies,  or  India, 
in  these  Ireland  is  to  have  no  voice.  You 
keep  the  taxation  of  Ireland  ;  yon  say 
you  shall  make  war,  and  that  the  war 
taxes  shall  be  paid  in  part  by  Irehuid ; 
and  in  the  question  as  to  whether  yoa 
shall  make  peace  or  war  Ireland  is  to 
have  no  voice.  Is  it  possible  for  so 
monstrous  a  proposition  to  be  put  for- 
ward by  responsible  statesmen  ?  That 
is  really  the  issue  which  is  put  before  the 
House  upon  this  occasion.  This  point 
was  argued  with  great  force  before  the 
country.  I  remember  a  gentleman  whom 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  I  equally 
respect — Dr.  Dale — in  the  original  dis- 
cussions on  these  matters,  coming  to  me 
and  saying — '*I  am  a  Home  Ruler,  but 
the  thing  I  cannot  stand  is  that  Ireland 
should  not  be  heart  and  part  with  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  she  should  not 
share  her  prosperity  and  her  burdens, 
and  that  if  a  moment  of  peril  arises  to 
the  Empire  Ireland  should  not  take  her 
full  share  of  it."  I  confess  that  ai|ru- 
ment  carried  great  weight  to  my  mind, 
for  it  is  only  by  keeping  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers at  Westminster  that  you  can  make 
Ireland  heart  and  part  with  you — only 
in  that  way  can  she  share  the  fortunes* 
and,  if  necessary,  partake  of  the  burdens, 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  That  is  why 
we  have  altered  the  Bill  of  1886,  and 
that  is  why  we  are  prepared  to  justify 
the  alteration  before  the  country.  But 
then  you  come  to  the  question  of  the  in- 
and-out  clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  fix — I  thought 
almost  unworthily — some  charge  of  con- 
cealment and  false  dealing  upon  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  with 
reference  to  that  matter  ;  but  everyhody 
who  remembers  the  speech  on  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  or  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  late    Solicitor   Geuand 
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will  remember  that  he  charged  the  Go- 
yernment,  upon  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  with  not  having  made  up  their 
minds  whether   thej    would  adopt  that 
plan,  or  whether  they  would  adopt  the  plan 
of  the   Irish  Members  being  here  for  all 
purposes.  To  say  there  is  anybody  in  this 
Hoase  or  out  of  it  who  did  not  know  those 
two  proposals  were  laid  before  the  House 
with    a     view    to    its  being   ultimately 
determined  by  the  House  which  of  them 
was  most  acceptable  is  really  endeavour- 
ing to  fix  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  a 
charge  of  dishonour  which  is  utterly  un- 
worthy.   My  right  hon.  Friend  put  these 
two  plans,  and  argued  both  before  the 
House.     I  believe  if  it  had  been  possible 
that  the  Irish  Members,  while  taking  full 
part  here  in  all  Imperial  affairs,  should 
have  not  taken  part  in  English  domestic 
affairs,    but  confined  themselves  to  their 
own  domestic  a£Eairs,  it  might  have  been 
a     good     arrangement ;    but     anybody 
who     knows   the     House   of   Commons 
will  easily  understand  that  the  practical 
difficulties  which  attended  that  plan  were 
so  great  that  there  was  a  very  general 
and    almost    universal    feeling    in    this 
House  that  it  was  a  plau  which  it  would 
be  difficult,    if    not  impossible,  to  work. 
Therefore,  the  longer  the  matter  was  con- 
sidered, the  more  it  become  apparent  that 
leaving  the  Irish  Members  here  for  all 
purposes  was  the  plan   which  would  be 
most  acceptable  to  the  majority  of  the 
House.      That  is  a  very  plain,  but  at  the 
same  time  a  very  true,  statement  of  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  has  been 
dealt  with.     I  do  not  see  anything  tliat 
the  Government  or  their  supporters  can 
reasonably  be  ashamed  of.     I  say  that 
that  question  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
present      Amendment.       The      present 
Amendment  does  not  say  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers shall  deal  with  their  own  affairs,  and 
shall  not   deal   with     British    domestic 
affairs.     It  says  that  the  Irish  Members 
shall    not  deal  with    their  own  Imperial 
affairs.     That  is  the  point  of  this  Amend- 
meot.     Every  hon.  Member  who  votes  for 
this    Amendment    does     so     with     the 
knowledge  that  he  is  thereby  voting  for 
the  principle  that  because  Irish  Members 
are  given,  the   right   to  deal  with  their 
own  domestic    afl^irs  they    are    to    be 
deprived   of    all    voice  in   the  Imperial 
affairs  of  the  United  Kingdom.     That  is 
the  principle  which  has  been  put  forward 


by  the  Unionist  Party.  That  is  the 
policy  that  the  Tory  Party  and  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  are  prepared  to 
adopt  this  afternoon.  For  my  own  part, 
I  am  ready  to  take  issue  with  them  upon 
the  point.  That  is  not  our  view  of  a 
united  Empire.  While  prepared  to 
delegate  to  Irish  Members,  in  order  to 
relieve  the  Imperial  Parliament,  the 
management  of  their  own  domestic  affairs, 
we  claim  for  them,  as  we  claim  for  our- 
selves, that  they  shall  have  a  full  and 
complete  voice  in  all  those  Imperial 
matters  which  concern  them  as  much  as 
they  do  us.  In  our  opinion  these  are  the 
principles  most  consistent  with  the 
dignity  and  unity  of  the  united  Empire. 
These  are  the  principles  we  are  prepared 
to  affirm,  and  therefore  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  negative  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  may  have  been  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise why,  among  the  various  gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  selected  to  defend 
the  present  proposal  of  the  Government, 
and  to  attack  that  which  we  desire  to 
substitute.  One  of  the  ablest,  he  is  not 
one  of  the  most  closely  connected  with  the 
preparation  and  the  carrying  through  of 
this  measure.  We  are  naturally  surprised 
that  the  (/hief  Secretary  did  not  take  this 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  views  on 
the  subject.  I  apprehend  that  the  real 
reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  chosen  for  this  honourable  office  is 

that  bevond  all  other  men  he  is  able, 
without  turning  a  hair,  to  get  up  in  this 
House,  and  to  denounce  as  monstrous, 
iniquitous,  and  absurd  proposals  to  which 
he  himself  has  set  his  hand  in  previous 
years — proposals  for  which  he  has  con- 
stantly voted,  and  by  which  he  has  fre- 
quently declared  that  he  is  prepared  to 
abide.  This  is  a  most  valuable  gift  for  a 
Member  of  the  present  Administration, 
who,  for  one  reason  or  another,  have  been 
forced  so  frequently,  and  in  such  humili- 
ating circumstances,  to  swallow  every 
one  of  the  professions  they  have  made  in 
the  face  of  the  country.  There  are  two 
questions,  both  of  first-rate  importance, 
which  are  raised  by  this  Amendment. 
The  first  is  the  Parliamentary  and  public 
history  of  the  process  by  which  the  Go- 
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verament  were  brought  to  bring  forward 
the  proposal  to  which  they  now  declare 
they  intend  to  adhere.  The  second  and 
more  important  question  is  the  merits  of 
the  rival  proposals.  With  regard  to  the 
first  of  those  questions,  I  do  not  intend 
to  say  much  on  the  present  occasion,  be- 
cause it  has  occupied  not  an  •  undue 
measure,  but  a  large  measure  of  the 
speeches  that  have  been  made.  It  has 
been  dealt  with  very  conclusively  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham. No  hon.  Member  who  listened 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  speech,  or 
who  has  present  to  his  mind  the  sudden 
change  of  front  that  was  made  by  the 
Government  in  connection  with  this  pro- 
posal on  July  12  last,  can  doubt  that  a 
more  extraordinary  way  of  leading  the 
House  than  that  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment upon  one  of  the  most  important 
Questions  ever  submitted  to  its  decision 
oes  not  exist  in  our  Parliamentary 
annals.  What  was  the  reply  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  The 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  attempt  one  word 
of  reply  to  the  arguments  that  were 
urged  against  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Government  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  and  by  other  speakers. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
tents himself  with  going  back  to  tbe 
original  speech  in  introducing  the  Bill 
made  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  said  of  that  speech, 
it  is  perfectly  true,  that  in  it  the  Prime 
Minister  argued  against  every  one  of  the 
three  possible  plans,  and  that  the  result  of 
that  extremely  able  piece  of  dialectics 
was  to  leave  the  House  in  a  doubtful 
state  of  mind  as  to  what  the  real  views 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were.  That 
is  a  true  and  an  extraordinary  fact ;  but  it 
does  not  get  over  the  series  of  answers 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  to 
questions  put  to  him  time  after  time — 
that  the  Government  meant  to  press  the 
proposal  which  they  laid  on  the  Table  in 
February  last.  What  is  the  reply  to 
that  ?  There  is  no  response  ?  He  con- 
stantly discussed  questions  on  which  the 
subject  of  the  retention  of  the  Irish 
Members  had  tbe  greatest  bearing.  We 
constantly  asked — '*  What  is  the  view  of 
the  Government  on  the  retention  of  the 
Irish  Members — are  we  to  argue  this  or 
that  Amendment  on  the  theory  that  they 
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are  to  be  retained  for  only  Imperial  pur- 
poses ?  ^*  but  the  Government,  who,  I 
presume  at  that  time  had  made  up  their 
minds,  never  for  one  moment  allowed  us 
to  know  the  main  outlines  of  the  Bill 
they  pretended  we  were  to  be  permitted 
to  discuss.  I  will  not  dwell  further  on 
these  transactions — they  do  not  reflect 
credit  on  those  who  were  responsible  for 
them.  They  do  not  reflect  credit  on  the 
Party  who  condoned  them,  and  all  I  can 
say  is  that  the  Parliamentary  procedure 
by  which  this  clause  was  got  through  the 
House  was  worthy  of  the  clause  itself, 
and  more  than  that  I  cannot  say.  Coming 
to  the  merits  of  the  clause,  I  have 
already  addressed  the  House  upon  this 
question,  and  I  certainly  do  not  intend 
to  occupy  their  time  with  regard  to  it 
now  at  any  great  length.  Such  time  as 
I  may  occupy  will  be  devoted,  not  to 
personal  recriminations  or  to  quotations 
from  previous  speeches,  but  to  discussing 
the  merits  of  the  question  before  us.  I 
may  ask  if  there  is  in  the  whole  history 
of  Parliament  a  single  precedent  for  a 
proposal  which  revolutionises  the  whole 
of  our  Parliamentary  Constitution  being 
brought  forward  without  those  respon- 
sible for  the  proposal  saying  a  single 
word  in  its  favour  ?  I  will  dio  them  the 
justice  to  say  that  they  have  argued  against 
all  the  alternatives,  and  that  they  declare 
they  have  chosen  the  least  intolerable. 
They  say — "There  is  this  argument 
against  excluding  the  Irish  Members 
altogether,  and  there  is  this  argument 
against  excluding  Irish  Members  for 
certain  purposes  and  certain  purposes 
only ; "  but  they  have  not  brought  forward 
a  positive  argument  in  favour  of  a 
positive  proposal,  and  we  are,  therefore, 
driven  to  the  conclusion  to  which  I  am 
myself  prepared  to  subscribe — ^namely, 
that,  of  all  the  intolerable  proposals  before 
us,  we  should  choose  the  least  intolerable. 
I  have  never  said  a  word  in  favour  of 
retaining  the  Irish  Members  here,  either 
in  1886  or  subsequently,  although  I  have 
always  maintained  that  if  we  are  to  sell 
our  birthright,  at  all  events  we  have  a 
right  to  the  mess  of  pottage,  and  thai 
the  least  we  could  get  out  of  this  great 
betrayal  is  that  our  Debates  should  no 
longer  be  hampered  and  disturbed  by  the 
Irish  elements.  Though  I  have  always  held 
that  view,  still  I  admit  that  tbe  objections 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Membefw 
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are  so  g^reat  that  only  the  fact  that  the 
objections  to  the  other  alternatiTes  are 
so  mach  greater  induces  us  to  put  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and,  after 
patting  it  on  the  Paper,  to  vote  for  it. 
I  must  confess  that  I  never  hear  a  speech 
against  the  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers without  finding  myself  in  a  large 
measure  in  ^agreement  with  it.  I  never 
hear  such  arguments  as  those  used  yester- 
day by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  and  those 
used  to-day  by  other  Members  without 
admitting  in  my  own  mind  what  I  now  ad- 
mit publicly — that  the  arguments  against 
the  exclusion  of  the  Irish  Members  are 
of  a  most  powerful  description.  No 
doubt  exclusion  would  make  the  Irish 
system  resemble  the  Colonial  system 
even  more  strongly  than  it  does  now ;  and 
that,  with  the  adoption  of  the  Colonial 
system,  you  would  do  something  which 
would  do  something  which  would 
tend  to  weaken  the  ties  which  bind 
IreUnd  to  this  country.  I  do  not  think 
anything  is  to  be  gained  by  minimising 
the  case  on  the  other  side.  The  ob- 
jections to  all  the  Government's  alterna- 
tives are,  however,  overwhelming.  We 
have  to  choose  between  the  bad  proposal 
of  1886,  the  worse  proposal  of  February, 
1893,  and  the  worst  proposal  of  July, 
1893.  For  my  part,  in  this  melancholy 
and  even  tragic  choice,  I  would  go 
back  to  the  plan — which  I  have  always 
thought  least  intolerable — the  plan  which, 
at  all  events,  left  our  proceedings  un- 
hampered by  the  interference  of  a  dele- 
gation which,  I  fear,  will  come  from  Ire- 
land, not  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
British  business,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
extracting  for  their  own  clients  money 
and  privileges  from  the  British  Parlia- 
ment. In  dealing  with  this  question,  I 
cannot  wholly  leave  out  of  account  the 
argument  urged  early  this  afternoon  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Govan  (Mr.  John 
Wilson).  That  hon.  Member,  with  an 
admirable  candour,  explained  to  the 
House  that  he  wanted  the  Irish  Members 
to  be  retained  because  they  would  vote 
for  the  Radical  portion  of  the  Newcastle 
Programme.  In  fact,  that  hon.  Member 
illustrates  in  his  own  person  all  those 
doctrines  of  Parliamentary  intrigue  on 
which  in  past  times  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  have  so  elo- 
quently   dwelt.     He    looks    upon    this, 


as  do  other  Members,  as  a  plan  for  getting 
80  gentlemen  to  support  a  Radical  Ad- 
ministration. The  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
I  remember,  in  a  speech  asked,  lin  pathetic 
tones,  where  the  Liberal  Party  would  be 
without  the  support  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ?  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  where 
they  would  be.  They  certainly  would 
not  be  on  that  Bench.  Undoubtedly  we 
cannot  disguise  from  ourselves  the  fact 
that,  among  the  calculations  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  regard  to  the 
future,  one  of  their  forecasts  is  that, 
whatever  injury  may  be  done  to  the  Im- 
perial system  by  having  an  Irish  delega- 
tion within  these  walls,  very  great  benefit 
would  be  done  to  the  Radical  Party.  I 
am  not  sure  that  that  would  be  the 
result.  I  rather  think  the  Irish  delegation 
would  sell  their  swords  to  the  power 
which  gave  them  the  best  terms  for  Ire* 
land  ;  and,  though  I  hope  that  Party  will 
always  be  the  Radical  Party,  yet  this  I 
must  say — the  history  of  this  House  is 
long,  its  future  may  extend  over  many 
generations,  and  it  is  possible  that  a  time 
might  arrive  when  a  Government  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Govan  was 
not  in  agreement  might  find  for  the  Irish 
delegation  some  terms  of  accommoda- 
tion. [^Ironical  cheers.']  I  cannot 
altogether  in  this  connection  —  the 
jeers  of  the  Party  opposite  remind 
me  of  it — refrain  from  touching  upon 
what  the  Prime  Minister  described  in  the 
letter  he  wrote  to  the  Chairman  of  his 
Committee  as  "  a  plain  history  of  recent 
involved  transactions."  Among  the  many 
brilliant  gifts  possessed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  of  writing  plain  history  is 
not  one.  I,  who  have  as  minute  a  know- 
ledge of  the  transactions  of  1885  and  1886 
as  any  other  single  Member  of  the  House, 
did  not  recognise  in  the  account  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  single  lineament  at 
all  resembling  the  truth.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  alive-^as  everybody  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  Govan  is  alive — 13  the 
possibilities  of  what  has  been  described  as 
Parliamentary  intrigue,  and  he  thinks  he 
finds  a  flagitious  example  of  it  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Tory  Party  in  1885.  I 
believe  I  know  what  took  place  then, 
and  that,  at  all  events,  did  not  take  place. 
The  Tory  Party  gave  up  not  a  single 
one  of  their  principles  or  convictions  in 
order  to  obtain  a  single  Irish  vote.  For 
my  part,  I  have  said  before,  and  I  say  it 
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again,  that  if  any  Irish  gentleman  is  good 
enough  to  support  me  in  the  Division 
Lobby  for  anything  I  think  right  I  shall 
not  reject  his  assistance.  But  if  I  pass 
from  1886  to  1886,  then,  again,  I  find  a 
great  English  Party  supported  by  the 
Irish  vote.  Can  the  Leader  of  that 
Party  get  up  and  say  in  the  face  of  the 
House,  as  I  have  said,  that  in  1886  they 
gave  up  no  cherished  conviction,  no 
hereditary  belief  of  that  Party  ?  No,  Sir ; 
it  is  notorious  that  that  Party  changed 
round  on  the  subject  of  Ireland  in  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye.  They  became  new 
men  on  that  question  ;  and,  so  far  as  it 
was  possible  for  an  outsider  to  judge, 
they  became  new  men,  because  if  they 
had  remained  the  men  they  were  before 
they  could  not  have  counted  on  the 
support  of  the  80  Irish  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  That  is  the  historical 
transaction  which  will  always  remain  as 
a  classical  instance  of  Parliamentary 
intrigue,  as  an  example  of  the  danger  to 
which  the  Empire  would  be  subjected  by 
having  an  Irish  delegation  here.  The 
danger,  I  am  aware,  exists  now;  but  it 
would  exist  with  ten-thousandfold  force 
when  the  Irish  Members  have  no  con- 
nection with  our  affairs,  when  they  come 
to  sell  their  votes — I  do  not  use  the  word 
offensively — for  whatever  any  Party  will 
give  them  for  the  country  they  represent. 
These  dangers  must  surely  be  present  to 
every  mind ;  but  I  think  I  have  noticed 
in  the  speeches  of  my  countrymen  who 
have  addressed  the  House — ^and  some- 
body has  remarked  that  the  talking  this 
afternoon  has  all  been  done  by  Scotch- 
men— that  the  balm  they  have  applied  to 
their  consciences  is  that,  though  this  may 
be  unjust  to  England,  this  dangerous 
step  must  be  taken  as  necessary  for  a 
movement  towards  Imperial  Federation. 
That  consideration  may  bring  peace  to 
their  troubled  consciences  ;  but  I  would 
like  to  ask  any  gentleman  who  cherishes 
the  dream — I  hope  it  may  be  some  day  a 
reality— of  a  real  Imperial  Federation, 
whether  this  is  really  a  step  in  that 
direction  ;  and,  if  it  is,  whether  he 
thinks  it  ought  to  be  taken  ?  If  we  are 
going  to  have  Parliaments  for  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  England  on  this  Irish  model, 
what  will  be  the  result  ?  There  will  be 
four  Executives  and  four  Parliaments, 
with  in  London — in  the  neighbourhood,  I 
presume,  of  this  very  building — an  English 
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Parliament  of  435  Members,  with  an 
English  Administration,  sending  a  de- 
legation to  this  House.  Is  that  a  possible 
scheme  ?  [  Cries  of  "  Yes,  yes  I  "J  Two 
Executives  in  London,  one  representing 
the  great  mass  of  the  Imperial  taxpayers, 
of  the  Imperial  wealth,  of  the  Imperial 
population,  sitting  in  an  English  Houm 
of  Commons,  and  next  door  to  it  another 
Assembly  bearing  some  perfectly  un- 
known relation  to  this  English  Parliament, 
who  is  to  manage  the  affairs  of  the  rest 
of  the  Empire.  The  scheme  is  perfectly 
absurd ;  and  if  we  are  going  to  stop  short 
of  that,  and  give  Parliaments  to  Ireland, 
Wales,  and  Scotland,  with  delegations  to 
this  House,  how  will  the  English  electors 
like  the  prospect  ?  Slavery  to  Ireland  ift 
sufficiently  bad,  but  to  be  enslaved  bv 
Scotland  and  Wales  as  well  would  be 
the  last  depth  of  degradation  which  conld 
be  reached  by  the  unhappy  victim  of  the«e 
legislative  experiments  —  the  English 
elector.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said  on 
previous  occasions — and  the  argument hft» 
been  repeated  by  some  of  his  colleagnes 
in  this  Debate — "  After  all,  what  do  you 
lose  by  the  Irish  managing  their  own 
affairs,  and  why  should  you  deprive 
them  of  the  trouble,  labour  and  bordeo 
of  coming  here  to  manage  your  affairs  F 
That  is  an  ingenious  argument.  I  woold 
like  to  turn  it  round,  however,  and  look 
at  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
English  elector.  Your  Party  have  gone 
about  talking  about  one  man  one  vote, 
equal  electoral  values,  and  all  the  rest  of 
it.  You  desire,  therefore,  that  every 
elector  in  the  United  Kingdom  shoold 
have  the  same  power.  Do  you  think 
that  you  give  the  same  power  to  the 
English  and  the  Irish  elector  when  you 
enable  the  English  elector  only  to  elect  i^ 
man  to  manage  English  affairs,  and  the 
Irish  elector  to  elect  a  man  to  manage  both 
English  and  Irish  affairs  ?  In  other 
words,  the  Irishman  will  elect  for  two 
Assemblies  and  the  Englishman  for  one 
Assembly  only.  Do  you  call  that  equality  ? 
Can  you  pretend — ^you  who  love  these 
theoretical  equations,  this  mathematical 
weighing  of  votes — that  you  are  dealing 
out  equal  justice  ?  Is  it  not  evident  that 
by  this  Bill  you  give  to  men  who 
certainly  have  not  shown  in  the  past 
that  they  have  deserved  espectally  wet| 
of  those  who  love  this  Empire  a  power 
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which  you  do  not  give  to  your  own 
electors,  and  which,  apparently,  you  think 
your  own  electors  are  not  worthy  to 
possess  ?  But  this  question  of  delegation 
goes  much  deeper  than  hon.  Gentlemen 
appear  to  suppose.  The  system  of  repre- 
sent itive  government  rest8,and  must  essen- 
tially rest,  upon  a  double  basis  of  local 
representation  of  local  affairs  and  of  local 
representation  of  Imperial  affairs.  If  you 
cut  away  that  local  representation  which 
is  one  support  of  your  system  the  rest  of  it 
becomes  absurd.  How  do  you  educate 
your  electors  in  Manchester,  Glasgow, 
or  Govan  to  deal  with  the  Empire  ?  At 
present  you  bring  forward  every  question 
that  is  before  the  public  ;  you  discuss  on 
every  platform  questions  affecting  Scot- 
land, Hampshire,  Ireland,  and  you  ask 
them  not  merely  to  consider  their  own 
particular  interests,  but  to  turn  their 
minds  to  the  multifarious  interests  of  a 
great  and  varied  Empire.  By  this  method 
you  educate  them  to  be  good  citizens. 
But  supposing  this  was  all  put  an  end  to, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Govan 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  had  got  the  wish  of  his 
heart  —  a  Home  Rule  Assembly  in 
Scotland  and  a  delegation  to  this 
Imperial  Parliament — why  the  hon. 
Member  would  never  once  mention  to  his 
constituents  a  single  English  question. 
He  would  not  have  a  word  to  say  about 
English  Education,  English  Local  Go- 
vernment, or  English  Temperance  Reform. 
If  he  were  elected,  as  no  doubt  he  would 
be,  he  would  simply  go  as  a  delegate  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  vote  on  ques- 
tions in  which  England  alone  was  con- 
cerned, about  which  his  constituents 
cared  nothing  whatever,  which  they  did 
not  understand,  to  which  they  had  not 
given  a  mementos  thought,  and  with 
which  they  were  imperfectly  acquainted  ; 
and  he  would  give  his  vote,  not  in 
accordance  with  English  interests  or  on 
broad  principles  of  equity,  but  merely  to 
extort  from  the  Assembly  something 
which  would  benefit  his  own  constituents. 
That  would  be  inevitable,  and  I  say  it 
would  cut  at  the  very  root  of  the  theory 
of  representative  government  as  it  has 
always  been  understood  in  this  country. 
The  best  way  to  deal  with  these  ques- 
tions is  to  take  an  extreme  instance  of 
the  extension  of  the  principle  to  be 
adopted.  If  it  is  no  hardship  to  England 
that  Irish   Members    should   vote   here 
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when  they  have  no  concern  in  our  affairs, 
it  would  be  no  hardship  to  England  if  we 
were  to  have  delegations  from  Canada, 
Australia,  and  New  Zealand,  to  carry  out 
the  same  functions.  Would  anybody 
accept  such  a  system  ?  Would  it  be  ad- 
mitted for  a  moment  that  there  would  be 
a  lightening  of  our  labours,  and  that,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  if 
these  delegates  chose  to  undertake  the 
duty,  we  should  be  grateful  for  their 
kindness,  and  have  no  reason  to  complain 
of  what  they  did.  This  illustration 
shows  that  you  could  not  work  the 
machine  upon  such  a  system.  If  you  are 
going  to  keep  an  Imperial  Parliament 
and  the  present  system  of  the  Union 
with  Ireland,  no  difficulty  arises  ;  if  you 
are  going  to  cut  Ireland  adrift  great 
evils  may  ensue,  but  still  no  difficulty 
arises  in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  but  il 
you  are  going  to  take  your  system  of  in 
and  out,  or  your  system  of  the  inclusion 
of  the  Irish  Members,  then  I  venture  tr 
suy  that  you  are  making  a  change  which 
I  do  not  believe  you  can  defend  before 
your  constituents,  and  which,  I  believe, 
you  cannot  defend  to  yourselves.  Con- 
ceive the  feeling  of  injustice  which  would 
be  generated  in  the  minds  of  English  and 
Scotch  electors.  I  do  not  know  what 
others  think,  but  I  think  that  under  the 
existing  system  the  Irish  vote  as  an  Irish 
vote  in  our  great  towns  gives  far  more 
than  its  fair  share  of  weight  to  the  views 
of  a  particular  Party  in  Ireland.  We 
submit  to  it  because  we  know  it  is  one  of 
the  necessary  incidents  of  the  Union — 
we  accept  it  as  one  of  the  evils  of  the 
Union.  But  if  you  keep  up  that  tyranny 
of  the  Irish  Party  in  the  constituencies 
of  the  great  towns,  and  in  addition  have 
a  delegation  from  Ireland  in  this  House, 
I  say  that  undoubtedly  a  feeling  of  out- 
raged justice  will  gradually  germinate 
in  the  bosom  of  every  English  and  Scotch 
elector,  and  you  will  find  that  this  Home 
Rule  Bill,  which  was  intended  to  make 
peace  and  to  settle  the  Irish  Question, 
will  be  the  beginning  of  controversies 
more  savage,  more  bitter,  and  more  un- 
ending than  those  that  have  disturbed 
our  peace  for  many  years.  For  these 
reasons,  Mr.  Speaker,  I,  with  regret,  but 
without  hesitation,  feel  myself  compelled 
to  vote  for  a  plan  which,  at  all  events, 
leaves  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  mas- 
ters in  their  own  House,  which,  whatever 
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else  it  does,  does  not  hand  us  over  as 
slaves  to  an  Irish  delegation,  and  which 
will  preserve,  I  trust,  intact  and  free 
from  all  those  temptations  into  which 
some  Parties  in  the  past  have  fallen,  and 
into  which  some  Parties  in  the  future 
may  again  fall,  the  great  Parliamentary 
traditions  of  this  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  181  ; 
Noes  215. — (Division  List,  No.  240.) 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock, 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  stood  adjourned. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  further  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

CONTAGIOUS       DISEASES       (ANIMALS) 
(SWINE  FEVER)  BILL— (No.  427.) 

SECOND   BEADING.       [ADJOURNED 

DEBATE.]  • 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [3rd  August], "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tune." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

FERTILIZERS    AND    FEEDING    STUFFS 
BILL.-.(No.  436.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  &c. 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  369.] 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  369.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  435.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Twenty-first  Report  brought  up,  and 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS,  1878  TO  1890. 
Copy  presented,— of  Two  Orders, 
dated  27th  July,  1893,  entitled  "The 
Foreign  Animals  Revocation  Order  of 
1893,*'    and    "  The    Foreign     Animals 
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Order  of  1893  "  Jby  Act]  ;  to  lie  upoa 
the  Table.  ^ 

EAST  INDIA  (ABMY  SYSTEBff). 

Copy  presented,— of  Further  Papers 
respecting  proposed  changes  in  the  Indiao 
Army  system  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  tiie  Table. 

UNITED  STATES  (No.  9,  1893). 

Copy  presented,— -of  Correspondence 
respecting  a  proposal  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  for  the 
Settlement  of  International  Disputes  by 
Arbitration  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LUNACY. 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  House : — Copy  of  Report 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the  number  of 
visits  made,  the  number  of  patients  seen, 
and  the  number  of  miles  travelled  by  the 
Visitors  of  Lunatics  between  1  st  January 
and  30th  June,  1893  [by  Act,] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  aod  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.' 


»t 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

Division  on  New  Clause  (Representa- 
tion of  Ireland  in  Parliament  for  the 
Amendment  of  this  Act)  : — 

Mr.  Marjoribanks,  one  of  the  Tellers 
for  the  Noes  in  the  Division  this  day, 
on  the  Second  Heading  of  the  New 
Clause  (Representation  of  Ireland  in 
Parliament  for  the  Amendment  of  this 
Act),  came  to  the  Table,  and  stated  that 
he  and  Mr.  Akers-Douglas,  the  other 
Teller,  were  agreed  that  by  inadvertence 
they  had  reported  the  Number  of  the 
Noes  215,  instead  of  221,  which  was  the 
proper  Number. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  directed  the 
Clerk  to  correct  the  number  in  the 
Journal  accordingly  : — Ayes  181  ;  Noes 
221. 

Motion,  '^That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn,"  agreed  to. 

HouM  adjouniod  at  twenty  mlnatoi 

befaie  &x  o^dock. 
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Order), 
Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Lords  Amendments,  as  far  as  the 
Amendment,  page  30,  to  leave  out  Clause 
41,  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  page  30,  to  leave  out 
Clause  41,  the  next  Amendment,  a 
second  time. 


•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) rose  to  move,  "That  this  House  doth 
disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment."  It  was,  he  felt,  a  serious  re- 
sponsibility to  ask  the  House  to  disagree 

with  an  important  change  made  by  the 
House  of  Lords  ;  and,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, any  Member  doing  so  would 
be  bound  to  state  his  reasons  very  fully 
and  in  ample  detail.     The  present  case 
was,  however,  exceptional  and  peculiar. 
The  clause  known  for  shortness  as  the 
Betterment  Clause  was  objected  to  on 
the  Second  Reading,  but  was  referred  to 
the  Committee.     It  was  passed  by  the 
Committee  after  careful  inquiry,  though 
by  a  small  majority  only.     When  it  came 
back  to  the  House  it  was  again  challenged, 
but  after  a  full  discussion  was  supported 
by  a  very  large  majority — in  fact,  nearly 
two  to  one.     Under  these  circumstances, 
and  as  the  subject  had  been  so  recently 
before  the  House,  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  go  at  length  into  the  matters 
then  discussed,  and  that  appeared  to  him 
the  more  unnecessary,  because  he  thought 
he  should  be  able  to  show  the  House 
that   the   Resolution  taken  against  the 
clause  in  the  House  of  Lords  was  really 
based  upon  a  misapprehension  of  what 
the  clause  did.     The  Resolution  adopted 
by  the  Lords  said — 

**Tbat  this  Uoose,  before  assenting  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  desires  to  express 
its  opinion  that  proposals  for  the  assessment  of 
capitid  values  instead  of  annual  values,  and  for 
creating  new  and  arbitrarily-defined  areas  of 
taxation  such  as  are  contained  in  Clause  41  of 

VOL-  XV.    [fourth  series.] 


the  Bill,  ought  not  to  be  embodied  in  a  Private 
Bill,  but,  if  found  just  and  equitable,  should 
be  based  on  general  principles  laid  down  by 
Parliament." 
He  did  not  wbh  at  present  to  enter  into 
the  question  whether  this  ought  to  be 
done  by  a  Public  or  a  Private  Bill ;  but 
what  he  did  wish  to  point  out  was  that 
this  clause  neither  proposed  to  substitute 
assessments  of  capital  value  instead  of 
annual  values,    nor    did    it  create    any 
new  and  arbitrarily-defined  areas  of  taxa- 
tion.    In  fact,  it  created  no  area  of  taxa- 
tion whatever— either  arbitrarily  or  other- 
wise.    Then  there  was  another  objection 
to  the  clause — that  it  was  considered  to 
be  an  attack  upon  the  rights  of  property. 
It   was   nothing   of    the    sort.     It  was 
simply  an  attempt  to  adjust  the   pay- 
ment for  these  improvements  in  a  fairer 
manner  than  would  otherwise  be  done. 
The  improvements  in  the  Bill  had  been 
passed  both  by  this  House  and  by  the 
House   of  Lords   as  desirable  in  them- 
selves, and  the  question  arose  how  they 
were  to  be  paid  for.     They  all  agreed 
that  the  great  bulk  must  be  paid  for  by 
the    property   liable    for    rates    in    the 
Metropolis;  but   they  asked   that   some 
part  should  be  borne  by  those  who  were 
benefited  pecuniarily  by  the  expenditure  of 
their  fellow-citizens.     They  were  about 
to  spend  a  large  sum  of  public  money ; 
and  if  the  result  was  that  certain  houses 
were  in  consequence  of  that  expenditure 
largely   increased   in  value,  they  should 
contribute,  not  the  whole,  but  a  part,  of 
that  improvement,  which  was  due  to  no 
action,  no  expenditure  of  theu-s,  but  by 
the  action  and  expenditure  of  the  County 
Council   as   representing   the  ratepayers 
generally.     It  was  sometimes  said  that  if 
the  property  was  improved  the  Council 
would  be  recouped  by  the  rates.     But  so 
they  should  be  if  a  man  improved  his  pro- 
perty at   his   own  expense.     Take   two 
cases.     One  man  spent  £1,000,  and  im- 
proved his   house   to    that   extent;    he 
paid  the  rates  on  it.     Another  man  had 
his  property  improved  £1,000  by  the  ex- 
penditure  of   the   ratepayers.      He  also 
paid  on  an  additional  £1,000.   They  both 
paid  the  same  addition.     Was  it  fair  that 
the  man  who  had  spent  his  own  £1,000 
should  pay  more  than  the  other,  where 
the  improvement  was  due  to  the  money 
of   the   ratepayers  ?      Surely    that   was 
manifestly  unfair.     Others  said  that  the 
County  Council  should  recoup  itself  by 
extra   purchases.     Long  experience  had 
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shown  that  this  was  impossible.     They 
had  to  pay  for  the  land,  the  houses,  and 
the  trade  interest,  and  they  always  found 
that  the  trade  interest  ran  away  with  the 
whole  profit,  and  more.     The  only  case 
in  >vhich  any  profit  was  made  was  in  that 
of  Northumberland  Avenue,  where  there 
were  no  trade  interests  to  be  bought  up. 
It  had  been  objected  to  him  in  conversa- 
tion by  several  opponents  that  perhaps 
no  property  would  be  actually  benefited, 
though    there  might  be  a  general   con- 
venience;   but    the    answer    was    that, 
if   no    property  was   actually  benefited, 
no  property  would  pay.     Then  the  ques- 
tion  arose — Were    the   County    Council 
proposing  any  unfair  mode  of  ascertain- 
ing the  value  ?     He  did   not  understand 
that   the   clause   was   attacked   on  that 
score.      The   Board   of   Trade   were   to 
appoint     an      arbitrator,     the     County 
Council  were  to  convince  him  that  there 
was  an   improvement,   and   unless  they 
did  so  no  betterment  would  have  to  be 
fixed.     In  the  previous  discussion  in  the 
House  it  was  shown  that  the  principle  of 
betterment  was  not  new.    It  was  applied 
as    long    ago   as   the   Fire   of  London, 
though   he   admitted   that  it   had    been 
superseded    by    a     different     principle. 
What  was  that  principle,  and  why  was  it 
proposed   to   change   it  ?     He   was  not 
concerned  to  prove  that   there   were  no 
objections   to   this   plan  ;  they    did  not 
say  that  betterment  was  perfect.     There 
were  objections  to  every  system  of  taxa- 
tion and  of  rating.     All  that  could   be 
done   was   to   choose   that   which    most 
nearly  approached  to  equity  and  justice. 
He  would  therefore  ask  the  House,  and 
he  would  very  respectfully  ask  the  House 
of  Lords,  not  merely  to  look  at  better- 
ment in  the  abstract,    but  to  compare  it 
with  the  alternative.       Under  the  system 
of  our  predecessors  the  cost  of  a  local  im- 
provement was  borne,  half  by   the  dis- 
trict,  say   the   parish,   and   half  by  the 
Metropolis   at   large.     But  our    Metro- 
politan Divisions  were  of   very  irregular 
shapes ;     and,      even      if      they    were 
symmetrical,  it  would  often  happen  that 
those  out  of  the  district  benefited  more 
by  an  improvement  than  those  in  it.    An 
improvement  in   the  south  of  a  district 
might  be  of  little  or  no  special  advantage 
to  those  in  the  north  ;  and  yet,  under  the 
old  system,  they  were  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute heavily   towards  it.     Under   the 
proposed  system  no  one  would  be  called 

Sir  J>  Lubbock 


on  to  pay  more  than  the  general  rate, 
unless  it  could  be  shown  that  his  house 
had  been  actually  improved  in  value,  and 
then  only  to  the  extent  of  a  portion  of 
that  increase.  The  amount  involved  in 
the  present  instance  was  small,  but  the 
principle  was  important.  If  it  could  be 
shown  that  in  any  details  the  plan  pro- 
posed was  unfair,  by  all  means  let  it  be 
amended.  The  only  object  the  County 
Council  had,  or  could  have,  was  to  do 
justice  as  between  different  ratepayers. 
What  they  asked  the  House  to  affirm  wa» 
the  principle.  They  did  not  say  that  it 
was  perfect,  but  they  thought  it  was 
much  fairer  than  the  alternative  plan. 
He  would  not,  under  the  circumstances, 
go  more  fully  into  details  ;  but  he  asked 
the  House,  he  would  not  say  to  support 
the  County  Council,  but  to  support  their 
own  Committee  and  their  own  decision, 
and  he  did  so  because  they  were  satisfied 
that  the  plan  in  the  Bill  was  equitable 
in  itself,  and  fair  to  the  ratepayers 
generally. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment.^* — 
{Sir  J»  Lubbock,) 

•Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said,  be 
could  not  throw  himself  into  any  violent 
passion  against  the  general  principle  of 
betterment,  or  against  the  application  of 
it  in  this  particular  instance  ;  bat,  at  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  see  how  those  hon. 
Meml>ers  who  had  hitherto  voted  against 
the  particular  application  of  the  principle 
embodied  in  this  Bill  could  alter  their 
action  now.  On  the  contrary,  their  atti- 
tude had  been  confirmed  and  strengthened 
by  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords' 
Committee.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
bad  put  his  case  forward  with  his  usual 
moderation  and  fairness  ;  but  he  bad  ad- 
mitted that,  in  fact,  the  l)et torment  prin- 
ciple was  anovel  principle,  or  one  to  be 
re-introduced  after  the  lapse  of  a  long 
period  of  time.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  that  it  was  also 
a  principle  which  in  Itself  had  many 
opponents  ;  and  however  mncb  they 
might  wish,  in  the  abstract,  and  theoreti- 
cally, to  give  effect  to  the  general  idea  of 
bettenneut,that  the  principle  in  its  applioa- 
tiou  was  full  of  difficulty.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said  that  to  give  effect  to 
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this  principle  by  Public  Act  would  cause 
delay.     He    mu8t   ask    the    right    hou. 
Geutleman  had  not  the  course  followed 
bj  the   supporters   of  this  principle  of 
attempting  to  give  effect  to  it  by  Private 
Acts  of  Parliament  led  to  as  much  delay 
as  would  follow  from  Ihe  introduction  to 
that  House  of  a  Public  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  Ever  since  the  constitution  of  the 
London  County  Council,  that  Body  had 
tried   to   tack  on  a   Betterment   Clause 
to   every   one    of   the    public   improve- 
ment schemes  it  had   brought   forward. 
What  had  been  the  result  ?     So  far,  it 
had   found    itself   unable   to   carry    into 
effect  any  one  of  the  proposals,  and,  at 
least,  a  delay  of  five  or  six  years  had 
followed  on  their  persistent  attachment 
to   this    principle.      He   did    not   blame 
them   for   their    attachment    to   Better- 
ment,  but  he  said  that  so  long  as  they 
refused   to  allow  any  London  improve- 
ment scheme  which  did  not  have  among 
its  clauses  a  Betterment  Clause,  so  long 
experience  had  shown  in  the  past  they 
were  uuable  to  carry  such  London  im- 
provement.    He  regretted  and  deplored 
that  result.     So  long  as  they  persevered 
in  this  particular  course  this  must  happen — 
that  Committees  of  that   and  the  other 
House,    in    sanctioning    the     particular 
application    of  the  betterment  principle, 
must,  to  some    extent,  follow  the  indi- 
vidual predilections  and  individual  pre- 
judices of  Members  of  these  Committees. 
That  was,  at  all  events,  the  lesson  of  the 
past.     It  was  the  precise  result  of  what 
had  occurred  hitherto  in  the  history  of 
this   matter.     It    was  very    unfortunate 
that  the  question  of  betterment  had  be- 
come,  very  stupidly,  a  Party  question  ; 
but  anyone  who  looked  at  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committees  which  had  considered 
this    principle    could  not  deny  that  the 
Members  who  sat  on  such  Committees 
were  largely  influenced  in  their  decisions 
by  the  accident  of  belonging  to  the  par- 
ticular Party  to  which  they  were  attached. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  that  ?     In 
one  Session  of  Parliament  they  might  get 
a  particular  London  improvement  carried 
out  to  which    the    betterment   principle 
would  be  made  applicable,  and  in  a  sub- 
sequent Session  and  subsequent  Parlia- 
ment another  London  improvement  might 
be   carried   out  in  which  that  principle 
would   be   rejected,    so   that   instead   of 
there  being  a  stable,  consistent,  and  per- 
manent system  on  which  these  improve- 


ments were  carried  out,  thev  would  have 
a  capricious,    piecemeal,  and   absolutely 
unfinal     system.       He     believed     most 
honestly  that  the  bulk  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Members  for  London  w^ould  be  glad 
to  see  this  question  settled.     He  believed 
most  of  them    would    agree  that    land- 
owners   and    occupiers   had,    under   the 
Lands   Clauses  Act,  too  often  received 
far   too  much  compensation   because  of 
public    improvements,    and    would   also 
agree  that  changes  in  the  law  were  neces- 
sary ;       but     they     differed     from     the 
methods     of     hou.      Gentlemen     oppo- 
site,  and    they    considered    that    these 
changes      ought     to     be      carried     out 
by     Public     Act,     deliberately     passed 
through  that  House,  and  not  in  a  piece- 
meal fashion  by  means  of  a  Private  Act. 
it  lion.   Members   opposite  w^ould   only 
introduce  a  Public  Bill  into  this  House 
giving  expression  to  their  views  on  this 
subject,  it  would  meet  with  no   unfair 
opposition,   and   an   end   might   be   put 
to  this  stupid  controversy.     But  so  long 
as    the    London    County    Council    un- 
wisely tried  to  secure  their  end  by  pro- 
posals in  Private  Bills,  it  would  be  their 
duty,  on  public  but  not  on  Party  grounds, 
to   oppose  such   a   policy.     He   should, 
under  the  circumstances,  vote  against  the 
proposal   of   the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
re-insert  the  clause. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  he  had  hoped  the  House  would 
have  escaped  another  Debate  on  the 
betterment  principle,  which  was  affirmed 
at  the  last  discussion  by  a  majority  of  2 
to  1.  He  had  still  more  hoped  that 
criticisms  on  the  attitude  of  the  London 
County  Council  on  the  general  matters 
with  which  it  had  to  deal  would  also 
have  been  avoided.  He  should  not  reply 
to  the  last  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea,  further  than  by 
saying  that  in  regard  to  this  question  the 
London  County  Council  was  aware  that 
upon  it  the  House  had  confidently  and 
distinctly  declared  its  opinion.  The 
House  of  Lords  was  in  sharj)  contradic- 
tion with  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
point  was  what  should  they  now  do  in 
reference  to  the  action  of  the  Peers  in 
throwing  out  the  Betterment  Clause 
without  discussion  on  its  merits,  but 
merely  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  a 
suitable  subject  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
Private  Bill.  Two  grounds  were  alleged 
for  that  action — namely,  that  the  clause 
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contained  two  new  principles,  neither  of 
wliich,  however,  was,  as  a  fact,  to  be  found 
in  it.     The  complaints  were  that  it  con- 
stituted an  assessment  of  capital  value, 
and  that  it  created  arbitrary  areas  for 
taxation.     So  far  from  its  being  a  clause 
for    the     assessment    and    taxation   of 
capital  values,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber   for   St,    George's-in-the-East  (Mr. 
Benn)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  cer- 
tain Amendments  which  distinctly  pro- 
vided that  in  the  case  where  there  was  a 
betterment  of  £200,  £100  only  was  to  be 
charged,  and  that  at  the  rate  of  £3  per 
annum.     That  was  a  very  different  thing 
from   the   assessment   of    capital  value. 
Then,   as    to    the  arbitrary  delimitation 
of  areas  of  taxation,  there  was  no  such 
thing  in  the  clause  ;   but  even  if  there 
were  it  would  be  a  very  proper  provision 
to  introduce  in  Private  Bill  legislation, 
and  many   instances  might  be  cited  in 
which  limited  areas  had  been  subjected 
to  special  taxation  because  of  the  benefit 
they  had  derived  from  particular  expen- 
diture.    The   principle  was  included  in 
Bills  promoted  in  1890  and  1892,  and  it 
met  with  the  full  approval  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  who,   in  the  last  Con- 
servative Administration,  filled  the  Office 
of   President  of  the  Local   Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  ;  and  in  those  years 
it  was  rejected  not  because  it  was  un- 
suitable in  a  Private  Bill,  but  on  its  merits. 
But    now,   they   had  a     very  excellent 
opportunity  of  experimentally  applying 
the  principle;   and  that  high  authority. 
Lord  Morley,  the  Chairman  of  the  Lords' 
Committees,  said  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  by  a  Public  Act  to  lay 
down  principles  which  would  apply  to  a 
variety  of  cases  which  depended  entirely 
on  local  circumstance,   and  that,  there- 
fore, the  subject  was  one  which  might 
legitimately  and  rightly  be  left  to  Private 
BUI   legislation.      The   same   view  was 
taken    by   the  Lord  Chancellor;  but  in 
spite  of  these  opinions  the  Lords,  by  a 
very    slender    majority,   threw   out   the 
clause.     He  agreed  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor that  they  were  bound  to    accept 
that  action  as  a   pronouncement  of  the 
House  of  Lords  against  the  principle  of 
betterment — a  pronouncement  made  with- 
out examination  of  the  principle  which 
the  House  of  Commons,  after  careful  and 
continuous  examination  for  many  weeks, 
had  affirmed.     They  regretted  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  not  examined  into 
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the  question,  and  he  now  called  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  to  stand  by  its  guns 
and  to  send  the  Bill  back  to  the  House 
of  Lords  for  the  re-insertion  of  the  clause. 
This  was  the  second  time  in  which  a  Bill 
of  great  importance  to  London  had  been 
sent  back  from  the  Upper  House  muti- 
lated and  destroyed,  and  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis  had  already  suffered  very 
great  loss  through  the  action  of  the 
Peers.  This  was  not  a  Party  question, 
for  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  were  numbered  among  the 
supporters  of  the  principle;  and  he  would 
impress  upon  them  that  it  was  neither 
fair  nor  just  nor  right  to  the  people  of 
London  that  the  House  of  Lords,  with- 
out the  slightest  examination,  should 
mutilate  and  destroy  their  Bills.  He 
appealed  to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
support  the  decisions  of  its  own  Com- 
mittee, to  stand  up  for  its  own  decision, 
and  to  stand  forward  as  the  protector  of 
the  London  ratepayer  in  a  most  just 
reform. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
hoped  that  a  further  conference  between 
the  two  Houses  would  result  in  the  re- 
insertion of  the  clause,  if  only  for  experi- 
mental purposes,  in  order  to  ascertain 
how*  the  principle  of  betterment  would 
work.  They  nearly  all  approved  the 
principle,  and  they  only  differed  as  to 
the  method  of  giving  effect  to  it.  Before 
a  general  Bill  dealing  with  it  could  be 
introduced,  it  was  desirable  that  thej 
should  have  some  experience  of  its 
working  ;  and  by  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  they  were  given  an  opportunity  of 
trying  within  the  next  few  years  whether 
the  valuation  of  betterment  could  be 
equitably  adjusted.  Let  them  not  reject 
the  principle  from  this  Bill,  because  it 
was  a  good  one,  and  he  believed  that  if 
it  had  been  applied  to  the  Black  wall 
Tunnel  Scheme  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  expense  of  that  undertaking  would 
have  been  defrayed  by  owners,  the 
value  of  whose  laud  had  been  in- 
creased twenty -fold  by  the  improve- 
ment. The  Loudon  County  Council  were 
perfectly  right  in  seeking  to  stop  the 
continuous  accumulation  of  debt,  and  in 
trying  to  levy  a  portion  of  the  charge  for 
improvements  on  those  whose  property 
was  benefited.  The  very  fact  that  a 
Bill  for  the  equalisation  of  rating  in  the 
Metropolis  had  been  introduced  showed 
that  the  limit  of  the  taxation  of  ooen^ 
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piers  had  been  reached,  aud  he  thought 
it  would  be  very  unwise  to  prevent  the 
application  of  the  betterment  principle  in 
this  case. 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON    (Manchester, 
N.£.)  :  As  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
which  considered  this  Bill   I  desire  to 
intervene   for    a   few   moments    in    the 
Debate.      The    hou.    Member    for    the 
Hoxton    Division   of    Shoreditch    (Mr. 
J.    Stuart)     has     complained     of     the 
Bill  being   mutUated  and  destroyed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  ;  but  that  is  a  mere 
figurative  expression,  for  all  we  have  to 
consider  is  the  omission  of  a  clause  which 
provides  for  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  betterment  to  the  improvement 
authorised  by  the  Bill  itself.     The  area 
to  which  the  principle  is  proposed  to  be 
applied  is  very  small,  and  as  the  total 
amount  it  is  suggested  it  will  be  possible 
to  recover  is  only  £6,000,  the  mutilation 
of  the  Bill  appears  to  be  extremely  pro- 
blematical.     The   interpretation    which 
the   Lord    Chancellor   gave    as    to   the 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords  being  a 
pronouncemeut     against    the     principle 
itself  is  not  binding  upon  the  House  of 
Lords.     That  House  simply  decided  that 
it  would  not  consider  the  novel  principle 
of    betterment    in    a    Private    Bill    on 
the  ground  that  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
by  general  legislation.     In  so  deciding  it 
was   perfectly   consistent,  because  on  a 
former  occasion  a  very  strong  Committee 
of  its  own  Members  reported  that  it  was 
impossible   that  the    principle  could  be 
fairly  applied  to  individual  cases.     And 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  re- 
ferred to  the  fairness  with   which    the 
principle  was  to  be  applied,  I  could  not 
help  bearing  in  mind  that  the  area  to  be 
subjected   to   the   charge    was  not    the 
parish  which  the  witnesses  declared  might 
be  considerably   benefited,  but    was    to 
be     that     area     immediately     abutting 
on  the  proposed   new  roadway.      When 
it   was   proposed    to    apply  the  better- 
ment principle  to  the  Strand    Improve- 
ment Scheme,    the    idea    was    dropped 
because   of   the  difficulty  of   fixing   the 
limits  within  which  it  should  be  applied, 
and  I  venture  to  assert  that  those   diffi- 
culties   are   still   more    marked    in    the 
present  case.     Here  we  have  a  roadway 
the  houses  upon  which  are  to  be  made 
liable   to    the   special   charge,   and   the 
owners  will  only  be  able  to  dispute  the 
charge   by    going   before   an   arbitrator 


appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Possibly  the  houses  immediately  abut- 
ting on  the  roadway  will  be  enhanced  in 
value,  and  so,  too,  may  those  which 
happened  to  be  corner  houses  in  streets 
immediately  adjoining.  Then  on  what 
principle  of  justice  is  one  set  of  houses 
to  be  arbitrarily  assessed  for  the  im- 
provement and  the  other  set  of  houses  to 
escape  ?  The  principle  of  applica- 
tion in  this  case  is  absolutely  inequi- 
table. Another  objection  to  this  proposal 
is  that  while  the  benefit  to  the  property 
may  be  of  only  a  temporary  nature,  and 
be  exhausted  in  a  few  years,  the  charge 
is  practically  a  permanent  one.  The 
only  true  principle  upon  which  such  a 
charge  as  this  can  be  imposed  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  quinquennial  assessment  of 
rents,  and  under  such  a  plan  as  that  pro- 
perty which  really  benefits  by  a  public 
improvement  can  be  made  to  bear  its 
fair  share  of  the  burden  in  the  form  of 
increased  rates.  On  the  grounds  I  have 
stated  I  hope  the  House  will  support  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  rejection  of  the 
clause. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  principle 
of  betterment  on  the  merits  of  this  par- 
ticular case.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  stated  on  a  previous  occasion 
the  views  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  this  matter ;  the  question  on  that 
occasion  was  fully  and  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed, and  the  House,  by  a  large 
majority,  approved  the  insertion  of  the 
principle  in  this  Bill.  The  Government 
adhere  to  the  view  which  was  taken  by 
them  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
There  ought  to  be  a  fair  opportunity 
afforded  of  trying  the  principle  of  better- 
meat,  and  I  think  that  the  House  ought 
to  give  this  power  to  the  County 
Council,  80/  that,  as  far  as  practicable, 
there  shall  be  an  extra  portion  of  the 
cost  of  great  public  improvements  placed 
on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  most 
largely  benefit  by  their  construction.  I 
may  remind  the  House  that  while  the 
Betterment  Clause  was  rejected  by  the 
Lords  by  the  very  narrow  majority  of 
51  to  36,  it  was  affirmed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  by  216  votes  against  118, 
and  I  hope  that  in  these   circumstances 
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contained  two  new  principles,  neither  of 
which,  however,  was,  as  a  fact,  to  be  found 
in  it.     The  complaints  were  that  it  con- 
stituted an  assessment  of  capital  value, 
and  that  it  created  arbitrary  areas  for 
taxation.     So  far  from  its  being  a  clause 
for    the     assessment    and    taxation   of 
capital  values,  his  hou.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber   for   St.    George's-in-the-East  (Mr. 
Benn)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  cer- 
tain Amendments  which  distinctly  pro- 
vided that  in  the  case  where  there  was  a 
betterment  of  £200,  £100  only  was  to  be 
charged,  and  that  at  the  rate  of  £3  per 
annum.     That  was  a  very  different  thing 
from   the   assessment   of    capital  value. 
Then,   as    to    the  arbitrary  delimitation 
of  areas  of  taxation,  there  was  no  such 
thing  in  the  clause  ;   but  even  if  there 
were  it  would  be  a  very  proper  provision 
to  introduce  in  Private  Bill   legislation, 
and  many   instances  might  be  cited  in 
which  limited  areas  had  been  subjected 
to  special  taxation  because  of  the  benefit 
they  had  derived  from  particular  expen- 
diture.    The   principle  was  included  in 
Bills  promoted  in  1890  and  1892,  and  it 
met  with  the  full  approval  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  who,  in  the  last  Con- 
servative Administration,  filled  the  Office 
of   President  of  the  Local   Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  ;  and  in  those  years 
it  was  rejected  not  because  it  was  un- 
suitable in  a  Private  Bill,  but  on  its  merits. 
But    now,   they   had  a     very  excellent 
opportunity  of  experimentally  applying 
the  principle;   and  that  high  authority. 
Lord  Morley,the  Chairman  of  the  Lords' 
Committees,  said  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  by  a  Public  Act  to  lay 
down  principles  which  would  apply  to  a 
variety  of  cases  which  depended  entirely 
on  local  circumstance,   and  that,  there- 
fore, the  subject  was  one  which  might 
legitimately  and  rightly  be  left  to  Private 
Bill   legislation.      The   same   view  was 
taken   by   the  Lord  Chancellor;  but  in 
spite  of  these  opinions  the  Lords,  by  a 
very    slender    majority,   threw   out   the 
clause.     He  agreed  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor that  they  were  bound  to    accept 
that  action  as  a   pronouncement  of  the 
House  of  Lords  against  the  principle  of 
betterment — a  pronouncement  made  with- 
out examination  of  the  principle  which 
the  House  of  Commons,  after  careful  and 
continuous  examination  for  many  weeks, 
had  affirmed.     They  regretted  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  not  examined  into 
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the  question,  and  he  now  called  upo< 
House  of  Commons  to  stand  by  its 
and  to  send  the  Bill  back  to  the  B 
of  Lords  for  the  re-insertion  of  the  cL 
This  was  the  second  time  in  which  a 
of  great  importance  to  London  bad 
sent  back  from  the  Upper  House  i* 
lated  and   destroyed,  and  the  peop. 
the  Metropolis  had  already  suffered 
great   loss  through    the   action    of 
Peers.      This  was  not  a  Party  que* 
for  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Op| 
tion  Benches  were  numbered  among 
supporters  of  the  principle;  and  he  n 
impress  upon  them  that  it  was  oel 
fair  nor  just  nor  right  to  the  peopl- 
London  that  the  House  of  Lords,  y> 
out    the   slightest  examination,    all* 
mutilate  and  destroy   their    Bills, 
appealed  to  the  House  of  Common 
support  the  decisions  of  its  own  C 
mittee,  to  stand  up  for  its  own  decif 
and  to  stand  forward  as  the  protectee 
the  London   ratepayer    in    a   most  .1 
reform. 

•Colonel     HUGHES      (Woolwi' 
hoped  that  a  further  conference  betwi* 
the  two  Houses  would  result  in  the  : 
insertion  of  the  clause,  if  only  for  expe 
mental   purposes,  in   order  to  ascerta 
how*  the  principle  of  betterment   woo- 
work.      They  nearly   all   approved  it 
principle,  and  they   only  differed  m  « 
the  method  of  giving  effect  to  it.   Bcln 
a  general  Bill  dealing  with  it  conU^ 
introduced,  it   was   desirable   that  IIm^i 
should    have    some    experience    of    lie 
working  ;  and  by  the  Bill  now  before  Ai 
House  they  were  given  an  opportunitj^oi 
trying  within  the  next  few  years  wbethv 
the    valuation    of    betterment   could  ti 
equitably  adjusted.     Let  them  not  rnjflli 
the  principle  from  this  Bill,  becaaso  ll 
was  a  good  one,  and  he  believed  that  K 
it  had  been   applied   to   the   BlackwtM 
Tunnel  Scheme  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  expense  of  that  undertaking  wodUL 
have    been    defrayed    by    owners,     tllV 
value     of    whose    laud     had    been    in* 
creased    twenty-fold    by    the     improw* 
ment.    The  London  County  Council  woM 
perfectly  right  in   seeking    to  stop  tte 
continuous  accumulation  of  debt,  and  !■ 
trying  to  levy  a  portion  of  the  charge Sbt 
improvements  on  those  whose  prop^rfc^ 
was  benefited.     The   very   fact  th«l_A 
Bill  for  the  equalisation  of  rating  in 
Metropolis  had  been  introduced 
that  the  limit  of  the  taxation  of 
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the  House  will  disagree  with  the   Lords' 
Amendments. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 

kirk)  :  It  might   be   supposed   that  the 

betterment  principle  only  affects  London, 

whereas  it  is  a  matter  of  principle  which 
affects  the  country  at  large,  especially  the 
largo  urban  constituencies.      I  have  been 
connected    for   many     years    with    the 
management    of     one    of     the    largest 
Municipalities,  which  has  spent  between 
£2,000,000  and  £3,000,000  in  street  im- 
provements, and  I  affirm  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible    to    adjust    with    any 
equity   and  fairness  the  charge  of  better- 
ment  on  the  adjoining  property.     It  is 
impossible  for  anyone  to  estimate  how 
much  property  immediately  abutting  on 
the   roadway  to   be  improved  has  been 
benefited,  or  how  much   a  mile  away  or 
more  has   beea  benefited.     Let  us  take 
the    case  cited  by   the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes), 
the  tunnel  constructed  at  Blackwall.    He 
said  it  had  raised  the  assessable  value  of 
adjoining  property.     But  it  will  probably 
do  more  than  that  ;  it  will  cause  the  con- 
version of  agricultural  land  into  building 
land,  and   land   even  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
distant  from   the    tunnel    will    benefit. 
Where,  then,  is  the  line  to  be  drawn  for  the 
delimitation  of  the  betterment  area  ?    It 
certainly  would   not    be  fair,   simply  to 
include  the  property  immediately  adjoin- 
ing  the    tunnel.      The    same    difficulty 
arises  in  the  case  now  before  the  House, 
and  I  say  the  only  way  to  overcome  it  is 
for  the  County  Council  to  buy  the  land 
for  some  considerable  width  on  each  side 
of  the  roadway  and  to  take  care  that  the 
price  paid  for  the  land  on  the  proposed 
street  is  the  price  of  the  Imck  land  before 
an  attempt  is  made  to  construct  the  street. 
That  laud  could  be  re-sold,  and  thus  the 
real     improved  value  of  the  land  is  ob- 
tained   by  the   public,   and  not   by   the 
owners   of   the   land.     The  question  of 
betterment  is  in  this  wav  avoided.     This 
is    the   principle   which,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  was  adopted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board    of     Works     with    reference    to 
Northumberland  House  and  the  adjoining 
land,    and    this    has    been    the   system 
followed  by  the  Municipality  with  which 
I  have  lK?en  connected.      We  have  paid 
largely  for  public  improvements  by  buy- 
ing back   land   and  selling  it  at  a  higher 
price  than  we  gave  for  it. 

Mr.  S,  Buxton 
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Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  F.) 
said,  the  whole  question  of  recoupment 
had  been  dealt  with  by  the  Committee, 
They  had  had  the  figures  worked  out  in 
reference  to   the  recoupment  schemes  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  which 
showed   that  every    scheme,   with    the 
exception  of  the  Northumberland  House 
scheme,  where  the  Board  of  Works  were 
able  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  one 
purchaser  for  the  undeveloped  land,  had 
been  carried  out   at    a  great  loss.     To 
carry  out  the  principle  of  recoupment,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  buy  the  back  pro- 
perty.    They  had  to  cx>mpensate  every 
tenant  on  each  property  ;  they  acquired 
the  property,  and  then  they  had  simply 
the  freehold  of  the  land  left,  and  that 
had  to  recoup  them  for  the  whole  of  the 
outlay   they  had  incurred.     However,  it 
was  not  necessary  to  go  into  that   ques- 
tion to-day.     It  was  considered   in   the 
Committee  for  eight  or   nine  days,  and 
the  result  was  that  it  was  decided  to  re- 
commend to  the   House  the  betterment 
principle.     The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  had  said  that  the  Bill  had  not 
come  down  to  them  in  a  mutilated  form. 
There   was   no   other  proposal    for  im- 
provement in  the  Bill,  and  yet  the  Com- 
mittee sat  for  the  time  he  had  mentioned. 
Why  was  that  ?      Because  of  the  fight 
on  the  vital  principle  of  the  Bill  contained 
in  the  clause  struck  out  in  the  House  of 
Lords.     It  came  to  this — were  they  in 
London  to  have  great  improvements,  or 
were  they  not?  Could  they  have  some  relief 
for  occupying  tenants,  or  could  they  not  ? 
Rents  had  gone  up,  and  rates  had  gone 
up  at  the  expense  of  occupying  tenant* 
alone,    and    improvements   which    were 
required  were  at  a  standstill  because  tboy 
could  not  burden  occupying  tenants  with 
further  rates. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  thought 
it  time  that  attention  should  be  directed 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House,  the  dis- 
cussion having  turned  on  the  principle  of 
betterment,  to  which  few  Members  were 
opposeil  if  it  was  correctly  applied.  That 
principle  itself  was  not  involved  in  the 
Motion.  The  question  was  whether  or 
not  the  particidar  method  proposed 
should  be  adopted  for  carrying  out  tbo 
principle  ?  Unfortunately,  the  question 
had  taken  a  Partv  turn,  the  London 
County  Council  lK?iug  supported  !>/ 
the  present  Government  in  all  their 
measures,  whatever  their  tendency.    The 
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question  was,  as  the  House  of  Lords  had 
said,  whether  they  should  improve  the 
principle  of  betterment  by  means  of  an 
entirely  new  tax — whether  the  experience 
of  200  or  300  years  should  be  ignored, 
and  they  should  have  a  restricted  area  of 
taxation  rather  than  that  which  had  been 
adopted  in  the  Metropolis  for  so  many 
years  ?  The  right  hou.  Baronet  opposite 
had  said  that  the  two  grounds  taken  by 
the  House  of  Lords  were  not  well- 
founded.  He  had  said  that  the  House  of 
Lords  were  wrong  in  saying  that  this 
clause  attempted  to  assess  capital  values, 
but  he  had  not  attempted  to  prove  his 
contention  by  argument.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet^s  argument  was  that  if  the 
House  of  Lords  were  right,  and  if  a 
capital  tax  were  going  to  be  imposed,  he 
should  be  with  them,  and  he  did  not 
argue  for  the  clause  as  against  the  objec- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  (Mr. 
Kimber),  therefore,  claimed  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  as  a  supporter  of  his  argument 
that  the  House  of  Lords  were  right  in 
saying  that  the  clause  Involved  a  capital 
charge.  As  to  the  other  point  that  the 
House  of  Lords  took — namely,  that  the 
Betterment  Clause  created  a  new  area  of 
taxation — hon.  Members  opposite  denied 
that  this  was  so ;  but  they  did  not  attempt, 
by  reference  to  the  clause,  to  show  that 
that  was  so.  Not  only  was  it  a  new 
defined  area,  but  a  map  was  produced 
showing  the  limits  of  the  application  of 
the  Betterment  Clause,  and  that  was 
actually  a  part  of  the  Bill,  and  was 
signed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 
•SiK  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  taxation 
would  not  be  levied  on  that  area  ;  but  if 
there  was  property  within  that  area  that 
was  bettered,  that  would  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  kimber  did  not  think  that  was 
an  answer.  The  map  showed  that  the 
area  was  a  specific  one  for  taxation. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  happened  to  have  been  a 
Member  of  it,  as  he  had  been  of 
the  previous  Committee  which  had 
considered  the  Betterment  Clause 
two  years  before.  The  authority 
of  the  Committee  would  not  be  taken  as 
great,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  a  Com- 
mittee of  nine,  and  they  were  divided  on 
the  principle  of  betterment  by  five  to 
four,  and  amongst  the  five  was  a  member 
of  the  London  County  Council  who  were 
promoting  the  Bill.     The  decision  of  the 


Committee  was  the  decision  of  the  Lon- 
don County  Council ;  nothing  more,  and 
no  more  authority  could  be  attached  to 
it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch 
said  this  was  never  discussed  in  the  Lords 
at  all ;  but  he  (Mr.  Kimber)  was  present 
and  heard  the  discussion,  and  the  ques- 
tion could  not  have  been  more  deliberately 
discussed.  The  question  was  fairly  gone 
into  ;  the  clause  was  described  in  fair  and 
accurate  terms,  and  the  decision  was 
given  after  due  deliberation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  J.  Stuart) 
said  that  all  the  London  County  Council 
desired  was  to  do  justice  to  the  rate- 
payers ;  but  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
so,  the  question  of  justice,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  London  County  Council,  was  not 
always  the  same  as  the  idea  of  justice 
amongst  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis. If  a  man  was  bettered  by  £20  or 
£200  capital  value,  and  if  the  charge  on 
that  at  the  ordinary  rate  was  not  enough, 
they  could  double  the  charge,  or  increase 
it.  At  any  rate,  they  should  give  him 
the  benefit  of  the  principle  of  the  annual 
revision  and  value  which  they  had  had 
in  force  for  so  many  years — even  cen- 
turies— in  the  City  of  Loudou.  Why 
had  not  the  Council  adopted  that  plan  ? 
Because  they  wanted  to  attack  a  particu- 
lar class — namely,  the  ground  landlords. 
No  wonder  that  in  that  they  were  sup- 
ported by  the  Government  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  having  been  so  closely  asso- 
ciated with  assaults  against  the  classes, 
and  with  attempts  to  sow  dissensions 
between  them  and  the  people.  As  an 
example  of  the  injustice  of  the  clause,  if 
a  man  had  two  properties  within  the 
limited  area,  one  of  which  was  ad- 
mittedly worsened  and  the  other 
bettered,  while  he  was  taxed  with 
regard  to  the  bettered  property  he 
was  not  allowed  to  set  off  anything  in 
respect  of  the  worsened  property.  More- 
over, he  was  not  allowed  an  appeal.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  three-fourths  of  the 
House  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining this  matter,  and  must  be  taken 
as  not  understanding  the  particular  kind 
of  betterment  now  proposed.  Private 
Bills  were  not  circulated  like  Public 
Bills,  and  hon.  Members  did  not  come 
down  at  3  o'clock  to  discuss  them. 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
they  all  agreed  that  if  betterment 
could  be  fairly  adjusted  it  was  a  fair  pro- 
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position.  He  differed  rather  from  some 
of  his  hon.  Friends,  who  held  that  the 
subject  was  one  which  could  be  better 
dealt  with  in  a  general  Bill  than  in  a 
special  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
question  of  betterment  was  so  peculiar  to 
the  particular  district  in  which  it  occurred 
that  it  was  better  to  consider  each  case 
specially  in  this  way  than  in  a  general  Bill. 
He,  therefore,  asked  himself  whether  the 
proposal  in  the  present  measure,  as  an  ex- 
periment, was  fair  and  reasonable  ?  The 
improved  value  which  would  attach  to  the 
property  in  the  street  when  this  bridge 
was  constructed,  and  which  would  be 
added  at  the  public  cost,  would  be  care- 
fully ascertained  and  adjusted,  and  half 
the  amount  on  a  3  per  cent,  scale  would 
be  added  to  the  taxation  of  the  pro- 
perty. He  could  not  but  think  that 
that  was  a  reasonable  and  fair  proposi- 
tion as  an  experiment.  Looking  at 
it  from  the  point  of  view  of  equity,  it 
must  commend  itself  to  every  reasonable- 
minded  man.  He  acknowleidged  that  he 
had  a  certain  sympathy  against  the 
County  Council,  but  that  very  fact  in- 
duced him  to  look  at  this  matter  rather 
more  carefully  than  he  should  otherwise 
do.  He  had  opposed  several  of  these 
schemes — notably  that  in  the  Strand — 
as  being  unfair ;  but  the  present 
proposal  was  framed  so  as  to 
cause  the  least  possible  amount  of 
mischief,  and  if,  when  it  was 
adjusted,  it  proved  to  be  a  fair  experi- 
ment, it  would  have  done  something  to 
show  how  the  principle  of  betterment 
could  be  adopted.  They  all  agreed  that 
if  property  was  improved  by  public  works 
and  at  public  cost  the  owners  of  that  pro- 
perty should,  in  some  equitable  measure, 
share  the  burden  of  the  cost  in  a  greater 
degree  than  others  whose  property  was 
not  thus  individually  improved. 

Question  put. 

The     House    divided : — Ayes    221  ; 
Noes  88.— (Division  List,  No.  260.) 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
trouble  the  House  with  any  explanation 
respecting  the  Amendments  which  stood 
m  the  Paper  in  his  name.  They  had 
m  framed  to  carry  out  a  pledge  given 
to  th^  hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth  (Mr. 
Kim  WW*)  to  destroy  the  mortgage  character 
of  the  ctjarge,  and  to  put  it  in  the  form 
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of  an  annuity.    He  therefore  moved  them 
as  printed. 

Amendments  proposed, 

Clause  41,  page  65,  line  18,  leave  out 
"annual." 

Page  S6,  line  29,  leave  out  from  the  second 
•'  to,"  to  "  the,"  in  line  32,  and  insert  "  redeem 
the  charge  upon  any  lands  on  payment  to  the 
Council  of  any  arrears  thereof,  and  of  a  sum 
equal  to  thirty-three  times  the  amount  of  such 
charge,  and  from  and  after  such  redemptioo.'' 

Page  36,  \h\i&  37,  leave  out  "  annual.''— (ifr. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Clause  5,  page  9,  to  omit  lines  5,  6,  and  7,  and 
to  insert  •*  In  consideration  of  this  section  no 
part  of  a  Railway,  and  Und  of  a  Railway  Com- 
pany, shall  be  deemed  to  be  land  liable  to  an 
improvement  charge,  or  rate  authorised  by 
this  Act."— (5/r  J.  Luhhoek.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up 
Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for 
disagreeing  to  one  of  the  Amendments 
made  by  the  Lords  to  the  Bill : — Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Buxton,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Benn, 
Mr.  James  Rowlands,-  Mr.  Pickersgill, 
and  Mr.  Causton  : — To  withdraw  imme- 
diately ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  one  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  reported,  and 
agreed  to. 

To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Robert  Ambrose,  Esquire,  for  the 
County  of  Mayo  (West  Mayo  Division). 


QUESTIONS. 


ACCIDENTS  TO  HER  MAJESTY'S  SHIPS. 
Mr,  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Lowestoft  Division  of  Suffolk  (Mr.  H. 
S.  Foster),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  how  many  accidents  to 
Her  Majesty^s  ships,  due  to  incorrect 
charts,  have  happened  since  I  st  January, 
1890  ;  and  why  he  proposes  to  reduce 
the  expenses  of  the  Hydrographieal  De- 
partment (Vote  6,  page  73),  and  spend 
only  two  per  cent,  more  upon  coast  and 
otber  surveys  ? 
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The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  (1.)  Since 
January  1,  1890,  there  have  been  30 
accidents  of  more  or  less  importance, 
referable  to  incorrect  charts,  to  Her 
Majestj^s  ships.  Nineteen  of  these 
accidents  were  in  British  or  Colonial 
waters,  and  six  of  them  happened  to 
surveying  vessels  in  the  course  of  ex- 
plorations. (2.)  There  has  been  no 
reduction  in  the  Hydrographical  Depart- 
ment. The  decrease  of  cost  is  entirely 
due  to  the  retirement  of  officials  whose 
places  are  filled  by  juniors.  (3.)  The 
number  of  ships  and  officers  employed  on 
surveying  duties  could  not  be  con- 
veniently increased  at  present. 

POOR  LAW  RELIEF  TO  MEMBERS  OF 
FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  has 
power  to  issue  an  Order  giving  Boards  of 
Guardians  leave  to  grant,  where  desir- 
able, outdoor  relief  to  members  of  a 
Friendly  Society  without  deducting  all 
or  any  allowance  received  by  them  from 
such  Society  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  at  once  issue  such  Order  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  The 
question  whether  Boards  of  Guardians, 
when  determining  the  amount  of  out- 
relief  that  should  be  given  to  a  person 
who  has  been  a  member  of  a  Friendly 
Society,  should  exclude  from  considera- 
tion the  amount  which  the  applicant  may 
receive  from  that  Society  has  been  con- 
sidered from  time  to  time  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  and  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  as  well  as  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  I  may  draw  'attention  to  a 
letter  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, written  in  January,  1870,  in 
which  the  whole  question  was  very  ably 
discussed.  I  am  adviser},  however,  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  are  not 
empowered  to  issue  such  an  Order  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  question.  It  is  also  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  if  such  an  Order 
were  issued  it  could  not  be  limited  in  its 
application  to  the  one  class  of  thrift 
indicated — namely,  contributing  to  a 
Friendly  Society.  At  the  same  time,  I 
naay  state  that  it  is  not  unusual  for  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  take  into  account  as  the 


income  of  the  person  a  portion  only  of 
the  weekly  sum  which  he  receives  from 
a  Friendly  Society.  The  subject  is  one 
of  considerable  difficulty,  and,  as  it  has 
been  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Aged  Poor,  I 
think  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
should  wait  for  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission before  taking  any  legislative 
action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  STRACHEY  :  If  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board  have  no  power  to  modify 
the  Order  of  July  24,  1847,  how  is  it 
that  the  predecessor  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  issued  an  Order  which  took 
away  the  powers  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  must  ask 
for  notice  of  that  question.  I  am  in- 
vestigating the  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  alludes,  and  I  am  distinctly 
advised  by  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  they  have  no 
power  to  issue  an  Order  such  as  that 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

BRITISH  COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 
Sir  E.  hill  (Bristol,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  would  cause 
a  Return  to  be  presented  to  the  House 
of  Most-Favoured-Nation  Clauses  in 
existing  Treaties  of  Commerce  and 
Navigation  between  Great  Britain  and 
Foreign  Powers,  bringing  up  to  date  the 
information  contained  in  Parliamentary 
Paper,  Commercial,  No.  11,  1886  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
Yes  ;  a  fresh  Return  will  be  prepared 
and  presented. 

PAYMENT  OF  SEAMEN'S  ALLOTMENTS. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  there  are  any  reasons  why  the 
wives  of  petty  officers  and  seamen  of  the 
Royal  Navy,  residing  at  the  Naval  ports, 
should  be  compelled  to  attend  the  dock- 
yards at  a  specified  hour  and  day  in 
order  to  draw  the  allotments  left  for  their 
support  by  their  husbands,  whilst  on 
foreign  stations,  with  the  Admiralty  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  disadvantages 
and  evil  results  that  have  been  ex- 
perienced through  the  enforcement  of 
this  system  ;  also  the  inconvenience  and 
expense   occasioned  to  those  who  have 
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joung  children,  by  reason  of  the  neces- 
sity of  making  some  provision  for  their 
care  whilst  absent ;  and  whether,  viewing 
these  circumstances,  the  Admiralty  will 
concede  to  those  residing  in  these 
localities  the  privilege  of  cashing  allot- 
ments at  local  post  offices,  as  is  enjoyed 
by  the  wives  of  those  petty  officers  and 
seamen  who  are  resident  in  parts  of  the 
country  other  than  those  referred  to  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
d'ee)  :  I  shall  be  obliged  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  this  question  to  stand 
over  for  a  time.  I  am  inquiring  into  the 
matter. 

THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  TRADE 

MARKS. 

Sir  J.  LE^"G  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  will  explain  in  what  way  the  4th 
paragraph  of  the  final  Protocol  to.  the 
International  Convention  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  United 
States,  for  the  reciprocal  protection  of 
trade  marks,  has  become  inoperative ; 
and  whether  anything  is  proposed  to  be 
done  to  give  effect  to  the  intention  of  the 
parties  to  the  Convention  ? 
•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  paragraph  referred  to 
is  by  no  means  inoperative,  but  it  is 
not  fully  effective  as  regards  certain 
American  marks,  such  as  words  having 
reference  to  the  character  or  quality  of 
goods,  or  geographical  names  ;  these 
are  not  at  present  within  the  scope  of 
our  law.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  in  communication  with  the  United 
States  Government  upon  the  subject,  but 
I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  as  to  future  action. 

THE  ANGORA  TRIALS. 
Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  can 
'state  when  the  Consular  Reports  having 
reference  to  the  Angora  trials  and  the 
imprisonment  of  Armenians  in  various 
parts  of  Asia  Minor  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  can  give  no  pledge 
as  to  the  presentation  of  these  Papers. 
It  is  probable  that  the  publication  of 
them  would  not  at  present  benefit  either 
the  Angora  prisoners  or  other  Armenians, 
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whose  welfare,  as  I  stated  last  Thursday* 
must  be  the  first  consideration  in  any 
step  of  this  kind. 

ASSAULT  ON  A  VILIaGE   HERD  AT 
KINGUSSIE. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverneea- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
if  he  is  aware  that,  as  stated  in  an 
Inverness  newspaper  last  week,  on  a  re- 
cent Sunday  evening  an  attack  was  made 
upon  the  village  herd,  who  is  deaf,  in 
Kingussie,  by  a  resident  holding  a  meet 
prominent  position  ;  as  the  assault  was 
to  the  effusion  of  blood  the  case  was  re- 
ported to  the  police  authorities  who  were 
to  take  action  ;  witnesses  were  found 
and  summoned  to  appear  at  Inverness  on 
Wednesday  last,  but  somehow  or  other 
the  case  seems  to  have  been  quashed ; 
and  whether  he  can  explain  why  the 
criminal  escaped  punishment  in  this  case, 
while  the  cottars  of  Besneray  are  suffer- 
ing two  months'  imprisonment  for  an 
assault  which  was  not  to  the  effusion  of 
blood? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  The 
assault  to  which  the  question  of  my  boo. 
Friend  refers  consisted  in  a  slight  cut  in- 
flicted by  an  umbrella.  The  information 
was  lodged  by  the  brother  of  the  person 
struck,  and  the  Fiscal  on  receipt  of  the 
complaint  ordered  a  prosecution,  the  trial 
being  fixed  for  the  26th  ultimo.  On  the 
22nd  the  Fiscal  received  a  letter  from  the 
brother  stating — 

"  That  I  wish  to  withdraw,  as  I  hereby  do 
withdraw,  the  charjfe,  and  I  hojie  you  will  not 
take  further  proceedings  in  the  matter.** 

In  these  circumstances,  I  think  the 
Fiscal  was  quite  justifies!  in  withdrawing, 
especially  as  the  person  struck  made 
no  charge.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  already  de- 
scribed the  serious  nature  of  the  offence 
committed  by  the  cottars  of  Besnerayi 
and  I  do  not  refer  to  it  again. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:  Do  I  under- 
stand that  the  Public  Prosecutor  may 
exercise  his  discretion  as  to  the  with- 
drawal of  eases  of  this  kind  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Yes,  I  hope 
so,  within  reasonable  limits. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  In  that  esse 
we  may  anticipate  class  legislation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I 
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this  Association  to  paj  more  regard  to 
the  comfort  of  the  people,  especiallj  on 
Sundays  and  holidays  ? 

•Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  steamers 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  are  care- 
fully measured  and  surveyed  by  officers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Acts, 
and  the  certificates  granted  indicate,  in 
each  case,  the  maximum  number  of 
passengers  to  be  carried  and  the  limits 
within  which  the  steamer  may  ply.  The 
certificate  is  required  to  be  put  up  iu 
some  conspicuous  part  of  the  ship,  so  as 
to  be  visible  to  all  persons  on  board,  and, 
if  the  certified  number  of  passengers  is 
exceeded,  the  owner  or  master  is  liable  to 
a  heavy  penalty.  The  question  of  com- 
fort (as  distinct  from  safety)  is  not  one 
in  which  the  Board  of  Trade  have  power 
to  interfere.  We  have  had  no  com- 
plaints. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  the  Inspector  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Association  did  not  appear  to 
know  how  many  passengers  the  steam- 
boats were  authorised  to  carry.'*  Will  he 
give  instructions  that  full  information  on 
this  point  shall  be  plainly  marked  on 
b.\ch  steamer  as  iu  the  case  of  tramcars 
and  omnibuses. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA:  In  the  present 
state  of  the  law  the  Association  is  bound 
to  exhibit  on  board  each  vessel  belonging 
to  them  the  certificate  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  fixing  the  number  of  passengers 
authorised  to  be  carried  l)y  such  vessel. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) :  May 
I  ask  whether  any  steps  are  taken  to 
compel  Steamboat  Companies  not  to  carry 
more  than  the  authorised  number  of 
passengers  ?  Have  the  Board  of  Trade 
officers  any  iusfructions  on  the  point  ? 
What  remedy  have  the  passengers  in 
case  of  overcrowding  ? 

*Mr.  MUNDELLA:  In  all  cases 
where  the  fact  that  a  Steambo&t  Com- 
pany has  carried  more  than  the  authorised 
number  of  passengers  on  board  their 
steamboats  is  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Department  steps  are  taken  to  enforce 
the  law  on  the  subject.  Of  course,  the 
Board  of  Trade  cannot  keep  Inspectors  to 
go  on  every  vessel,  but  Mercantile 
Marine  officers  and  Superintendents  of 
the  Ports  between  which  the  vessels 
ply  will  at  once  inquire  into  any  com- 
plaints made  to  them. 


THE  LOSS  OF  THE  «  ViCTOKIA." 
Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  be 
now  at  liberty  to  say  whether  the  officer 
next  in  command  is  to  be  permitted  any 
discretion  in  the  execution  of  orders 
when  it  appears  inevitable  that  such 
orders  will  result  in  the  loss  of  life  and 
property  ? 

Mr.    GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  :  At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  all 
orders  given  by  a  superior  officer  in  Her 
Majesty's  Navy  to  a  Captain  of  a  ship 
are   always    subject    to   the   paramount 
condition  "  with  due  regard  to  the  safety 
of  Her   Majesty's  ships "  ;  and,  in  case 
obedience  to  such  an  order  would  entail  a 
coUbion  with  a  friend  or  endanger  a  ship 
in  any  other  way,  is  it  the  duty  of  any 
such   Captain  to  avoid  that  danger  by 
forbearing  to  obey  such  an  order  ;   is  it  a 
Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  that 
in  case  it  appears  to  the  Captain  of  a  ship 
that  the  course  ordered  by  his  superior 
officer  would  endanger  his  ship,  it  is  the 
Captain's  duty  (such  orders  notwithstand- 
ing)  to    take    such    steps    as   may    be 
necessary    to    avoid    any   such    danger, 
and  is  not  the  responsibility  for  so  doing 
thrown  entirely  on  the  Captain  ;  and  is  it, 
further,  the  Captain's  duty,  when  time  or 
circumstances  do  not  admit  of  the  Ad- 
miral's   permission    being    obtained,    to 
take  such  steps  without  such  permission  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  Minutes  (which  are  voluminous)  of 
the  Court  Martial  on  the  loss  of  the 
Victoria  have  reached  the  Admiralty 
and  are  being  printed  with  a  view  to 
their  full  consideration  by  the  Board. 
Meanwhile,  it  seems  undesirable  to  give 
any  answers  which  might  be  interpreted 
as  referring  to  officers  concerned  in  the 
events  which  led  to  the  Court  Martial. 

OVERCROWDED  EXCURSION  STEAMERS 
ON  THE  THAMES. 
X  Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  F.)  :  I 
W  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
accommodation  provided  for  their 
passengers  by  the  Victoria  Steamboat 
Association  is  frequently  limited  to 
closely  packed  standing  •  space  ;  whether 
a^y  Rule  exists  limiting  the  carrying 
capacity  of  these  river  steamers;  and 
whether  steps  will  be  taken   to  compel 


1751 


Free  Education 


{COMMONS} 


at  Glossop. 


1752 


Mr.  CREMER  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  willing  to  receive  evidence 
from  the  Members  of  the  House  and 
others  as  to  the  absolutely  dangerous 
condition  of  these  steamboats  on  holidays, 
and  especially  on  fine  Sundays,  and  the  im- 
possibility of  anyone  being  able  to  ascer- 
tain the  number  of  passengers  they 
carry  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  shaU  be  very 
glad  to  receive  such  evidence. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
re-issue  the  Order  issued  by  his  Prede- 
cessor at  the  time  of  the  Jubilee  Review 
in  order  to  prevent  overcrowding  ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Cork,  S.E.) :  Is  it 
not  the  duty  of  piermasters  to  count  the 
number  of  passengers  on  any  steamer 
which  appears  to  be  overcrowded,  and  to 
institute  prosecutions  in  cases  of  over- 
crowding ? 

[These  questions  were  not  answered.] 

THE  CULLIPOOL  EASDALB  QUARRIES. 
Mr.  MACFARL ANE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  complaint  of  the  men 
working  in  the  quarries  owned  by 
Maclean  &  Co.,  at  Cullipool  Easdale, 
that  their  wages  are  paid  only  once  in 
three  months,  and  that  a  deputation  of 
the  men  who  waited  upon  Maclean  &  Co., 
asking  for  payment  once  in  six  weeks, 
was  informed  that  they  would  pay  the 
men  "  when  they  saw  proper,"  and  that 
anyone  refusing  these  terms  would  '^  be 
compelled  to  clear  out  of  the  houses  im- 
mediately," and  that  the  spokesman 
"  would  be  at  once  dismissed  "  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  houses  referred  to 
were  built  by  the  men  and  their  fore- 
fathers ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  ;  and,  if  the  facts  are  as 
stated,  he  can  suggest  any  means  by 
which  such  conduct  may  be  prevented  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  There  has 
not  been  time  to  obtain  information 
for  a  detailed  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  am  informed  by  telegram 
that  Messrs.  Maclean  &  Co.  have 
offered  to  pay  their  men  on  an  eight- 
weeks'  term — the  same  as  at  other 
quarries  in  the  neighbourhood — if  they 
will  return  to  work  for  the  current 
quarter,  and  that  the  men  have  asked 
time  ifor  consideration  before  giving  a 
final  reply. 


THE  EQUALISATION  OF  RATES  IN  THB 

METROPOLIS. 
Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  will  name  ■  day 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  for  the 
better  provision  for  the  equalisation  of 
rates  as  between  the  different  parts  of 
London  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  am  sorry 
that  I  cannot  satisfy  the  very  laudable 
curiosity  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  wish  I 
could  name  a  day. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  :  The 
regret  is  shared  not  only  by  myself,  but 
by  the  majority  of  people  at  the  Eait 
End  of  London,  who  are  waiting  anxiously 
for  this  relief. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

THE  LIBERATOR  FRAUDS. 
Sir  C.C  AMERON(Glasgow,CoUege): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  statement  that 
the  name  of  J.  W.  Hobbs,  a  convict,  is 
still  on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
the  Borough  of  Croydon,  and  that  that 
of  Jabez  Spencer  Balfour  is  still  on  that" 
for  the  County  of  Surrey  ;  and,  if  «o, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have  these 
names  struck  off  the  lists  of  Justices  of 
the  Peace  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  that 
both  these  names  will  shortly  be  removed 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace. 

FREE  EDUCATION  AT  GLOSSOP. 
Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  report  on  proceedings  of  the  Gloseop 
Town  Council,  in  which  it  was  resolved 
to  publish  a  list  of  the  names  of  tho« 
parents  who  had  memorialised  theEdnca- 
tion  Department  in  favour  of  having  free 
education  provided  for  their  children,  the 
object  being,  according  to  the  report,  to 
prevent  other  parents  presenting  similar 
Memorials  in  future ;  and  wliat  a<;tioD 
the  Education  Department  proposes 
taking  to  put  an  end  to  such  proMd* 
ings  ? 
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The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Botherham)  :  Mj  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  newspaper  report  of  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Glossop  Town  Council  or  a 
committee  of  the  Council,  when  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  parents  of  about  200  chil- 
dren for  free  education  which  had  been 
referred  to  the  School  Attendance  Com- 
mittee by  the  Education  Department  was 
discussed.  According  to  this  report,  a 
motion  to  publish  the  names  of  the 
parents  in  question  was  moved  in  the 
following  words  : — 

*'*'  I  think  it  would  be  better,  and  to  prevent 
anything  of  this  in  the  fatore,  if  we  ask  the 
Press  to  publish  the  names  of  the  petitioners. 
I  move  that  the  memorialists'  names  be  pub- 
lished in  the  public  Press.** 

The  motion  was  carried,  and  the  names 
published  accordingly.  I  have  received 
a  protest  against  this  method  of  pro- 
ceeding from  several  parents.  The 
Department  does  not  in  any  way  dis- 
courage reasonable  publicity  in  inquiries 
so  as  to  ascertain  that  Petitions  are  bona 
fide.  But  if  attempts  are  made  directly 
or  indirectly  to  discourage  parents  from 
asserting  their  just  rights  to  free  educa- 
tion for  their  children  under  the  Act  of 
.1891  such  a  course  can  only  lead  ulti- 
mately to  an  alteration  of  the  law  so  as 
to  give  fuller  facilities  to  parents  on  this 
subject. 

UNMARKED  IMPORTS. 

Mr.  M  ACDONA  (Southwark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  steamer  Blue  Bell^  from 
Antwerp,  delivered  at  Butler's  Wharf, 
Southwark,  S.E.,  on  the  17th  of  July 
last,  10  ^'  casks  cement''  (so  called),  and 
that  each  cask  contained  a  soldered  tin 
case  with  10  revolvers  in  it,  on  which 
there  was  no  mark  whatever  ;  whether 
the  Customs  Officers  on  finding  these 
revolvers,  as  they  were  not  marked,  had 
to  pass  them ;  whether  the  10  ca<»k«* 
have  been  since  shipped,  said  to  be  for 
Manilla,  marked  "  La  Puenta,"  Manilla  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  bring 
in  a  Bill,  or  propose  such  an  amend- 
nient  to  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  as 
"^ill  protect  the  British  workman  from 
unfair  and  fraudulent  foreign  competi- 
tion? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :    The  Commis- 
Aioners  of  Customs  inform  me  that  the 


facts  generally  are  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  pistols  bore  no  marks 
rendering  them  inadmissible  under  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Acts,  and  on  amend- 
ment of  the  documents  of  description  the 
goods  were  delivered  out  of  charge. 
The  Customs  are  unable  to  trace  the 
shipment  of  the  casks.  There  is  nothing 
fraudulent  in  the  importation  of  un- 
marked pistols. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  And  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  cutlery  and  other  articles  are 
imported  in  large  quantities  unmarked, 
and  deprive  English  artisans  of  their 
means  of  livelihood  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA :  The  Act  only 
provides  that  where  goods  are  marked 
with  the  place  of  origin  they  shall  be 
honestly  marked.  It  is  not  illegal  to 
import  unmarked  goods. 

ILLEGAL  SEIZURE  IN  COUNTY  KERRY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  3  a.m.  on  the  30th  ultimo 
a  Sheriff's  bailiff,  named  John  Daly, 
made  an  illegal  seizure  of  cattle,  the  pro- 
perty of  Patrick  Casey,  a  tenant  of  Mr. 
D.  O'Connell,  at  Feeromoyle,  County 
Kerry  ;  that  the  bailiff,  on  being  called 
upon  to  exhibit  his  authority,  assaulted 
the  tenant  and  his  son,  who,  for  acting  in 
self-defence,  were  arrested,  taken  in 
custody  to  Cahirciveen,  10  miles  distant, 
detained  there  in  the  bridewell  for  two 
days,  bail  being  refused,  and  finally  dis- 
charged at  the  Petty  Sessions  on  the 
following  day,  on  the  ground  that  the 
seizure  was  illegal ;  whether  it  was 
legal  to  place  the  cattle,  n.)t  in  a  public 
pound,  but  in  a  private  building,  the 
property  of  the  Sheriff's  bailiff,  and  to 
detain  and  sell  them  after  the  seizure 
had  been  declared  illegal ;  and  whether 
the  police,  before  affording  protection  to 
the  bailiff,  adopted  any  means  to  satisfy 
themselves  whether  he  was  authorised  to 
make  the  seizure  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  It  is  a  fact  that  on 
the  date  and  at  the  hour  mentioned  a 
Sheriff^s  bailiff  made  a  seizure  of  cattle 
as  stated,  but  it  is  not  true,  I  am  informed, 
that  the  bailiff  assaulted  Casey  or  his 
sou.  They  were  arrested  for  attempted 
rescue  of  the  cattle  and  conveye<l  by  car 
a  distance  of  10  miles   to  Cahirciveen, 
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where  they  were  remanded  by  n  local 
JuBtiee  ou  the  charge  of  attempted 
rescue,  and  detaiued  iu  eiiBtody  for  33 
houra.  Bail  was  not  refused.  Tlie 
MagtBtrates  at  Petty  Sessions  refused 
mformatioDH  ou  the  grouod  that  the 
warrant  on  which  the  bailiff  acted  was 
not  addressed  to  him  peraonally.  It 
would  not,  I  nm  JDformed,  be  illegal  to 
place  cattle,  seized  under  a  writ  of  fi  fa 
elsewhere  than  in  a  public  po„n<(  pro- 
vided the  seizure  be  regularly  carried 
out.  Hut,  If  theseizuren-ere made  under 
au  Illegal  warrant,  as  the  Magistrates 
appear  to  have  decided  iu  the  present 
instance,  the  whole  proceeding  would 
seem  to  have  been  illegal,  and  the  deten- 
tion of  cattle  in  any  place  was  a  wrong- 
ful act.  The  police  evidently  acted  on 
the  assumption  that  the  warrant  was  in 
»ll  respects  regular ;  if  they  had  been 
aware  of  the  illegality  in  it  they  would 
not  have  acted  aa  they  did.  As,  how- 
ever it  18  expected  that  a  civil  action 
Will  be  taken  against  the  bailiff  and  the 
bberiff  in  connection  with  this  seizure  I 
do  not  think  it  expalient  at  the  present 
Btage  to  discuss  the  action  of  the  police 
on  the  occasion. 


Me.  SEXTOK  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the  Sheriff  was 
called  upon  to  show  his  authority,  and 
refused  to  do  so  ?  Would  it  not  be  as 
well  to  issue  instructions  to  the  police 
warning  tliem  against  assisiine 
acts  of  this  kind  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Undoubtedly 
their  action  is  to  be   regretted  on  this 

occasion,  and  the  attention  of  the  officers 

concerned  has  been  called  to  the  matter. 

1  cannot  say  if  the  police  demanded  to 

see  the  Sheriff's  nutbority. 

Mr.  macartney    (Antrim,    S.)  - 

^^heretu     was     the     illegality     of    the 

seizure  ? 

Mr  J.  MORLEY  :  The  illegality 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  warrant  did 
not  contain  the  name  of  the  bailiff  to 
wnom  It  was  addressed.  That  is  a 
rwjuiremeut  which  ought  to  be  complied 
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IBISH  CUSTOMS  WaBEHOOSES. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Denial,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  tfae  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Dublin  Port  mmI 
Docks  Board  pay  a  large  annual  sum  to 
the  Collector  of  Customs  for  coUeciing 
their  warehoiiPo  rates  ;  and  whether  this 
is  the  same  officer  who  has  to  sanciioD 
or  refuse  the  use  of  any  other  trader'* 
warehouse  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham): 
1  he  Collector  of  Customs  at  Dublin  Iim 
been  appointed  by  the  Dublin  Pen  sud 
Docks  Board  to  collect  the  dues  psT«ble 
to  that  Board.  These  dues  are'  dm 
confined  to  warehouse  rates,  and  the 
warehouse  rates  are  not  in  any  esse 
collected  by  the  Collector  of  Custom*. 
The  power  of  sanctioning  or  relwmf 
the  use  of  premises  afi  bonded  ware- 
houses at  Dublin,  or  at  any  other  port  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  rests  with  the 
Board  of  Customs  in  London,  subject  to 
the  control  of  the  Treasury,  and  not 
with  the  collectors  at  the  ports 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I    beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  the 
51     non-Government      Customs     ware- 
houses in  Ireland  are  situated  ;  how  msoT 
Belfast,  how  many  in  Dublin,  Cork, 
;. ;  and  why  they  are  granted  iu  Bel- 
fast, and  not  elsewhere  P 
ill«^«i  I    ,'**'"  •'•  ^-  HIBBERT  :  The   largest 
'"egai    of   the   Customs  bonded   warxihouses  in 
the    Port    of    Cork— situated     on    the 
Custom  House  Quay— is  the  propenv  rf 
the  Crown,  and  is  rented  bv  a  local  finn. 
by  whom  it   is    held    available   for  the 
general  accommodation  of  bonders;  but 
the  Board  of  Customs  have  no  infonm- 
tion    as    to  whether,    on    this   account, 
Cork  merchants  prefer  to  bond  in  LoihIod 
or  elsewhere. 


wiih. 


;  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  Waa 
nt  addressed  to  a  certain 
sistantfl  P 

RLEY  :  In  this  case  the 
iiliff  was  inserted  ;  hence 

•riey 
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man  whether  Returns  have  been  asked 
for,  or  have  been  sent  in,  from  the  chief 
Garrison  Artillery  stations  at  home  and 
abroad,  giving  the  number  of  specialists 
required  as  position  finders,  telephonists, 
dial  members,  signallers,  and  the  like  ; 
and  whether  such  Returns  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  or  be  issued  with  the 
Army  Estimates  next  year  ?  Further, 
may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  length  of  foreign  service  in  the 
Garrison  Artillery :  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  46  companies  are  abroad  and  21 
at  home,  so  that  two-thirds  of  all  ranks 
are  constantly  on  foreign  service  ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  any  scheme  for 
lessening  the  long  periods  at  which 
companies  are  kept  at  the  same  foreign 
station  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 

WAR     (Mr.     Campbell-Bannerman, 

Stirling,  &c.)  :    I   would   ask   leave   to 

answer  the  three  questions  of  the  hon. 

and  gallant  Member  together.      Reports 

on  the  working  of  the  reorganised  system 

of  Garrison  Artillery  have  been  received 

and  are  now  undeK  consideration  with  a 

view  of  ascertaining  whether  any  changes 

are  necessary.     To  assist  in  this  inquiry 

Returns  have  been  called  for  and  received 
as  to  the  number  of  specialists  required 
as  position  finders,  telephonists,  dial 
members,  signallers,  <&c.,  but  it  is  not 
usual  to  present  such  detailed  Returns  to 
Parliament.  Any  results  arising  from 
their  consideration  will  be  shown  in  the 
Army  Estimates.  It  is  the  case  that 
there  are  46  companies  of  Garrison 
A^rtillerv  abroad  and  22  at  home.  This 
18  an  incident  of  the  Service,  and  it  is 
difficult  to  see  how  the  proportion  can  be 
lessened  under  existing  conditions,  but 
e\ery  consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
subject. 

Colonel  COTTON-JODRELL  :  Is 

it  necessary  the  force  should  be  kept  so 
constantly  on  foreign  service  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  said  it  is  a  necessary  incident  of 
the  Service,  but  I  do  not  think  the  men 
are  kept  longer  abroad  than  those  in  any 
other  branch  of  the  Service. 

Colonel  COTTON^ODRELL:  My 
question  had  reference  rather  to  the 
companies. 


THE   SWAZILAND  CONVENTION. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  'Colonies 
whether  he  has  seen  in  The  Times  of 
8th  August  a  statement  of  the  terms  of 
a  proposed  Convention  between  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Transvaal  relative  to  the 
cession  of  Swaziland  to  the  South  African 
Republic ;  and  whether  the  terms  are 
therein  correctly  stated,  and  were  com- 
municated officially  or  unofficially  to  the 
Press ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  conditions  of 
the  new  Convention  w^ere  not  first  stated 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  answer  to 
repeated  questions  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  I  have  read 
the  article  in  The  Times,  It  ap- 
pears to  contain  a  fairly  accurate 
account  of  the  history  of  the  Swaziland 
question.  But  I  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  terms  of 
the  Draft  Convention — which  I  may 
mention  is  not  yet  signed — are  not  stated ; 
nor,  indeed,  could  they  be,  for  they  are  not 
yet  public.  I  repeat  what  I  have  said 
more  than  once,  that,  as  soon  as  the 
Convention  is  signed,  I  will  make  a  full 
statement  to  the  House  on  the  subject, 
and  lay  Papers. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Are  we  to 
understand  the  statement  is  correct ;  and, 
if  so,  was  it  communicated  officially  to 
The  Times  f 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  Certainly  not 
officially.  There  was  some  correspond- 
ence with  The  Times,  but  not  as  to  the 
terms  of  the  Convention. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Can  the 
hon.  Gentleman  explain  how  it  is  that 
the  terms  of  the  Convention  were  known 
to  The  Times  before  they  were  com- 
municated to  the  House,  and  that  my 
questions     on     the     subject     were    not 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  As  far  as  the 
terms  stated  in  the  article  are  concerned, 
I  had  already  stated  them  in  Debate  in 
this  House  on  the  Vote  on  Account. 
But,  I  repeat,  they  are  in  no  sense  com- 
plete. 

MILITIA  OFFICERS'   ALLOWANCES. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  the  Militia  is  below 
its  establishment  in  officers  ;  and,  if  such 
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is  the  case,  if  he  would  cancel  the  Order 
2209,  of  27th  July,  1893,  that  deprives 
officers  of  their  mess  and  lodging  allow- 
ance after  12  months*  service,  inclusive 
of  all  broken  periods  of  service  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  the  case  that  the  Militia  is  below  its 
establishment  of  officers.  The  Circular 
Letter  referred  to  involves  no  new  Regu- 
lation. It  merely  draws  attention  to  the 
provisions  of  Articles  210  and  504  of  the 
Militia  Regulations,  which,  there  was 
reason  to  think,  were  overlooked  or  mis- 
understood. The  allowance  referred  to 
is  a  special  allowance  to  cover  the  cost  of 
coming  up  for  a  short  period  of  service, 
and  12  months  is  a  very  liberal  limit. 
When  an  officer's  employment  extends 
beyond  a  year  he  receives  the  ordinary 
allowances  of  his  rank. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :  Could  not 
the  allowance  be  given  in  the  case  of 
officers  who,  having  served  12  months, 
are  willing  to  continue  provided  no  other 
officer  can  be  found  to  take  his  place  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  such  case 
has  arisen. 

SAMOA. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported in  Reuter^s  telegrams,  that 
Malietoa  made  war  upon  Mataafa  last 
month  at  Samoa,  whereupon  the  foreign 
warships  then  intervened  and  stopped 
the  fighting,  and  that  Mataafa  and  his 
chiefs  surrendered ;  if  he  can  state 
whether  Mataafa  and  his  chiefs  are  pri- 
soners ;  and,  if  so,  in  whose  custody  ; 
what  is  going  to  be  done  with  them  ; 
and  whether  the  English  Government 
will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  secure 
their  personal  safety  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  statement  made 
in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct.  Ac- 
cording to  the  latest  information  received 
Mataafa  and  his  chiefs  were  on  board 
H.M.S.  •  Katoomboj  and  their  personal 
safety  is  therefore  assured.  The  ultimate 
decision  with  regard  to  tbem  will  be  the 
subject  of  consultation  between  the  three 
Treaty  Powers. 

SPECIAL    COMPASSIONATE    CAMPAIGN 

PENSIONS. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  beg  to 
ask   the   Secretary   of    State    for    War 

Colonel  Lockwood 


whether  the  Chelsea  Commissioners  have 
yet  allocated  the  whole  of  the  additional 
grant  of  £5,000  for  Special  Compas- 
sionate Campaign  Pensions  ;  what  num- 
ber of  applicants  have  been  awarded 
such  pensions  under  the  grant ;  and 
what  number  of  applications  have  been 
held  over  for  consideration  next  year  ? 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
1  he  Conmiissioners  of  Chelsea  Hoepital 
have  awarded  the  whole  of  the  additional 
grant  of  £5,000  a  year  for  special  cam- 
paign pensions  ;  and  the  actual  payment 
of  the  pensions  will  be  made  very  shortly; 
381  applicants  have  been  thus  provided 
for,  and  571  cases  are  held  over  for  con- 
sideration next  year. 

AGRARIAN  CRIME  IN  IRELAND.      ' 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  giving  the  particulars 
of  all  cases  of  agrarian  crime  tried  at 
the  recent  Assizes  in  Cork,  Limerick, 
Clare,  and  Kerry,  the  Return  to  show 
the  names  of  the  per^ns  committed  for 
trial,  the  nature  of  the  offence  with  which 
such  persons  were  respectively  charged, 
the  place  and  daie  of  such  offence,  and 
the  result  of  the  trial  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE Y  :  On  the  7th  instant 
I  stated,  in  reply  to  a  question  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Fermanagh,  the 
number  of  cases  of  this  kind  tried  at 
the  Assizes  referred  to  and  the  result  of 
the  trials.  The  detailed  information  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks,  inclnding 
the  names,  has  already  been  published  in 
the  Press,  and  I  certainly  do  not  think 
any  public  advantage  would  be  gained 
by  granting  the  Return  asked  for. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  can  explain  why  the  grand  totals 
of  the  Gross  Estimates  for  1893-4,  and 
for  1892-3,  are  not  shown  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  as  is  done  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  and  the  Army  Estimates; 
and  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  grand 
total  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  for 
1893-4  is  £19,436,953,  aA  against 
£18,901,637  for  1892-3? 
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Snt  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  am  not  aware 
of  anr  remson  why  the  summary  at  the 
begiimiii^  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
should  not  state  the  gross  and  net  totals 
of  all  the  Classes  added  together  in  the 
sune  war  as  the  Abstract  now  states 
them  for  each  Class  ;  and  I  will  give 
instrnctioiis  for  carrying  out  the  change 
in  the  next  yearns  Estimates.  The 
figures  in  the  second  paragraph  are 
correct. 

THE  BUNDORAN  DISTURBANCES. 

Mr.  DAJNE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

^  

land  whether  he  has  received  a  Report 
from  Captain  Slacke,  Divisional  Com- 
mi^ioner  for  Ulster,  respecting  the 
organised  attacks  upon  Protestants  at 
Bundoran  upon  Sunday  the  23rd  July  ; 
have  any  persons  been  made  amenable 
for  the  injuries  inflicted  upon  Mr.  Boyle, 
one  of  the  Evangelists,  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Templeman,  Miss  Templeman,  his  sister, 
and  Dr.  Atkinson ;  what  extra  force  of 
police  were  drafted  into  Bundoran  after 
the  occurrences  ;  and  is  it  the  fact  that 
as  many  as  140  Constabulary  were  on 
duty  there  on  Sunday  the  30th  July  ? 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
Was  not  the  question  of  these  disturb- 
ances discussed  in  the  House  last  week 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  ;  and 
did  not  the  Chief  Secretary  state  that  the 
occurrence  had  been  grossly  exaggerated, 
and  the  case  was  only  brought  forward 
for  the  purposes  of  political  capital  ?  Is 
it  necessary,  therefore,  to  answer  any 
further  questions  on  the  point  ? 

Mr.  macartney  :  I  desire  to  ask 
whether  the  discussion  on  that  occasion 
was  not  closured  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  that  was 
the  fact — that  the  discussion  was  closured. 
The  answer  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question  is  in  the  affirmative.  There  is 
no  evidence  forthcoming  as  to  the  assaults 
committed  upon  the  persons  named  in  the 
second  paragraph,  as  the  assailants  were 
unknown  to  them,  and  in  neither  case  did 
the  police  witness  the  assaults.  Sum- 
monses have  been  served,  however,  for 
hearing  at  Petty  Sessions  to-day  upon 
four  men  for  other  assaults  arising  out  of 
these  proceedings.  On  Sunday,  July  23, 
and  during  the  following  week,  the  entire 
number  of  police  on  duty  at  Bundoran 
''"IS  32.      On  July  30  the  force   was 
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augmented  to  118  men,  and  during  the 
following  week  this  number  was  reduced 
to  10  men,  the  strength  of  the  local  force. 
On  Sunday,  August  6,  an  extra  force  of 
40  men  was  drafted  into  Bundoran,  and 
since  that  date  the  local  force  alone  has 
been  employed. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Does  not  the  Report  of 
Captain  Slacke  state  that  some  persons 
were  seriously  assaulted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Report  is  a 
confidential  one,  and  I  must  decline  to 
answer  any  questions  respecting  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  the  sugges- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  is  correct,  can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the 
House  any  clue  as  to  how  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  became 
aware  of  any  of  the  contents  of  this 
confidential  Report  ? 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  How  many  of 
the  118  men  were  actually  on  duty  on 
the  Sunday  when  the  attack  was  made  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection,  I  stated  on  Friday  that 
the  number  was  about  28. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  to  the  disorder 
which  followed  the  holding  of  the  meet- 
ing, may  I  ask  whether  the  disturbance 
was  not  really  provoked  by  certain 
posters  being  displayed  about  the  town 
stating  that  the  object  of  the  mission 
was  to  "  convert  the  benighted  Catholics 
of  Bundoran  from  the  errors  of  Popery." 

Mr.  macartney  :  On  that  point 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  not 
the  opinion  of  the  Constabulary  Authori- 
ties in  the  district  that  that  placard  was 
circulated  by  those  who  desired  to  create 
a  disturbance — that,  in  fact,  the  placard 
was  entirely  of  a  bogus  character  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  Constabulary  have 
taken  that  view  of  the  matter.  No 
observations  have  been  communicated  to 
me  by  them  upon  the  authenticity  of 
this  placard. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY :  Is  not  the 
right  hou.  Ocntloman  aware  that  the 
Nationalist  organ  in  the  district  rather 
indicates  that  this  view  was  taken  by 
the  Constabulary  Authorities  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  have  heard 
all  this  before. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Again,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  state  how  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Fermanagh   could   have  obtabed 

4  D 


1767 


The  Case  of 


{COMMONS} 


Major  Richards, 


1765 


•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  is  the  in- 
variable practice  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  decline  to  sanction 
a  loan  for  any  scheme  of  sewerage 
or  sewage  disposal  unless  it  provides 
that  the  sewage  shall  be  purified  by 
being  passed  through  land  before  being 
discharged  into  a  river  or  stream  to 
which  the  Rivers  Pollution  Prevention 
Act,  1876,  applies.  They  consider  that 
the  requirements  of  that  Act  would  be 
contravened  unless  the  sewage  is  so 
purified.  The  Board  are  fully  aware 
that  by  means  of  chemical  and  mechanical 
treatment  very  much  may  now  be  done 
to  aid  in  the  purification  of  the  sewage, 
and  they,  therefore,  approve  of  a  very 
much  less  area  of  land  being  provided 
when  the  authority  propose  to  adopt  such 
treatment ;  but  tbey  are  not  of  opinion 
that  these  means  alone,  without  the 
passing  of  the  sewage  through  land,  are 
sufficient.  The  acquisition  of  land  for 
the  purpose  referred  to  is,  no  doubt,  in 
some  cases  attended  with  difficulty,  and 
it  must  increase  the  cost  of  the  scheme. 
It  is  also  the  case  that  delay  has  in  some 
cases  been  occasioned  where  sanctions  to 
loans  have  been  withheld  pending 
arrangements  being  made  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  land.  I  have  considered  the 
question  as  to  instituting  an  inquiry,  but, 
apart  from  the  difficulty  of  securing  the 
services  on  such  a  Committee  of  men  of 
the  necessary  scientific  and  practical 
knowledge  who  could  give  the  requisite 
time  for  such  an  inquiry  at  places  at  a 
distance  from  London,  I  am  not  prepared 
at  present  to  say  that  such  an  inquiry 
is  necessary.  The  Inspectors  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  connection 
with  inquiries  which  they  have  to  hold 
with  regard  to  sewerage  schemes,  are 
carefully  watching  the  processes  which 
are  proposed  in  aid  of  land. 

•Mr.CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.): 
Arising  out  of  the  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  on 
the  local  inquiries  could  not  be  laid  as  a 
whole  on  the  Table,  so  that  we  may 
know  the  result  of  their  observation  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  We  cannot 
depart  from  the  rule  as  to  confidential 
Reports. 

Mr.  MATHER  :  Can  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the  cas^  of 
a  Local  Authority  having  proved  to 
demonstration  that  the  chemical  process 
can  purify  sewage  equally  well  to  that 


which  is  done  by  the  chemical  process 
plus  the  land  treatment,  the  Depiurtment 
will  not  relax  their  stringent  rules,  and 
allow  that  Local  Authority  to  emphoj 
the  chemical  treatment  without  land  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  When  it  has 
been  proved  to  demonstration  then  that 
case  will  arise  for  consideration. 

THE  CASE;0F  major  RICHARDS. 
Admiral     FIELD     (Sussex,    !East- 
bourne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the   evidence  given    hj 
official  witnesses  before  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  vide  Second  Report^ 
July,  1893,  pages  51  to  56,  relative  to 
the   loss   of  stores   in  South   Africa    in 
1886    to    1890,   and   to   the   treatment 
awarded  to  Major  Richards,  the  officer 
in   charge,  who   appears  to  have    been 
placed   on  reduced   half-pay  of   48.   6d. 
per  day  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that   the 
Ordnance    stores    were    kept    at     three 
stations.  Fort  Napier,  Pietermaritzberg, 
and  Durban,  50  miles  apart,  so  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Accountant  General 
(Q.  1 196),  the  most  efficient  officer  could 
not  have  controlled  mistakes,  nor  have 
prevented  them  altogether ;  whether  he 
is   aware  that  the  Accountant  General 
admits  that  the  charge  was  too  extensive 
(Q.   1137);    that  a  man    could    not    be 
held  responsible  for  everything  that  went 
on  at  these  different  stations,  and   there 
ought   to   have   been   more    officers     in 
charge    (Q.    1139)  ;    that    the    stations 
were  so  far  apart  that  they  could    not 
fairly  be  placed  under  the  charge  of  an 
officer  at  one  of  them   (Q.   1 1 40)  ;   and 
also  that  Major  Richards  reported   that 
he  was  short-handed  and  required  more 
assistance   (Q.    1170),  as   stated  before 
the   robbery  of   arms   by  Natives    took 
place ;    whether  he   is   also  aware  that 
the   Secretary   of    State   for   War    and 
H.R.H.     the     Commander-in-Chief      by 
letter,  8th  January,  1892,  recommended 
that  Major  Richards   be    brought  back 
after  12  months  on  the  first  vacancy  for 
re-employment,  and    that  the  Treasnry 
refused   their   sanction ;    and    that,    on 
8th  April,  1892,  the  Accountant  General 
wrote  that  His  Royal  Highness  is  still 
of  opinion  that  the  mitigating  circnm- 
stances    are    such  as   would    justify  a 
relaxation    of    the     severe    punishmeot 
which   has  been   inflicted    upon    Maj<H' 
Richards  by  placing  him  on  a  reduced 
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rate  of  half-pay  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  all  the  circumstances,  and  the  time 
that  has  elapsed,  he  will  reconsider 
Major  Richards*  hard  case,  and  recom- 
mend that  he  may  be  allowed  the  proper 
half-pay  of  his  rank  ? 

♦Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  extenuating  facts  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  questions 
were  duly  considered  when  it  was  de- 
cided to  recommend  Major  Richards* 
restoration  to  full  pay  ;  but,  other  serious 
deficiencies  having  been  subsequently 
brought  to  light  on  his  giving  over  his 
charge,  the  Secretary  of  State  was  unable 
to  persist  in  his  recommendation.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  revise  the  rate  of  retired  pay  granted 
to  him. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  read  that,  and  a  great  deal  more 
than  that. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  I  beg,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  s 
reply,  to  give  notice  that  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  the  Army 
Estimates  if  they  are  ever  reached,  and 
move  a  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemau*s  salary. 

THE     EASTBOURNE     SCHOOL 
EDUCATION. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  it  has 
been  represented  to  him  that  the  volun- 
tary school  managers  at  Eastbourne  are 
prepared  to  supply  1,000  new  school 
places  ;  whether  the  plans  of  these  pro- 
posed schools  show  sufficient  area,  play- 
grounds, &c.,  according  to  the  Rules  of 
Schedule  VII.  of  the  Code  ;  whether  it 
is  satisfied  that  the  promoters  of  these 
schools  have  at  their  disposal  sufficient 
funds  to  complete  them  within  a  reason- 
able Umit  of  time  ;  if  the  representations 
inade  to  him  on  these  points  are  satis- 
factory ;  whether  any  proposal  has  been 
'Jiade  for  the  provision  of  the  311  places 
remaining  t>ut  of  the  1,311,  the  final 
notice  for  which  expired  over  a  fort- 
night ago  ;  whether  a  further  deficiency 
of  365  places  will  be  shortly  created  by 
^e  closing  of  the  Wesleyan  school  ; 
whether  any    substantial    proportion  of 


the  1,334  free  places  demanded  by  the 
parents  in  January  last,  the  first  notice 
for  which  was  published  on  20tli  March, 
has  been  supplied  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  deficiency  both  of  school  places, 
and  of  free  school  places,  he  will  now 
give  effect  to  the  final  notice,  and  set  up 
a  School  Board  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Committee  of 
Voluntary  School  Managers  have  sub- 
mitted plans  of  two  new  schools.  The 
buildings  proposed  would  accommodate 
464  children  each,  or  928  in  all.  One  of 
these  plans  satisfies  the  Rules  of  the  De- 
partment, and  has  been  approved.  With 
regard  to  the  other,  the  proposed  site  is 
too  small  for  the  school  proposed  to  be 
built  upon  it.  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
has  suggested  another  site  which  he 
thinks  would  be  satisfactory.  As  to  the 
third  school  which  is  necessary,  the 
managers  inform  the  Department  that 
steps  are  being  taken  to  secure  a  site. 
The  closure  of  the  Wesleyan  school  at 
the  end  of  the  current  school  year  will 
cause  in  March  next  a  further  deficiency 
of  365  places.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
to  the  voluntary  managers  that  if  at  any 
time  the  Department  is  satisfied  that  the 
iiccommodation  required  by  the  final 
notice  is  not  being  provided  with  due 
despatch,  it  will  be  their  duty  under  the 
Statute  to  order  the  formation  of  a 
School  Board,  and  that  in  cont^equence 
of  the  closure  of  the  Wesleyan  school 
the  Department  will  also  be  empowered 
to  create  a  Board  under  Section  12  (2) 
of  the  Act  of  1870  without  issuing  any 
further  notices,  and  will  l>e  justified  in 
suspending  such  action  only  in  the 
event  of  immediate  steps  being  taken  to 
supply  the  impending  deficiency  other- 
wise. As  regards  the  funds  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Committee  of  Managers, 
they  stated  about  a  mouth  ago  that,  in 
addition  to  the  gift  of  the  two  sites  to 
which  I  have  referred,  the  sum  of  £6,850 
had  been  guaranteed,  and  that  further 
donations  were  still  coming  in.  It  is 
obvious  that,  in  order  to  supply  the  total 
impending  and  acttu&l  deficiency,  this 
sum  would  have  to  be  very  considerably 
supplemented.  As  regards  the  question 
of  free  education,  so  many  places  have  Ixren 
freed  since  the  Department  i.-^-^ued  their 
first  notice  in  March  for  1,334  children, 
that  the  number  in  the  final  notice  now 
being  Issued  is  reduced  to  567-  The 
requiremeots    of    this     notice    will    be 
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satisfied  if  the  new  schools  required 
(which,  of  course,  must  be  free  schools) 
are  provided.  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, the  Department  is  very  carefully 
considering  the  question  whether  due 
despatch  is  being  used  in  accordance  with 
the  Act. 

MEDICAL  ATTENDANCE  FOR  THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  out  of  what  fund  the  medical 
attendants  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  paid  in  the  several  districts  in 
Ireland,  whether  from  Government 
sources  or  from  a  fund  subscribed  for 
the  purpose  by  the  members  of  the 
Force  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  allowance 
to  medical  attendants  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  is  paid  out  of  the  Constabu- 
lary Vote. 

POSTAL    ACCOMMODATION    IN    SOUTH 

WALES. 
Mr.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough) : 
On  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  when  South  Wales 
will  be  afforded  postal  communication 
with  London  more  nearly  equal  to 
that  enjoyed  by  other  and  competitive 
districts  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
Some  time  ago  a  proposal  was  made  by 
the  Railway  Company  for  the  improved 
service  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  it  was  understood  that  the  terms 
then  mentioned  represented  little  more 
than  the  bare  cost  which  the  altered 
train  arrangements  would  involve.  But 
the  outlay  required  was  of  necessity 
large,  and  in  view  of  the  comparatively 
small  increase  of  Postal  Revenue  I  did 
not  feel  justified  in  pressing  the  scheme 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  No 
agreement  was  made  with  the  Railway 
Company,  and  I  think  no  good  purpose 
would  be  served  by  my  laying  Papers 
on  the  subject  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  com- 
munications with  the  Company  were 
verbal. 

Mr.  Acland 


CLASSIFICATION    IN    HER    MAJESTY'S 

DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the  De- 
partmental Committee  inquiring  into  the 
system  of  classification  of  pay  adopted 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  have  y^ 
reported ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  the 
Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
and  when  will  the  Return  giving  the 
rates  of  pay,  and  number  of  men  at  each 
rate,  and  the  number  promoted  on  the 
1st  November  from  a  lower  to  a 
higher  rate  of  pay,  be  furnished  to  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  alluded  to  is  of  % 
confidential  nature,  and  it  is  not 
intended  to  make  it  public  ;  but  a  state- 
ment of  the  decisions  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  as  to  the  future  rates  of 
wages,  &c.,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
as  soon  as  the  necessary  proceedings 
have  been  completed.  (2.)  The  Return 
mentioned  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question  has  been  sent  to  the  printers 
to-day. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Will  the  statement 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Estimates 
are  brought  in  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can  hardly 
say  that. 

Mr.  FORWOOD :  Well,  I  shall  object 
to  the  Vote  for  shipbuilding  until  we 
have  the  Report. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  need  be  under  no  appre- 
hension. The  statement  will  be  made 
public  either  before  or  at  the  time  tha 
Vote  is  brought  on. 

THE  CORK  TAILORS'  STRIKE. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W)  :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 

attention  has  been  called  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  police  in  a  strike  in  the 
tailoring  trade  in  the  City  of  Cork  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  police  inter- 
fere and  prohibit,  under  threats  of  arrest 
and  prosecution,  persons  who  wish  to 
speak  to  and  explain  to  the  imported 
workmen  the  questions  at  issue  between 
themselves  and  their  employers,  and  who 
have  proved  by  recent  prosecutions  in 
that  city,  under  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
tection of  Property  Act,  were  doing 
nothing  in  contraveutito    of  that  Act; 
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if  so,  by  whose  orders  or  instructions  the 
dolice  80  interfere  in  such  cases  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any 'foundation  for  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  question.  I  have  \^atched 
this  matter  very  closely,  and  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  authorities 
to  it. 

STONEHAVEN  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
with  reference  to  the  recommendation  of 
Stonehaven  by  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee on  Harbour  Accommodation  of 
1884,  as  being  from  its  geographical 
situation  and  natural  advantages  one  of 
the  seven  places  in  Great  Britain  where 
improved  harbour  accommodation  was 
most  urgently  needed  and  most  effective 
in  the  interests  of  the  shipping  and 
fishing  of  a  large  stretch  of  coast,  whe- 
ther the  fishermen  of  surrounding  fishing 
ports  have  recently  sent  to  him  copies  of 
resolutions  passed  unanimously  at  meet- 
ings held  by  them  in  favour  of  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour ;  and  whether  he 
has  any  scheme  in  consideration  whereby 
the  money  may  be  found  for  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridge  ton)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  hav6  received  resolutions  from 
three  fishing  ports  in  Kincardineshire  in 
favour  of  a  Harbour  of  Refuge  at  Stone- 
haven, the  construction  of  which,  on  the 
Estimate  of  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee of  1884,  would  cost  from  £80,000 
to  £100,000.  I  regret  to  say  that  there 
is  no  fund  at  my  disposal  out  of  which 
any  payment  can  be  made  towards  such 
an  undertaking.  I  may  point  out  that 
there  are  other  harbours  similarly 
situated  to  Stonehaven,  and  that  the 
question  of  a  Harbour  of  Refuge  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Scotland  was  settled  by  the 
Committee  of  Experts  who  sat  in  1884, 
on  whose  recommendation  a  Harbour  of 
Refuge  is  now  in  course  of  construction 
at  Peterhead.  If  the  authorities  at  Stone- 
haven have  any  smaller  scheme  in  con- 
templation which  would  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  assistance  given  by  the 
Fishery  Board,  such  a  scheme  would  be 
considered,  with  others  of  a  similar 
nature,  when  the  Fishery  Board  has 
funds  to  undertake  a  fresh  work. 


THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "THEKLA"  AND  THE 
"  DOGGER  BANK." 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state 
whether  the  German  Government  in- 
structed the  German  Consul  at  Talca- 
huano.  Chili,  to  make  inquiry  of  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  German  barque, 
Thekla,  into  the  alleged  sinking  of  the 
steam  trawler.  Dogger  Bank^  by  the 
Thekla,  in  April  last,  or  if  any  other 
steps  have  been  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  on  1st  June  last.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  communi- 
cation with  the  German  Government 
with  regard  to  the  case  referred  to,  but 
at  present  have  no  definite  information  as 
to  their  action. 

SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR  AND  THE  INDIAN 
SILVER  QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  can  give  the  re- 
ference to  the  passages  in  which  Sir 
David  Barbour  recalled  his  evidence 
given  before  the  Gold  and  Silver  Com- 
mission, and  had  changed  his  views  as 
to  the  amount  of  uncoined  silver  in  the 
form  of  ornaments  or  in  hoard  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Native  population  of  India  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  this  is  not  an  at- 
tempt to  continue  Tuesday's  Debate  on 
Indian  Currency  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  a  question  ;  and  whether,  in 
those  circumstances,  the  question  is  not 
irregular  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  In  the  Debate  re- 
ferred to  a  very  definite  statement  was 
made  with  reference  to  Sir  David  Bar- 
bour's evidence,  and  in  the  circumstances 
I  think  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  the 
question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby) : 
The  question  has  been  put  under  some 
misapprehension.  I  made  no  such  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Sir  David  Barbour. 
I  did  refer  to  Sir  David  Barbour  having 
said  he  had  changed  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  hoarding  of  coined 
money — rupees — but,  having  looked  at 
the  report  of   my  speech,  I  do  not  find 
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satidfied  if  the  new  schools  required 
(which,  of  course,  must  be  free  schools) 
are  provided.  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, the  Department  is  very  carefully 
considering  the  question  whether  due 
despatch  is  being  used  in  accordance  with 
the  Act. 

MEDICAL  ATTENDANCE  FOR  THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  out  of  what  fund  the  medical 
attendants  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  paid  in  the  several  districts  in 
Ireland,  whether  from  Government 
sources  or  from  a  fund  subscribed  for 
the  purpose  by  the  members  of  the 
Force  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  allowance 
to  medical  attendants  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  is  paid  out  of  the  Constabu- 
lary Vote. 

POSTAL    ACCOMMODATION    IN    SOUTH 

WALES. 

Mr.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough) : 
On  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  when  South  Wales 
will  be  afforded  postal  communication 
with  London  more  nearly  equal  to 
that  enjoyed  by  other  and  competitive 
districts  ? 

The    postmaster    GENERAL 

(Mr.   A.    MoRLEY,    Nottingham,    E.)  : 

Some  time  ago  a  proposal  was  made  by 

the  Railway  Company  for  the  improved 

service  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  it  was  understood  that  the  terms 
then  mentioned  represented  little  more 
than  the  bare  cost  which  the  altered 
train  arrangements  would  involve.  But 
the  outlay  required  was  of  necessity 
large,  and  in  view  of  the  comparatively 
small  increase  of  Postal  Revenue  I  did 
not  feel  justified  in  pressing  the  scheme 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  No 
agreement  was  made  with  the  Railway 
Company,  and  I  think  no  good  purpose 
would  be  served  by  my  laying  Papers 
on  the  subject  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  com- 
munications with  the  Company  were 
verbal. 

Mr.  Acland 


CLASSIFICATION    IN    HER    MAJESTIES 

DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the  De- 
partmental Committee  inquiring  into  the 
system  of  classification  of  pay  adopted 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  have  yet 
reported ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  the 
Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoa«e ; 
and  when  will  the  Return  giving  the 
rates  of  pay,  and  number  of  men  at  each 
rate,  and  the  number  promoted  on  the 
1st  November  from  a  lower  to  s 
higher  rate  of  pay,  be  furnished  to  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  alluded  to  is  of  a 
confidential  nature,  and  it  is  not 
intended  to  make  it  public  ;  but  a  state- 
ment of  the  decisions  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  as  to  the  future  rates  of 
wages,  &c.,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
as  soon  as  the  necessary  proceedings 
have  been  completed.  (2.)  The  Return 
mentioned  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question  has  been  sent  to  the  printers 
to-day. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Will  the  statement 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Estimates 
are  brought  in  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can  hardly 
say  that. 

Mr.  FORWOOD :  Well,  I  shall  object 
to  the  Vote  for  shipbuilding  until  we 
have  the  Report. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  ;  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  need  be  under  no  appre- 
hension. The  statement  will  be  made 
public  either  before  or  at  the  time  the 
Vote  is  brought  on. 

THE  CORK  TAILORS'  STRIKE. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W)  :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 

attention  has  been  called  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  police  in  a  strike  in  the 
tailoring  trade  in  the  City  of  Cork  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  police  inter- 
fere and  prohibit,  under  threats  of  arrest 
and  prosecution,  persons  who  wish  to 
speak  to  and  explain  to  the  imported 
workmen  the  questions  at  issue  between 
themselves  and  their  employers,  and  who 
have  proved  by  recent  prosecutions  in 
that  city,  under  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
tection of  Property  Act,  were  doing 
nothing  in  contravention   of  that  Act; 
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if  so,  by  whose  orders  or  instructions  the 
dolice  so  interfere  in  such  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  foundation  for  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  question.  I  have  watched 
this  matter  very  closely,  and  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  authorities 
to  it. 

STONEHAVEN  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
with  reference  to  the  recommendation  of 
Stonehaven  by  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee on  Harbour  Accommodation  of 
1884,  as  being  from  its  geographical 
situation  and  natural  advantages  one  of 
the  seven  places  in  Great  Britain  where 
improved  harbour  accommodation  was 
most  urgently  needed  and  most  effective 
in  the  interests  of  the  shipping  and 
fishing  of  a  large  stretch  of  coast,  whe- 
ther the  fishermen  of  surrounding  fishing 
ports  have  recently  sent  to  him  copies  of 
resolutions  passed  unanimously  at  meet- 
ings held  by  them  in  favour  of  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour ;  and  whether  he 
has  any  scheme  in  consideration  whereby 
the  money  may  be  found  for  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridge  ton)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  hav6  received  resolutions  from 
three  fishing  ports  in  Kincardineshire  in 
favour  of  a  Harbour  of  Refuge  at  Stone- 
haven, the  construction  of  which,  on  the 
Estimate  of  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee of  1884,  would  cost  from  £80,000 
to  £100,000.  I  regret  to  say  that  there 
is  no  fund  at  my  disposal  out  of  which 
any  payment  can  be  made  towards  such 
an  undertaking.  I  may  point  out  that 
there  are  other  harbours  similarly 
situated  to  Stonehaven,  and  that  the 
question  of  a  Harbour  of  l^ef uge  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Scotland  was  settled  by  the 
Committee  of  Experts  who  sat  in  1884, 
on  whose  recommendation  a  Harbour  of 
Refuge  is  now  in  course  of  construction 
at  Peterhead.  If  the  authorities  at  Stone- 
haven have  any  smaller  scheme  in  con- 
templation which  would  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  assistance  given  by  the 
Fishery  Board,  such  a  scheme  would  >)e 
considered,  with  others  of  a  similar 
nature,  when  the  Fishery  Board  has 
funds  to  undertake  a  fresh  work. 


THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "  THEKLA  "  AND  THE 
"  DOGGER  BANK." 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state 
whether  the  German  Government  in- 
structed the  German  Consul  at  Talca- 
huano,  Chili,  to  make  inquiry  of  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  German  barque, 
Thekla,  into  the  alleged  sinking  of  the 
steam  trawler.  Dogger  Batik,  by  the 
Thekla,  in  April  last,  or  if  any  other 
steps  have  been  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hou.  Member  on  1st  June  last.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  communi- 
cation with  the  German  Government 
with  regard  to  the  case  referred  to,  but 
at  present  have  no  definite  information  as 
to  their  action. 

SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR  AND  THE  INDIAN 
SILVER  QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  can  give  the  re- 
ference to  the  passages  in  which  Sir 
David  Barbour  recalled  his  evidence 
given  before  the  Gold  and  Silver  Com- 
mission, and  had  changed  his  views  as 
to  the  amount  of  uncoined  silver  in  the 
form  of  ornaments  or  in  hoard  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Native  population  of  India  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  this  is  not  an  at- 
tempt to  continue  Tuesday's  Debate  on 
Indian  Currency  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  a  question  ;  and  whether,  in 
those  circumstances,  the  question  is  not 
irregular  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  the  Debate  re- 
ferred to  a  very  definite  statement  was 
made  with  reference  to  Sir  David  Bar- 
bour's evidence,  and  in  the  circumstances 
I  think  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  the 
question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby) : 
The  question  has  been  put  under  some 
misapprehension.  I  made  no  such  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Sir  David  Barbour. 
I  did  refer  to  Sir  David  Barbour  having 
said  he  had  changed  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  hoarding  of  coined 
money — rupees — but,  having  looked  at 
the  report  of   my  speech,  I  do  not  find 
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•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  It  is  the  in- 
variable practice  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  decline  to  sanction 
a  loan  for  any  scheme  of  sewerage 
or  sewage  disposal  unless  it  provides 
that  the  sewage  shall  be  purified  by 
being  passed  through  land  before  being 
discharged  into  a  river  or  stream  to 
which  the  Rivers  Pollution  Prevention 
Act,  1876,  applies.  They  consider  that 
the  requirements  of  that  Act  would  be 
contravened  unless  the  sewage  is  so 
purified.  The  Board  are  fully  aware 
that  by  means  of  chemical  and  mechanical 
treatment  very  much  may  now  be  done 
to  aid  in  the  purification  of  the  sewage, 
and  they,  therefore,  approve  of  a  very 
much  less  area  of  land  being  provided 
when  the  authority  propose  to  adopt  such 
treatment ;  but  they  are  not  of  opinion 
that  these  means  alone,  without  the 
passing  of  the  sewage  through  land,  are 
sufficient.  The  acquisition  of  land  for 
the  purpose  referred  to  is,  no  doubt,  in 
some  cases  attended  with  difficulty,  and 
it  must  increase  the  cost  of  the  scheme. 
It  is  also  the  case  that  delay  has  in  some 
cases  been  occasioned  where  sanctions  to 
loans  have  been  withheld  pending 
arrangements  being  made  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  land.  I  have  considered  the 
question  as  to  instituting  an  inquiry,  but, 
apart  from  the  difficulty  of  securing  the 
services  on  such  a  Committee  of  men  of 
the  necessary  scientific  and  practical 
knowledge  who  could  give  the  requisite 
time  for  such  an  inquiry  at  places  at  a 
distance  from  London,  I  am  not  prepared 
at  present  to  say  that  such  an  inquiry 
is  necessary.  The  Inspectors  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  connection 
with  inquiries  which  they  have  to  hold 
with  regard  to  sewerage  schemes,  are 
carefully  watching  the  processes  which 
are  proposed  in  aid  of  land. 

•Mr.CHANNING  (Northampton, E.): 
Arising  out  of  the  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  on 
the  local  inquiries  could  not  be  laid  as  a 
whole  on  the  Table,  so  that  we  may 
know  the  result  of  their  observation  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  We  cannot 
depart  from  the  rule  as  to  confidential 
Reports. 

Mr.  MATHER  :  Can  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the  case  of 
a  Local  Authority  having  proved  to 
demonstration  that  the  chemical  process 
can  purify  sewage  equally  well  to  that 


which  is  done  by  the  chemical  process 
plus  the  land  treatment,  the  Department 
will  not  relax  their  stringent  rules,  and 
allow  that  Local  Authority  to  employ 
the  chemical  treatment  without  land  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  When  it  hw 
been  proved  to  demonstration  then  that 
case  will  arise  for  consideration. 

THE  CASE;0F  major  RICHARDS. 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  evidence  given  by 
official  witnesses  before  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  vide  Second  Report^ 
July,  1893,  pages  51  to  56,  relative  to 
the  loss  of  stores  in  South  Africa  in 
1886  to  1890,  and  to  the  treatment 
awarded  to  Major  Richards,  the  officer 
in  charge,  who  appears  to  have  been 
placed  on  reduced  half-pay  of  4s.  6d. 
per  day  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Ordnance  stores  were  kept  at  three 
stations.  Fort  Napier,  Pietermaritcberg, 
and  Durban,  50  miles  apart,  so  that,  io 
the  opinion  of  the  Accountant  General 
(Q.  1196),  the  most  efficient  officer  could 
not  have  controlled  mistakes,  nor  have 
prevented  them  altogether ;  whether  be 
is  aware  that  the  Accountant  General 
admits  that  the  charge  was  too  extensire 
(Q.  1 1 37) ;  that  a  man  coald  not  be 
held  responsible  for  everything  that  went 
on  at  these  different  stations,  and  there 
ought  to  have  been  more  officers  in 
charge  (Q.  1139);  that  the  stations 
were  so  far  apart  that  they  could  not 
fairly  be  placed  under  the  charge  of  an 
officer  at  one  of  them  (Q.  1 1 40)  ;  and 
also  that  Major  Richards  reported  that 
he  was  short-handed  and  required  more 
assistance  (Q.  1170),  as  stated  before 
the  robbery  of  arms  by  Natives  took 
place ;  whether  he  is  also  aware  thit 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and 
H.R.H.  the  Commander-in-Chief  bj 
letter,  8th  January,  1892,  recommended 
that  Major  Richards  be  brought  back 
after  12  months  on  the  first  vacancy  for 
re-employment,  and  that  the  Troasurj 
refused  their  sanction ;  and  that,  od 
8th  April,  1892,  the  Accountant  General 
wrote  that  His  Royal  Highness  if  still 
of  opinion  that  the  mitigating  cireom- 
stances  are  such  as  would  justify  a 
relaxation  of  the  severe  punisbmoit 
which  has  been  infiicted  upon  Major 
Richards  by  placing  him  on  a  reduced 
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rate  of  half -pay  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  ail  the  circumstances,  and  the  time 
that  has  elapsed,  he  will  reconsider 
Major  Richards'  hard  case,  and  recom- 
mend that  he  may  be  allowed  the  proper 
half-pay  of  his  rank  ? 

♦Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  extenuating  facts  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  questions 
were  duly  considered  when  it  was  de- 
cided to  recommend  Major  Richards' 
restoration  to  full  pay  ;  but,  other  serious 
deficiencies  having  been  subsequently 
brought  to  light  on  his  giving  over  his 
charge,  the  Secretary  of  State  was  unable 
to  persist  in  his  recommendation.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  revise  the  rate  of  retired  pay  granted 
to  him. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  read  that,  and  a  great  deal  more 
than  that. 

Admiral  FLELD  :  I  beg,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  s 
reply,  to  give  notice  that  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  the  Army 
Estimates  if  they  are  ever  reached,  and 
move  a  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's salary. 

THE     EASTBOURNE     SCHOOL 
EDUCATION. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  it  has 
been  represented  to  him  that  the  volun- 
tary school  managers  at  Eastbourne  are 
prepared  to  supply  1,000  new  school 
places  ;  whether  the  plans  of  these  pro- 
posed schools  sho^v  sufficient  area,  play- 
grounds, &c.,  according  to  the  Rules  of 
Schedule  VII.  of  the  Code  ;  whether  it 
is  satisfied  that  the  promoters  of  these 
schools  have  at  their  disposal  sufficient 
funds  to  complete  them  within  a  reason- 
able limit  of  time  ;  if  the  representations 
made  to  him  on  these  points  are  satis- 
factory ;  whether  any  proposal  has  been 
made  for  the  provision  of  the  311  places 
remaining  t)ut  of  the  1,311,  the  final 
notice  for  which  expired  over  a  fort- 
night ago  ;  whether  a  further  deficiency 
of  365  places  will  be  shortly  created  by 
the  closing  of  the  Wesleyan  school  ; 
whether  any    substantial    proportion  of 


the  1,334  free  places  demanded  by  the 
parents  in  January  last,  the  first  notice 
for  which  was  published  on  20th  March, 
has  been  supplied  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  deficiency  both  of  school  places, 
and  of  free  school  places,  he  will  now 
give  effect  to  the  final  notice,  and  set  up 
a  School  Board  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Committee  of 
Voluntary  School  Managers  have  sub- 
mitted plans  of  two  new  schools.  The 
buildings  proposed  would  accommodate 
464  children  each,  or  928  in  all.  One  of 
these  plans  satisfies  the  Rules  of  the  De- 
partment, and  has  been  approved.  With 
regard  to  the  other,  the  proposed  site  is 
too  small  for  the  school  proposed  to  be 
built  upon  it.  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
has  suggested  another  site  which  he 
thinks  would  be  satisfactory.  As  to  the 
third  school  which  is  necessary,  the 
managers  inform  the  Department  that 
steps  are  being  taken  to  secure  a  site. 
The  closure  of  the  Wesleyan  school  at 
the  end  of  the  current  school  year  will 
cause  in  March  next  a  further  deficiency 
of  365  places.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
to  the  voluntary  managers  that  if  at  any 
time  the  Department  is  satisfied  that  the 
accommodation  required  by  the  final 
notice  is  not  being  provided  with  due 
despatch,  it  will  be  their  duty  under  the 
Statute  to  order  the  formation  of  a 
School  Board,  and  that  in  consequence 
of  the  closure  of  the  Wesleyan  school 
the  Department  will  also  be  empowered 
to  create  a  Board  under  Section  12  (2) 
of  the  Act  of  1870  without  issuing  any 
further  notices,  and  will  be  justified  in 
suspending  such  action  only  in  the 
event  of  immediate  steps  being  taken  to 
supply  the  impending  deficiency  other- 
wise. As  regards  the  funds  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Committee  of  Managers, 
they  stated  about  a  mouth  ago  that,  in 
addition  to  the  gift  of  the  two  sites  to 
which  I  have  referred,  the  sum  of  £6,850 
had  been  guaranteed,  and  that  further 
donations  were  still  coming  in.  It  is 
obvious  that,  in  order  to  supply  the  total 
impending  and  actual  deficiency,  this 
sum  would  have  to  be  very  considerably 
supplemented.  As  regards  the  question 
of  free  education,  so  many  places  have  been 
freed  since  the  Department  issued  their 
first  notice  in  March  for  1,334  children, 
that  the  number  in  the  final  notice  now 
being  issued  is  reduced  to  567.  The 
requirements    of    this     notice    will    be 
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satisfied  if  the  new  schools  required 
(which,  of  course,  must  be  free  schools) 
are  provided.  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, the  Department  is  very  carefully 
considering  the  question  whether  due 
despatch  is  being  used  in  accordance  with 
the  Act. 

MEDICAL  ATTENDANCE  FOR  THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  out  of  what  fund  the  medical 
attendants  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  paid  in  the  several  districts  in 
Ireland,  whether  from  Government 
sources  or  from  a  fund  subscribed  for 
the  purpose  by  the  members  of  the 
Force  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  allowance 
to  medical  attendants  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  is  paid  out  of  the  Constabu- 
lary Vote. 

POSTAL    ACCOMMODATION    IN    SOUTH 

WALES. 

Mr.  LOGAN  (Leicester,  Harborough): 
On  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  when  South  Wales 
will  be  afforded  postal  communication 
with  London  more  nearly  equal  to 
that  enjoyed  by  other  and  competitive 
districts  ? 

The    postmaster    GENERAL 

(Mr.   A.    MoRLEY,    Nottingham,    E.)  : 

Some  time  ago  a  proposal  was  made  by 

the  Railway  Company  for  the  improved 

service  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  it  was  understood  that  the  terms 
then  mentioned  represented  little  more 
than  the  bare  cost  which  the  altered 
train  arrangements  would  involve.  But 
the  outlay  requiral  was  of  necessity 
large,  and  in  view  of  the  comparatively 
small  increase  of  Postal  Revenue  I  did 
not  feel  justified  in  pressing  the  scheme 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  No 
agreement  was  made  with  the  Railway 
Coujpiiny,  and  I  think  no  good  purpose 
would  bo  served  by  my  laying  Papers 
on  the  Hubject  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Ai*  H  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  com- 
iMUuioutious    with    the   Company    were 

Mr^  Ai'land 


CLASSIFICATION    IN     HER    MAJESTTS 

DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the  De- 
partmental Committee  inquiring  into  the 
system  of  classification  of  pay  adopted 
in  Her  Majesty *s  Dockyards  have  yet 
reported ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  the 
Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  House; 
and  when  will  the  Return  giving  the 
rates  of  pay,  and  number  of  men  at  each 
rate,  and  the  number  promoted  on  the 
1st  November  from  a  lower  to  ft 
higher  rate  of  pay,  be  furnished  to  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  alluded  to  is  of  a 
confidential  nature,  and  it  is  not 
intended  to  make  it  public  ;  but  a  state- 
ment of  the  decisions  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  as  to  the  future  rates  of 
wages,  &c.,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
as  soon  as  the  necessary  proceedings 
have  been  completed.  (2.)  The  Return 
mentioned  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question  has  been  sent  to  the  printers 
to— dav 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Will  the  statement 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Estimates 
are  brought  in  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can  hardly 
say  that. 

Mr.  FORWOOD :  Well,  I  shall  object 
to  the  Vote  for  shipbuilding  until  we 
have  the  Report. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  ;  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  need  be  under  no  appre- 
hension. The  statement  will  be  made 
public  either  before  or  at  the  time  the 
Vote  is  brought  on. 

THE  CORK  TAILORS'  STRIKE. 
Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  inter- 
ference of  the  police  in  a  strike  in  the 
tailoring  trade  in  the  City  of  Cork  :  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  police  inter- 
fere  and  prohibit,  under  threats  of  arrest 
and  prosecution,  persons  who  wish  to 
epeak  to  and  explain  to  the  imported 
workmen  the  questions  at  issue  between 
themselves  and  their  employers,  and  who 
have  proved  by  recent  prosecutions  in 
that  city,  under  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
tection of  Property  Act,  were  doing 
nothing  in  contravention   of  that  Act ; 
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if  so,  by  whose  orders  or  instructions  the 
dolice  so  interfere  in  such  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  anj'foundation  for  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  question.  I  have  watched 
this  matter  very  closely,  and  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  authorities 
to  it. 

STONEHAVEN  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
with  reference  to  the  recommendation  of 
Stonehaven  by  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee on  Harbour  Accommodation  of 
1884,  as  being  from  its  geographical 
situation  and  natural  advantages  one  of 
the  seven  places  in  Great  Britain  where 
improved  harbour  accommodation  was 
most  urgently  needed  and  most  effective 
in  the  interests  of  the  shipping  and 
fishing  of  a  large  stretch  of  coast,  whe- 
ther the  fishermen  of  surrounding  fishing 
ports  have  recently  sent  to  him  copies  of 
resolutions  passed  unanimously  at  meet- 
ings held  by  them  in  favour  of  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour ;  aud  whether  he 
has  any  scheme  in  consideration  whereby 
the  money  may  be  found  for  improving 
Stonehaven  Harbour  ? 

The     secretary     for    SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I    hav6   received    resolutions    from 
three  fishing  ports  in  Kincardineshire  in 
favour  of  a  Harbour  of  Refuge  at  Stone- 
haven, the  construction  of  which,  on  the 
Estimate    of    the    Parliamentary   Com- 
mittee of  1884,  would  cost  from  £80,000 
to  £100,000.      I  regret  to  say  that  there 
is  no  fund  at  my  disposal  out  of  which 
any  payment  can  be  made  towards  such 
an    undertaking.     I  may  point  out  that 
there     are     other      harbours     similarly 
situated   to    Stonehaven,   and    that   the 
question  of  a  Harbour  of  Refuge  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Scotland  was  settled  by  the 
Committee  of  Experts  who  sat  in  1884, 
on  whose  recommendation  a  Harbour  of 
Refuge  is  now  in  course  of  constniction 
at  Peterhead.  If  the  authorities  at  Stone- 
haven have  any  smaller  Bcheme  in  con- 
templation which  would  come  within  the 
scope   of   the    assistance    given    by  the 
Fishery  Board,  such  a  scheme  would  be 
considered,    with    others    of    a    similar 
nature,    when   the    Fishery    Board    has 
funds  to  undertake  a  fresh  work. 


THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "  THEKLA  "  AND  THE 
"  DOGGER  BANK." 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holileruess)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state 
whether  the  German  Government  in- 
structed the  German  Consul  at  Talca- 
huano.  Chili,  to  make  inquiry  of  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  German  barque, 
Theklay  into  the  alleged  sinking  of  the 
steam  trawler.  Dogger  Bank,  by  the 
TheklOy  in  April  last,  or  if  any  other 
steps  have  been  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  on  Ist  June  last.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  communi- 
cation with  the  German  Government 
with  regard  to  the  case  referred  to,  but 
at  present  have  no  definite  information  as 
to  their  action. 

SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR  AND  THE  INDIAN 
SILVER  QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  can  give  the  re- 
ference to  the  passages  in  which  Sir 
David  Barbour  recalled  his  evidence 
given  before  the  Gold  and  Silver  Com- 
mission, and  had  changed  his  views  as 
to  the  amount  of  uncoined  silver  in  the 
form  of  ornaments  or  in  hoard  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Native  population  of  India  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  this  is  not  an  at- 
tempt to  continue  Tuesday's  Debate  on 
Indian  Currency  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  a  question  ;  and  whether,  in 
those  circumstances,  the  question  is  not 
irregular  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  In  the  Debate  re- 
ferred to  a  very  definite  statement  was 
made  with  reference  to  Sir  David  Bar- 
bour's evidence,  and  in  the  circumstances 
I  think  it  would  be  competent  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer  the 
question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby)  : 
The  question  has  been  put  under  some 
misapprehension.  I  made  no  such  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Sir  David  Barbour. 
I  did  refer  to  Sir  David  Barbour  having 
said  he  had  changed  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  hoarding  of  coined 
money — rupees — but,  having  looked  at 
the  report  of   my  speech,  I  do  not  find 
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OoDventioD  has  been  signed,  I  will  make 
a  statement  to  the  House  on  the  subject, 
and  lay  Papers  including  the  agreement ; 
and  this  will,  I  hope,  be  before  Her 
Majesty^s  final  and  formal  ratification  is 
despatched  from  this  country. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston)  ; 
Is  it  true  that  the  British  protectorate  of 
Swaziland  is  being  relinquished  in  favour 
of  the  Transvaal  Republic  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  British  pro- 
tectorate over  Swaziland  has  not  been 
relinquished  in  faxour  of  the  Transvaal, 
for  Great  Britain  never  had,  or  professed 
to  have,  a  protectorate  over  the  country. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  draw  attention  to  this 
subject  ou  the  Colonial  Vote. 

PARLLVMENTARY  VISITS  TO  THE  DOCK- 

YARDS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  make  arrange- 
ments this  year  for  Members  to  view  the 
Fleet  and  Dockyards  at  Portsmouth  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
It  has  never  been  the  practice  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  make  any 
special  arrangements  for  parties  of  Mem- 
bers to  visit  the  Fleet  or  the  Dockyards, 
nor  could  the  cost  of  such  visits  be 
properly  charged  to  Navy  Votes.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton)  entertained  a  party 
of  Members  at  Portsmouth  last  year  at 
luncheon  at  his  own  expense,  and 
arrangements  were  made  to  visit  the 
Royal  Sovereign  and  the  new  cruisers. 
The  question  whether  invitations  of  such 
a  character  should  be  given  in  any  year 
appears  to  me  to  be  one  for  the  private 
consideration  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty.  The  present  summer  has  been 
darkened  by  the  loss  of  the  Victoria^  and 
has  not  seemed  an  appropriate  time  for 
an  entertainment  like  that  of  last  year. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  arrange  for  Members  to  visit  the 
Fleet  and  Dockyards  without  anything  in 
the  nature  of  an  entertainment  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Not  only  any  Member  of  this  House,  but 
any  taxpayer  in  the  country,  can  visit 
the  Dockyards  without  any  special  ar- 
rangements when  a  request  of  that  sort 
is  made. 

Mr,  S,  Btixton 


SCOTLAND'S    CONTBIBUTION    TO 
IMPERIAL    FINANCE. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
as  he  hns  announced  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  Her  Majesty  should  be 
advised  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  question 
of  the  financial  relations  of  Ireland  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  either  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  financial  relations  of 
Scotland  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  or 
will  extend  the  terms  of  Reference  so  as 
to  bring  the  case  of  Scotland  before  the 
proposed  Royal  Commission  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian)  :  I  think  there  will  be 
much  inconvenience  in  associating  any 
inquiries  that  must  necessarily  partake  of 
an  historical  character  in  respect  to  the 
finances  of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  and 
they  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
same  body.  In  regard  to  any  separate 
measures  in  respect  to  Scotland,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  the  public  opinion  of 
Scotland  should  be  sufficiently  declared 
in  the  sense  of  desiring  such  an  inquiry, 
the  House  of  Commons  and  also  the 
Government  will  pay  due  attention  to 
that  expression  of  opinion. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Scotland  at  present  pays  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  nearly  £  1 ,600,000 
per  annum  beyond  her  fair  share  of  taxa- 
tions, and  whether  it  is  not  high  time  that 
Scotland  should  be  allowed  to  manage 
her  own  affairs  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  ;  Scotland 
is,  no  doubt,  entitled  to  speak  with  great 
authority  on  that  subject ;  and  if  it  does 
so  speak,  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that 
its  views  will  have  due  consideration 
given  to  them. 

GRESHAM  UNIVERSITY. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
when  the  Report  of  the  Gresham  Uni- 
versity Committee  is  likely  to  be  made  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  It 
is  hoped  that  the  Report  will  be  pre- 
sented before  the  end  of  the  year. 
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'  AL     DOCU- 

:.i:i(;hton 

1   heg  to   ask 

Committee  of 

^viJether,   having 

•  an  official  docu- 

'•  utiairs — uamelj, 

^    Keport   on    the 

ill  view  of  the  fact 

It    Incorporation  of  a 

■  \>.iits  the  sanction  of 

.    lay  Mr.  Edwards's 

•  t\  ujmn  the  Table,  in 

tut'  rule  that  an  official 

'  lo  by  a  Minister  must 

.^l):  If  I  understand  the 
-    point    it    is    this.     He 
1  .Motion  yesterday  as  to  a 
-.  [lort  which  I  have  never 
in,  or  quoted  in  any  speech 
.It  was  therefore  necessary 
"i.le  to  it  yesterday  in  answer 
'    (piestion  from  him  on  the 
lit'  now  suggests  that,  in  con- 
it  this  allusion,  I  am  bound  to 
'It'port  on  the  Table.      The  plan 
ion!<,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  be 
or( lance    with    the    Rule    of    the 
I  am  unable  to  lay  the  Report 
"   Table. 
.IK.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  May 
all     your  attention   to    this  matter, 
•-.,  Sj)eaker,  as  a  point  of  Order.      The 
.1  L   hon.    Gentleman    referred    to    the 
■inent  iu  question   in  this  way.     He 
1  not  state  that  it  was  confidential  and 
*'  i-e  to  refer  to   it  at  all,  as  the  Chief 
'^•rretary    for    Ireland    did    to-day    in 
•'Mother  case,  but  he  said — 

"  I  (io  not  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table,  but 
1  am  quite  willing  to  inform  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Report  consisted  mainly  of  in- 
formation rather  than  recommendations  ;  " 

Hiul  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 

on  to  say — 

"  Mr.  E<1  wards  did  not  report  in  favour  of  the 
inclusion  of  St.  David's  College,  Lampeter,  in 
the  Welsh  Universities.'* 

That  was  the  very  point.  I  understand 
from  these  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  Mr.  Edwards  reported  in 
favour  of  the  exclusion  of  the  College 
from  the  scheme,  but  his  words  are  am- 
biguous. I  beg  leave  to  ask  your  ruling, 
^r.  Speaker,  on  the  following  point.  In 
May*s  Parliamentary  Practice  it  is 
stated  — 


<'  It  has  been  admitted  that  a  document 
which  has  been  cited  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  if  it  can  be  done  without 
injury  to  the  public  interest." 

The  document  I  asked  for  is  an  official 
document,  which  has  been  referred  to  and 
cited,  and  it  is  not  pretended  that  it  would 
be  injurious  to  the  public  interest  if  it 
were  produced.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
it  is  iu  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  refer  to  a  document  which  at  the 
time  he  does  not  say  is  confidential,  and 
should  afterwards  refuse  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  on  the  ground  that  it  is  confiden- 
tial ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  general  rule  of 
the  House  is  well  understood,  that  if  a 
Minister  refers  to  public  documents  or 
Despatches  he  should  lay  them  before 
the  House ;  but  confidential  documents, 
or  documents  of  a  private  nature  passing 
between  officers  of  a  Department  and  the 
Department,  are  not  necessarily  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  especially  if  the 
Minister  declares  that  they  are  of  a  con- 
fidential nature.  It  would  be  a  precedent 
dangerous  to  the  Public  Service  to  say 
that  they  ought  to  be  laid.  As  I  under- 
stand, what  passed  in  this  case  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only  quoted  a 
document  so  far  as  to  say  that  Mr. 
Edwards  did  not  report  in  favour  of  the 
inclusion  of  Lampeter  College,  and  I 
think  the  House  may  take  the  word  of  a 
Minister  when  he  says  that  the  document 
was  not  confidential  to  that  extent.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  now  says  that  the  document 
is  generally  of  a  confidential  nature,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  is 
not  bound  to  lay  the  document  on  the 
Table. 

SWAZILAND. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  new  agreement  entered  into 
with  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Republic  in  reference  U)  Swazi- 
land needs,  or  has  received,  the  sanction 
of  the  Volksraad  ;  and  whether  its  terms 
will  be  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  before  being  finally  ratified  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Convention 
has  not  yet  been  signed  by  Sir  H.  Loch. 
It  will  subsequently  require  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Volksraad.     So  soon  as  the 


1783 


Government  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill, 


1784 


Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  understand 
that  is  the  intention. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  rose  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  new  Clause  : — 

(Repeal  of  s.  16  of  21  &  22  Geo.  3,  c.  11 

(Irish  Parliament).) 

"  That  from  and  after  the  appointed  day  the 
powers  conferred  in  the  sixteenth  section  of  the 
Act  passed  by  the  Irish  Parliament  in  the 
Session  held  in  the  twenty-first  and  twenty- 
second  years  of  the  reign  of  George  the  Third, 
intituled  ♦  An  Act  for  the  better  securing  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,'  shall  not  be  exercised, 
and  the  said  section  shall  be  and  is  hereby  re- 
pealed as  and  from  the  said  appointed  day.*' 

Bj  the  last  clause  of  an  Act  passed  by 
the  Irish  Parliament  in  1781  power  is 
given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  Pro- 
clamation to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  in  Ireland  in  cases  of  invasion  or 
rebellion.  That  is  a  great  power  to  be 
given  to  the  Irish  Executive.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  of  a  controversial 
nature ;  but  we  have  all  gathered  from 
these  Debates  that  the  protection  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  is  looked  upon  as 
most  essential  by  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland 
under  Home  Rule.  Whenever  we  have 
suspended  that  Act  in  this  country  we 
always  did  it  by  the  action  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  by  the 
action  of  the  Executive.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  Statute  of  Great  Britain  which 
gives  the  Executive  power  to  suspend 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  by  Proclamation. 
The  Executive  Government  in  Ireland 
would  be  the  judge  whether  there  was  an 
actual  invasion  or  an  actual  rebellion.  As 
regards  the  first,  of  course,  there  could 
be  no  doubt.  Invasion  could  only  happen 
in  the  case  of  war  with  a  Foreign  State. 
But  rebellion  is  a  different  thing.  Some 
may  look  upon  a  local  riot  as  of  great 
importance,  and  may  conceive  that  it 
means  rebellion.  Then  you  may  have  a 
refusal  to  pay  taxes,  and  it  may  be  said 
that  in  that  case  also  rebellion  exists. 
We  must  contemplate  the  possibility  of 
such  things  in  Ireland ;  and  if  they  did 
occur  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  determine  whether  such  a 
state  of  things  amounted  to  rebellion, 
and,  if  so,  to  determine  whether  he  would 
suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  so 
arrest  any  subject  of  the  Queen  he  thinks 
proper.      Though  I  speak  of  the  Lord 


Lieutenant,  inasmuch  as  such  matters 
would  be  matters  internal  to  Ireland, 
this  power  would  really  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Executive  alone. 
I  presume  that,  constitutionally,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  bound  to 
accept  the  advice  of  the  Executive.  We 
are,  therefore,  about  to  give  to  an  Irish 
Ministry,  which  is  at  least  untried,  the 
power,  if  they  think  fit,  to  declare  any 
part  of  Ireland  in  a  state  of  rebellion, 
suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and 
arrest  anyone  they  think  proper.  If  this 
power  does  not  exist  in  Great  Britain, 
why  should  it  exist  in  Ireland  ? 
[^Nationalist  cheersJ]  I  know  what  that 
interruption  means.  But  an  Irish  inde- 
pendent Parliament  passed  the  Act  in 
1781. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  It 
was  not  till  1782  that  it  became  inde- 
pendent. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  :  It  was  passed  by 
the  Irish  Parliament.  It  was  not  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  that 
passed  it.  I  say  it  would  be  a  dangerous 
thing  to  place  this  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  Irish  Executive.  If  it  is  necessary 
to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  the 
Irish  Parliament  will  still  have  the  power 
to  suspend  it  by  legislation.  I  do  not 
object  to  its  suspension,  if  good  cause  be 
shown  ;  but  I  do  most  strongly  object  to 
giving  to  any  Executive  whatever  the 
power  to  suspend  it.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Clause  (Repeal  of  s.  16  of  21  &  22 
Geo.  3,  c.  11  (Irish  Parliament,) — (^Sir 
H,  James,) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 

think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite 

wrong  in  his  Constitutional  Law.     He 

says  that  this  Act  can  only  be  put  in 
force  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  the 
advice  of  the*  Irish  Executive.  Will 
that  be  so  ?  Clearly  not ;  because,  at 
the  time  the  Act  was  passed,  the  Irish 
Executive  was  not  in  existence,  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  can  only  have  been 
advised  in  reference  to  it  by  the  Imperial 
Executive.  At  the  time  the  Act  was 
passed  the  Imperial  Executive  alone 
advised   the  Lord   Lieutenant.     Is   not 
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amazing  that  be  was  bound  to  interfere. 
Tbetright  bon.  Gentleman  (Sir  H.  James), 
who  was  twice  Attorney  General  for 
England,  was  so  amazingly  ignorant  of 
the  most  ordinary  facts  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stitutional Law  that  be  told  them  with  a 
flourish  of  trumpets  that  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  was  passed  by  an  independent 
Irish  Parliament.  The  independent  Irbh 
Parliament  came  into  existence  in  1782, 
and  the  Irish  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was 
passed  in  1781.  The  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  was  passed  in  England  in  1679,  and 
from  1679  till  1781  he  believed  there 
was  not  a  single  Session  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  in  which  the  Irish  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  was  not  proposed  and 
negatived  by  the  English  Privy  Council. 
In  1774  a  Habeas  Corpus  Act  precisely 
similar  to  the  English  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  was  passed  by  the  Irish  Parliament, 
and  sent  over  to  the  English  Parliament, 
and  it  appeared  from  the  letter  sent  with 
it  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  it  was  at 
that  time  regarded  as  a  solecism  in 
politics  to  make  the  Constitution  of  a 
Colony  the  same  as  that  of  the  Mother 
Country.  The  following  words  also  ap- 
peared in  the  letter  as  showing  the 
attitude  towards  tlie  Catholics  at  the 
time : — 

"  The  Catholics  must  be  either  admitted  to 
the  protection  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  or  ex- 
cluiled." 

At  length  in  1781,  when  the  Irish  Par- 
liament was  still  a  dependent  Parliament, 
the  Irish  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  passed, 
but  the  English  Privy  Council  put  into 
it  this  clause  which  was  now  being 
referred  to.  It  was  the  work  of  the 
English  Privy  Council,  and  was  simply 
put  into  the  Act — as  many  such  clauses 
were  inserted  in  Bills — as  an  insult  to  the 
Irish  Parliament.  Once  the  Statute 
came  back  to  Ireland  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment had  to  take  it  or  leave  it.  The 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  as  it  was  passed  in 
England  was  nothing  else  than  an  ex- 
position of  the  Common  Law.  If  there 
was  rebellion  or  invasion  in  the  country, 
whether  that  Act  existed  or  not,  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  worth  its  salt 
which  did  not  put  down  rebellion.  Re- 
bellion or  treason  or  invasion  were  Im- 
perial matters;  and,  therefore,  under  Home 
Rule  the  Irish  Parliament  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  this  clause.  It  was 
not  often  that  he  spoke  well  or  kindly 
of   the  Irish  Judges,    though    perhaps 
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sometimes  he  might  feel  kindly  towards 
some  of  them  ;  but  in  1798  the  Irish 
Judges  withstood  that  Act.  It  was  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Wolfe  Tone,  to  whom 
when  he  was  arrested  the  Irish  Judges 
granted  the  benefit  of  Habeas  Corpus  in 
spite  of  the  Act.  He  could  not  con- 
gratulate the  Opposition  on  having 
brought  to  their  aid  from  the  dark  re- 
cesses of  history  a  record  of  the  iniquity 
of  a  past  time. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry^  said,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  was  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member^s  fiery  oration. 
The  hon.  Member  had  delivered  a  lecture 
on  Irish  Constitutioual  history,  but  what 
that  had  to  do  with  the  present  serious 
question  he  failed  to  understand.  This 
House  was  not  a  school  for  the  enlighten- 
ment of  hon.  Members  at  the  hands  of 
learned  Professors,  but  a  Legislative 
As:«embly.  He  failed  to  see  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  was  in  error,  because 
he  gave  the  date  of  the  Act,  and  the  date 
or  coming  into  existence  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  which  were  exactly  the  same 
as  the  years  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  sat  down. 
Until  this  Act  of  Parliament  was  first 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bury,  he,  for  one,  was  wholly  unaware  of 
it.  Now  he  did  know  of  it  he  was  very 
much  afraid  of  it,  for  it  gave  power  by  a 
stroke  of  the  pen  to  suspend  the  liberties 
of  every  person  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  said  that 
it  would  be  a  question  for  a  jury  as  to 
whether  an  arrest  under  the  Act  in  ques- 
tion was  legal  or  not ;  but  neither  of  the 
Law  Oifieers  on  the  Ministerial  Bench 
had  risen  to  corroborate  the  views  of  the 
hon.Member  for  Louth ;  and  when  the  Act 
was  looked  at,  it  was  clear  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council  had  an 
absolute  discretion  vested  in  them  to  see 
whether  there  existed  a  state  of  rebellion 
or  invasion.  It  was  equally  clear  that, 
as  the  Bill  now  stood,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant would  be  bound,  in  this  matter, 
to  act  upon  the  advice  of  his  Irish 
Ministers.  This  could  not  possibly  be 
an  Imperial  matter.  They  had  here  an 
Act  which,  although  it  had  never  been 
used,  the  Irish  Members  were  pressing 
hard  to  retain.  They  clung  to  it.  They 
held  on  to  every  one  of  such  weaponi. 
Therefore,  while  the  Irish  Unionists  still 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  themselves 
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heard,  they  emphatically  expressed  the 
opinion  that  this  was  a  weapon  which 
should  not  be  intrusted  to  the  hands  of 
an  Irish  Executire.  In  his  view  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  lion.  Friend  was 
well  founded  and  ought  to  be  accepted  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.   sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 
must     submit     that     this     Amendment 
limited    the   Imperial  power  in  Ireland. 
It   related   to   a    matter    of    Executive 
power — namely,  the    authority    of    the 
Chief  Governor  of  Ireland  by  Proclama- 
tion to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
in  cases  of  invt^sion  or  rebellion.     It  was 
evident   that  when  the  Queen  delegated 
the  prerogative  in  Executive  matters  to 
the   Lord  Lieutenant  of  .Ireland,  there 
would  be  a  distinction  between  Executive 
action  arising  out  of  Imperial  questions 
and  Executive  action  in  the  sense  of  the 
second  clause,  dealing  with  matters  ex- 
clusively relating   to   Ireland    or    some 
part  thereof.       In   the   latter   case   the 
Executive  authority  would  be  exercised 
on  the  advice  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Irish   Privy    Council,   but   in   all   other 
matters  it  was  clear  that  the  delegation 
to   the   Lord  Lieutenant  would  instruct 
him    to   act   upon  the   Imperial  advice. 
Invasion  was  not  a  matter  exclusively 
relating    to     "  Ireland     or    some     part 
thereof,"  nor  was  rebellion,  because  the 
effect  of  it  might  be  to  separate  Ireland 
from  the  Imperial  Crown,  and,  therefore, 
rebellion   and   invasion   were  so  clearly 
Imperial   matters    that    any   Executive 
power  delegated  by  the  Queen   to   the 
Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  exercised  upon 
the    Imperial    advice,    notwithstanding 
the   Statute  of  1781.       If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
carried,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  that  in 
the  case  of  invasion  or  rebellion  the  pre- 
rogative   would  have  disappeared,   and 
the   Lord   Lieutenant   would   no  longer 
have  the  power  to  suspend  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  by  Proclamation.    Instead  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  being  able  to  sus- 
pend    the    Habeas     Corpus     Act     on 
Imperial  advice    by   Proclamation,   the 
Imperial  power  to  that  extent  would  be 
Hmited  in  Ireland,  and  it  would  not  be 
possible    to    deal   with   the   subject   of 
Habeas  Corpus  otherwise  than   by  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armagh, 
Mid)  thought  the  House  did  not  realise 
what  was  the  meaning  of  this  extraordi- 


nary  section,  which  certainly  surprised 
those  who  found  it  still  on  the  Statute 
Book.     It  was  to  be  found  in  the  last 
edition   of    the  Revised    Statutes — the 
edition  of  1885.     No  such  power  as  that 
given  by  the   section   existed  in  Great 
Britain,  or  would  be  tolerated  in  Great 
Britain,  and   no   such   power   had  been 
exercised  ;  but  they  now  knew  from  the 
attitude    of    hon.    Members   that    they 
wished  to   keep   the  power.     The  hon. 
Member  for   North   Kerry   had,    in  his 
opinion,  shown  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
pealed.     Mr.    G rattan    was    called    to 
Order  in  the  Debate  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment for  (protesting  against  the  section. 
The  hon.  Member  said  the  tables  were 
turned  ;    yes,   and    men   who    formerly 
shouted  for  liberty  were  now  shouting 
for  coercion.     Let  not  the  Government 
say  that  this  Statute  bad  been  repealed 
by  implication.     If  it  had  been  repealed, 
let  the  Government  point  out  when  and 
where.     He  appealed  to  the  Government 
that  an  enactment  which  their  own  sup- 
porters said  was  an  iniquity  should  not 
be   allowed   to   remain    on    the   Statute 
Book. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  con- 
sidered the  House  was  entitled  to  some 
answer  from  the  Government  as  to  whe- 
ther this  Act  was  obsolete  or  not. 
Surely,  if  this  Act  was  repealed  it  was 
right  it  should  be  distinctly  stated.  At 
any  rate,  they  were  entitled  to  know 
whether  such  an  iniquitous  Act  was  to 
remain  in  force  or  not. 

•The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sh- 
J.  RiGBt,  Forfar)  :  I  think,  on  the  whole 
question  of  habeas  corpus,  there  exists 
considerable  misapprehension.  In  Ireland 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  does  not  depend 
on  the  Irish  Act  in  question  alone  ;  it 
depends,  in  a  much  wider  degree,  on  the 
Imperial  Statute  of  1816,  which  pre- 
serves in  all  cases — at  any  rate,  that  are 
not  of  a  criminal  or  of  a  supposed 
criminal  nature — the  absolute  rights  of 
all  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty.  True  it  is  that  this  par- 
ticular Act  of  1781  corresponds  to  a  great 
extent  with  our  earlier  Act  of  Charles  II., 
passed  in  the  31st  year  of  that  King.  It 
deals  with  criminal  matters,  and,  among 
other  things,  the  important  criminal 
matters  of  rebellion  and  the  state  of 
things  arising  in  the  case  of  an  invasion. 
Now,  as  regards  the  case  of  rebellion 
or  the  case  of  invasion  it  may  be  quite 
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right  and  proper  that  there  should  be 
prompt  means  of  dealing  with  such  a 
state  of  things  as  might  probably  arise 
when  there  is  a  rebellion  and  when  there 
is  an  invasion.  A  rebellion  breaks  out 
suddenly ;  invasion  comes  when  you 
least  expect  it,  and  in  these  cases  it  may 
be  desirable  to  act  at  once.  At  any  rate, 
the  retention  of  that  Act  of  1781  would 
leave  to  its  full  operation  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  of  1816,  which  is  by  far  the 
most  important  of  this  series  of  Acts,  and 
would  not  allow  such  an  interference  as 
is  supposed  with  the  case  of  the  ordinary 
subject.  The  latter  part  of  the  clause, 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
did  not  read  to  the  House,  goes  on  to 
say — 

"  No  Judge  shall  admit  to  bail  or  try  persons 
who  are  suspected  of  being  concerned  or  are 
charged  with  being  concern^  in  such  invasion 
or  rebellion,** 

so  that  this  Amendment  is  put  forward 
on  behalf  of  persons  who  are  charged 
with  rebellion  and  invasion  and  nothing 
else.  Of  course,  I  know  the  charge  may 
afterwards  be  disproved,  but  it  is  only 
when  a  man  is  charged  with  rebellion  or 
invasion  that  any  harm  can  arise  from 
this  provision  in  the  Act  of  1781.  It 
does  appear  to  me  that  when  the  ordinary 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  have  the  full 
protection  of  the  Act  of  1816,  referring 
to  all  civil  cases,  the  ordinary  liberty  of 
the  subject  being  expressly  reserved  by 
that,  there  can  be  no  hardship  at  all  in 
leaving  on  the  Statute  Book  a  clause 
which  simply  deals  with  rebellion  and 
invasion. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  must  say  that  I  can  understand  the 
hesitation  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  If 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General — for  whose  great  learning  and 
ability  he  knows  I  have  the 
greatest  admiration — ^had  no  other 
case  than  that  he  put  before  the  House 
as  a  justification  for  the  retention  on  the 
Statute  Book  of  this  section,  I  am  not 
surprised  that  there  was  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  allowing  that 
case  to  be  put  forward.  There  is 
much  more  importance  in  this  matter 
than  appears  in  the  mere  form  of  the 
question  or  discussion  as  it  is  treated 
on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Aye  or  no,  do 
they  say  that  this  Statute  is  repealed  ? 
Is  it  repealed  by  implication  or  not  ?  Is 
it  repealed  expressly  or  not  ?     Neither 
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of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  will  say 
it  is  repealed  expressly.  If  they  do, 
there  would  be  an  end  of  the  discussion. 
They  have  not  been  able  to  say  it  is  re- 
pealed by  implication;  and  if  it  had  been 
it  would  be  the  strongest  argument  in 
favour  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James),  because  a  repeal  of 
this  kind  of  Statute  by  implication  is 
what  the  Courts  disapprove  of 
and  what  the  Judges  will  say  ought 
not  to  take  place.  I  now  come  to  a  part 
of  the  Solicitor  General's  argument  which 
strikes  me  as  being  most  deplorable.  He 
says  the  Act  is  of  no  account.  Why  ? 
Because  he  says  that  the  protection  of 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  is  much  better 
safeguarded  by  the  Act  of  1816 — which 
for  this  purpose  I  will  assume,  of  course, 
to  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  Great 
Britain — than  it  is  by  the  Act  we  are 
now  asked  to  deal  with.  Does  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  suggest,  having  read 
the  Act  of  1816,  that  that  Act  either 
touched  the  present  subject-matter,  or 
purported  to  touch  it  ?  What  happened 
is  this  :  The  Act  of  1816  was  passed  for 
the  simple  reason  which  no  lawyer  will 
dispute  when  I  have  stated  the  point. 
Habeas  corpus  with  regard  to  criminal 
proceedings  was  not  touched;  but  it  being 
found  there  was  delay  in  the  matter  <^ 
issuing  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in 
civil  proceedings,  it  was  suggested  that, 
notwithstanding  the  Vacation  and  the 
fact  that  the  Courts  were  not  sitting,  the 
Judges  should  be  ordered  peremptorily 
and  immediately  to  issue  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  in  civil  proceedings,  and  I  say, 
subject  to  correction  from  either  of  my 
learned  Friends,  that  the  Act  of  1816 
does  not  touch  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Act  of  1781. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  distinctly 
stated  that  the  Act  of  1781  dealt  with 
criminal  matters,  whilst  the  other  Act 
applied  to  civil  cases,  and  he  then  went 
on  to  point  out  that  the  only  people  who 
could  be  affected  by  the  existing  clause 
would  be  those  who  were  charged  i^nth 
rebellion,  or  with  being  concerned  in  re- 
bellion or  invasion. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  may  not  have 
expressed  myself  as  clearly  as  I  wished : 
but  accepting  the  lucid  explanation  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  what  was  the 
object  of  referring  to  the  Act  of  1816  u 
affording  protection  to  persons  in  respect 
of  the  Habeas  Corpas  Act  ?     I  anaer- 
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stood    his    argument    was   this :    '^  You 
need     not    mind     about    this    obsolete 
Statute   standing  in  the  Statute  Book  ; 
there    is  no  reason  why   it  should   not, 
because    lojal  subjects   in  Ireland  have 
ample  protection  under  the  Act  of  1816.'* 
If  that  argument   had  been  sound,    we 
might  have  had  a  case   to  meet.      We 
have,  at  an j  rate,  elicited  this  :  that  from 
the    point  of  view  of  the  discussion  in 
which  we  are  engaged,  the  Act  of  1816 
may  be  put  out  of  the  question.     It  does 
not  touch  the  case  of  persons  who  would 
be  charged  with  quasi'Cnmin&l  offences, 
or  criminal    offences  under  the   Act   of 
1781.     I  dismiss  the  Act  of  1816  and 
the  case  made  bj  the  learned  Solicitor 
General  by  saying   it    was   frankly  ad- 
mitted it  was  applied  and  limited  to  civil 
proceedings.     That  being  so,  we   come 
now  to  the  terms  of  the  Act  itself,  and  I 
again  ask  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
what  justification  they  have  got  for  re- 
taining this  particular  section  ?     That  is 
the  case  we  have  got  to  consider.     We 
have    not    got    to    consider    the    legal 
argument    as     to    whether    there    may 
be     some     loophole     out     of     it.     The 
Solicitor     General     said     that     a     man 
might   be   charged,  but  that  afterwards 
the   charge   might   be   disproved.     Yes, 
but  the  mischief  is  done.     The  unfortu- 
nate  man   has   been   kept    in   prison   a 
fortnight  or  a  month,  or  a  much  longer 
time,  because  he  cannot  get  six  Members 
of  the  Privy  Council  to  direct  a  Judge 
to  bail  him.     The  answer  the  Solicitor 
General  has  given — namely,  that   upon 
the   facts   and   merits   there   may   be  a 
defence,  shows  the  abuse  the  section  may 
be  put  to  in  the  hands  of  persons  who 
were  determined  to   use  it,   not   for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  cases  of  invasion 
or  rebellion,  properly  so  called,  but   in 
other  cases   in   which  it  might   be  em- 
ployed.     The   hon.  Member   for   Kerry 
raised  a  point  which  I  do  not  think  the 
Members   of   the    Government   will    be 
prepared   to  endorse.     He  said,  for  the 
purposes   of  this   section,   rebellion   and 
invasion  must  be  Imperial  matters,  and 
that  there  is  amply  sufficient  protection 
un.ler  Clause  5  of  the  Bill,  as  it  is  now 
proposed  ;  therefore,  we  need  not  discuss 
the  matter  further  at  all.     But  I  cannot 
altogether  assent    to  the  view  that   re- 
hellion,  in  the  sense  in  which  it  would  be 
understood  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  would  necessarily  be  an  Im- 
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perial  matter.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  this  kind  of  enactment  would  be 
made  use  of  in  times  of  excitement, 
when  men^s  judgments  would  not,  per- 
haps, be  so  calm  and  clear  as  the  judgment 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  when  he  made 
the  best  defence  he  could  make  for  the 
Government  on  the  present  Amendment. 
But  I  want  to  know,  when  we  come  to 
look  at  the  real  merits  of  this  clause, 
does  the  Prime  Minister  think  that  if  his 
view  of  the  future  of  Ireland  is  right 
there  could  be  the  slightest  possible 
justification  for  enacting  such  a  clause  as 
this  ?  And  I  want  to  know  if  this 
clause  is  now  being  insisted  upon«  how  is 
it  they  do  not  propose,  either  by  some 
Act,  or  even  in  this  Act,  that  this  clause 
should  be  extended  to  the  United  King- 
dom ?  for  I  must  say  I  fail  to  observe 
why  this  particular  engine— obsolete,  it  is 
admitted,  and  not  used  for  90  years — is 
to  be  kept  in  store  for  the  possible  claims 
of  the  Irish  Executive  and  the  Irish 
Privy  Council.  There  must  be  a  grave 
question  if  this  Act  passes  as  to  who  are 
the  Chief  Governors  or  Governors  for  the 
time  being  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney)  absolutely  dis- 
posed of  the  suggestion  that  "  Kingdom  " 
did  not  mean  Irelp.nd.  It  is  perfectly 
plain  in  that  section  that  ''Kingdom'^  does 
there  mean  Ireland.  I  want  to  know 
what  "  Privy  Council "  means  ?  I  submit 
it  is  open  to  doubt ;  and  if  there  is  any 
doubt  it  is  sufficient  for  our  purpose,  and 
this  matter  ought  to  be  placed  beyond 
the  shadow  of  a  doubt.  I  rely  upon  the 
latter  part  of  the  section  as  showing  the 
paramount  necessity  for  a  repeal  of  this 
enactment.  Granted  that  the  question 
of  invasion  may  possibly  be  a  matter 
which  must  be  so  pronounced  that  it 
must  be  taken  as  an  Imperial  matter  ;  it 
is  not  merely  on  the  proclamation  of 
rebellion,  but  after  that  event  has  taken 
place  that — 

"  No  Judge  or  Justice  of  the  Peace  shall  bail 
or  try  any  person  or  persons  charged  with  being 
concerned  in  such  invasion  or  rel^llion,  without 
the  Order  of  the  Jtord  Lieutenant  or  Deputy 
or  Privy  Council  of  this  Kingdom." 

Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  have 
not  been  slow  to  indicate  what  might  be 
done  in  certain  circumstances  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Loyalists  of  Ulster,  and  I  am 
quite  unable  to  understand  why  this 
obsolete  weapon  is  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Government  to  be  em- 
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he  has  favoured  the  House  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  argument  is  that  rebellion  and 
invasion  are  Imperial  matters,  and  that, 
because  thej  are  Imperial  matters,  thej 
are  outside  the  purview  of  the  Irish 
Government. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  Irish  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  We  are  not 
now  dealing  with  the  Legislature.     We 
are  dealing  with  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment.    For  that  reason  it  is  argued  that 
the  power  of  putting  this  anomalous  and 
antiquated  Act  in  force  would  rest  with 
the   British,   as  distinguished  from    the 
Irish,  Government.     Is  there  any   proof 
of  that  ?     We  profess  to  be  passing  an 
Act   for    the    peace,    order,    and   good 
government  of  Ireland  ;  but  apparently 
those  who  are  to  be  responsible  for  the 
peace,     order,    and     good     government 
of  Ireland  are  not  to  be  responsible  for 
rebellion.     They  are  to  have  nothing  to 
do   with   it ;     they   must   not    legislate 
about  it;  they  must  not  deal  with  it,  either 
in  their  Legislative  or  Executive  capacity. 
But  let  me  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  that   his  argument   goes   further 
than   probably  he  supposes;  for  if  what 
he  says  be  true,  in   the  case  of  a  rising 
in   Ulster  the   Irish   Legislature   would 
have     nothing     whatever    to    do    with 
suspending  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act. 
Mr.  sexton  :  Criminal  procedure. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  criminal 
procedure   with  regard  to   an   Imperial 
matter  is,  according  to  the  hon.  Member, 
outside  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture. It  is  difficult  enough  to  distinguish 
between  Imperial  affairs  and  purely  Irish 
affairs  ;  but  if  you  are  going  to  give  to 
an  Irish  Executive  the  responsibility  of 
looking  after  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government   of  Ireland,  and   if  you  are 
not  going  to  include  within  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland 
the  power  to  deal  with  rebellion,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  power  you  do  leave 
them  ?     I  pass  with  pleasure  from  the 
argimients  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
to  deal  with  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  I  have  had  reason  upon  previous 
occasions    rather   to    complain   of    that 
learned  Gentleman  for  dealing  with  ques- 
tions, and  which  I  thought  broad  political 
matters,   in   the    spirit    of    the   learned 
lawyer,  raising  mere  technical  objections, 
when  he  might  have  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tions in    the  broad  spirit  of  the  states- 
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man.     But  the   present  speech  is  quite 
diff*erent.     There  were  no  petty  techni- 
calities about  it.     There  were  no  small 
legal  objections  taken  to  our  suggestion 
that  we  should  abolish  this  Irish  Act  of 
1781.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenun 
approached  the  question  as  a  statesman 
and    a    politician.       He    said — "  Don't 
abolish  the  Act.     It  is  a  good  Act;  I 
like  it :  keep  it  on  the  Statute  Book.** 
I   suppose   the  learned   Gentleman  will 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  this  admirable 
Act   to    England   and    Scotland.      The 
learned   Gentleman  likes   it.      It  deals 
only    with   traitors   and   rebels.      What 
mercy  docs  the  law  allow  to  traitors  and 
rebels  ?     None.     We  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  talk  of  the  liberties  and  rights 
of   the   subject,  but   the    man    who    is 
charged  with  rebellion  and  abetting  in- 
vasion   is   outside   the   pale   of  English 
liberty  and   law,  and  must  be  treated  as 
the  most  arbitrary  Foreign  Government 
treats  the  least  loyal  of  its  subject  popu- 
lation.    That  may  be  very  good  policy, 
but  I  am  surprised  to  hear  it  from  the 
mouth    of    a    gentleman    of     approved 
Radical  convictions.     I  am  surprised  to 
hear  it  from  the  mouth   of  one  of  the 
spokesmen   of   an   anti-Coercionist   Go- 
vernment, and   I  should   like  to   know, 
does  the  Prime  Minister  share  the  enthu- 
siasm   which   burns   and   glows   in  the 
generous  frame  of  the  Solicitor  General  ? 
I  suppose  the  Government  are  going  to 
adhere  to  the  absurd  position  they  have 
taken  up.     The  only  conjecture  which  I 
can  throw  out  to  the  House  as  giving 
even   a   plausible   explanation   of    their 
astonishing  conduct  is  that  this  Act  was 
passed  when  Ireland  had  an  independent 
Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  was  passed, 
at  all  events,  before  the  Union.  It  was 
passed  when  there  was  a  Legislative 
Assembly  sitting  in  College  Green,  and 
when,  therefore,  some  few  of  the  bless- 
ings which,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hopes  to  confer  on  Ireland  by  this  Bill 
were  enjoyed  by  that  unhappy  country. 
Though  the  Act  was  not  passed  by 
Grattan^s  Parliament,  I  am  not  awire 
that  G  rattan *s  Parliament  showed  any 
special  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  They  did. 
Mr.  a.  J.   BALFOUR  :  Well,  they 
did  not  repeal  it.      The  Act  has  nerer 
been  put  into  operation  since  the  Union ; 
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and,  therefore,  I  am  driven  to  the  sup- 
position that  the  application  of  this  Act 
is  one  of  the  grievances  and  injustices 
which  the   Union   inflicted    on  Ireland, 
and    which   the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
desires  to   restore.      For  93   years  Ire- 
land has  been  deprived  of  the  blessing  of 
having    her   Habeas    Corpus    Act   sus- 
pended  at   the    will   of   the   Executive 
Government.     Let  that  state  of  things 
come    to    an  end,   and    let    us    restore 
the    happj   condition    of   affairs    before 
1800.     Let  us  give  the  Irish  a  Parlia- 
ment to  sit  in  College  Green,  and  then 
these  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way can  exercise  in  Ireland,  or  advise 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  exer- 
cise, powers  which  we  in  England  would 
no  more  give  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment than  we  would  abolish  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  itself.      I  think  the  Govern- 
ment must  feel  that  the  course  they  have 
pursued  was  the   strongest  commentary 
upon  the  limitations  put  upon  the  Irish 
Parliament.      They    have   always    com- 
plained of  us  for  thinking  it  possible  that 
the  powers  granted  to  Ireland  might  be 
abused.      The  Prime  Minister  has  never 
been    weary   of   informing   us   that    we 
credit  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way with  a  double  dose  of  original  sin. 
Well,  even  take  the  other  theory — what 
has  been  called  the  angelic  theory — is  it 
too  much  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  is  willing  to  give  them  a  power 
which  he  would  not  dare  to  ask  for  him- 
self, or  for  the  Executive  authority,  in 
this  country  ;  to  give  to  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive the  right  at  any   moment  on  their 
own  judgment  and  on  their  own  inter- 
pretation   of   the   facts   of   the   case,  to 
deprive    every    single    subject    of    Her 
Majesty  in  Ireland  of  that  which  we  all 
believe   to  be  the   most   precious  birth- 
right of  Englishmen  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
sorry  that  I  was  precluded  from  following 
the  late  Attorney  General,  because  after 
hearing  the  speeches  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kerry  and  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
I  had  arrived  at  the  point  of  view  that 
there  was  no  occasion  to  make  this  a 
matter  of  division  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
the  remarks  he  has  made  has  done  nothing 
but  try  to  throw  difficulties  in  our  way. 
He    has    done   nothing   but  follow   the 


course   usual    with  those  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House — I  do  not  in- 
clude the  late  Attorney  General,  whose 
whole  argument  was  such  as  might  pro- 
perly be  addressed  to    the   House — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  cast  into  the 
Debate  every  provocative  and  exasper- 
ating  element.     I  admit  no   syllable  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
about  the  position  of   the   Government, 
and  much  less  the  extravagant  and  mis- 
representing account  he  has  given  of  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  General.     I  cast  out  of  this  dis- 
cussion all  considerations   of   an   angry 
and    controversial   character    which   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  his  best 
to  introduce  into  it  for  the  purpose  of 
poisoning  the  Debate.     I  have  done  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  mean  to 
address  myself  to  the  question,  and  there- 
fore  not   the   question   as   it   has    been 
treated   by   the   right   hon.    Gentleman. 
To  him  it  will  seem  strange  and  incre- 
dible, but  it  is  nevertheless  a  fact,  that 
the  Government  are  anxious,  in  looking 
at  the  second  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury,  to  treat  it  in  the  same  spirit  as  we 
treated  the   first.     The   first   was   more 
easy  to  master  than  the  second,  and  we 
accepted  it,  intercepting  even  the  speech 
the   right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  perhaps  have  been  glad  to  deliver, 
and  we,  of  course,  ready  to  hear.     That 
was  the   spirit  in  which  we  desired  to 
approach    the   second    Amendment.      It 
was  not  easy,  at  any  rate,  for  me,  being 
the   person   greatly  responsible  for  this 
Bill,  and  not  having  the  advantage  of  a 
legal  training  and   knowledge,  to  obtain 
the  clear  view  of  the  law  as  it  stands,  for 
which  I  am  indebted  to  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown.     I  admit  that  there  were 
in  my  mind  two  presumptions  adverse  to 
the    Amendments.      As   to   the   first   I 
thought — Here  is  a  question  on  two  Irish 
Acts  not  easy  to  master  on  its  merits  ; 
are  we,  having  been  led  for  70  odd  days 
through  the  ambages  of  this  Bill,  by  the 
ingenuity   of  the  hon.   Gentlemen   who 
form  the  two  sections  of  the  Opposition, 
to  be  led  into  a  fresh  hopeless  impasse — 
namely,  this  :  that  it  is  our  duty  to  review 
the  Statute   Book  of   Ireland,  and    our 
duty  to  form   an  opinion  upon  the  pro- 
visions found  in  that  Statute  Book,  and 
our  duty  to  repeal  in  this  Act  everything 
we  are  not  prepared  on  principle  to  de- 
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he  has  favoured  the  House  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  argument  is  that  rehellion  and 
invasion  are  Imperial  matters,  and  that, 
because  they  are  Imperial  matters,  they 
are  outside  the  purview  of  the  Irish 
Government. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  Irish  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  We  are  not 
now  dealing  with  the  Legislature.     We 
are  dealing  with  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment.    For  that  reason  it  is  argued  that 
the  power  of  putting  this  anomalous  and 
antiquated  Act  in  force  would  rest  with 
the   British,   as  distinguished  from    the 
Irish,  Government.     Is  there  any  proof 
of  that  ?     We  profess  to  be  passing  an 
Act   for    the    peace,    order,    and    good 
government  of  Ireland  ;  but  apparently 
those  who  are  to  bo  responsible  for  the 
peace,     order,    and     good     government 
of  Ireland  are  not  to  be  responsible  for 
rebellion.     They  are  to  have  nothing  to 
do   with   it ;     they   must   not    legislate 
about  it;  they  must  not  deal  with  it,  either 
in  their  Legislative  or  Executive  capacity. 
But  let  me  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  that   his  argument  goes   further 
than  probably  he  supposes;  for  if  what 
he  says  be  true,  in   the  case  of  a  rising 
in    Ulster  the   Irish   Legislature   would 
have     nothing     whatever    to    do    with 
suspending  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act. 
Mr.  sexton  :  Criminal  procedure. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  criminal 
procedure   with  regard  to   an   Imperial 
matter  is,  according  to  the  hon.  Member, 
outside  the  power  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture. It  is  difficult  enough  to  distinguish 
between  Imperial  affairs  and  purely  Irish 
affairs  ;  but  if  you  are  going  to  give  to 
an  Irish  Executive  the  responsibility  of 
looking  after  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government   of  Ireland,  and   if  you  are 
not  going  to  include  within  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland 
the  power  to  deal  with  rebellion,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  power  you  do  leave 
them  ?     I  pass  with  pleasure  from  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
to  deal  with  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  I  have  had  reason  upon  previous 
occasions    rather   to    complain   of    that 
learned  Gentleman  for  dealing  with  ques- 
tions, and  which  I  thought  broad  political 
matters,   in   the    spirit    of    the   learned 
lawyer,  raising  mere  technical  objections, 
when  he  might  have  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tions in   the  broad  spirit  of  the  states- 
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man.  But  the  present  speech  is  quite 
different.  There  were  no  petty  techni- 
calities about  it.  There  were  no  smuU 
legal  objections  taken  to  our  suggestion 
that  we  should  abolish  this  Irish  Act  of 
1781.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
approached  the  question  as  a  statesman 
and  a  politician.  He  said — "  Don't 
abolish  the  Act.  It  is  a  good  Act;  I 
like  it :  keep  it  on  the  Statute  Book.^ 
I  suppose  the  learned  Gentleman  will 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  this  admirable 
Act  to  England  and  Scotland.  The 
learned  Gentleman  likes  it.  It  deals 
only  with  traitors  and  rebels.  What 
mercy  does  the  law  allow  to  traitors  and 
rebels  ?  None.  We  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  talk  of  the  liberties  and  rights 
of  the  subject,  but  the  man  who  is 
charged  with  rebellion  and  abetting  in- 
vasion is  outside  the  pale  of  English 
liberty  and  law,  and  must  be  treated  as 
the  most  arbitrary  Foreign  Government 
treats  the  least  loyal  of  its  subject  popu- 
lation. That  may  be  very  good  policy, 
but  I  am  surprised  to  hear  it  from  the 
mouth  of  a  gentleman  of  approved 
Radical  convictions.  I  am  surprised  to 
hear  it  from  the  mouth  of  one  of  the 
spokesmen  of  an  anti-Coercionist  Go- 
vernment, and  I  should  like  to  know, 
does  the  Prime  Minister  share  the  enthu- 
siasm which  burns  and  glows  in  the 
generous  frame  of  the  Solicitor  General  ? 
I  suppose  the  Government  are  going  to 
adhere  to  the  absurd  position  they  have 
taken  up.  The  only  conjecture  which  I 
can  throw  out  to  the  House  as  giving 
even  a  plausible  explanation  of  their 
astonishing  conduct  is  that  this  Act  was 
passed  when  Ireland  had  an  independent 
Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  was  passed, 
at  all  events,  before  the  Union.  It  was 
passed  when  there  was  a  Legislative 
Assembly  sitting  in  College  Green,  and 
when,  therefore,  some  few  of  the  bless- 
ings which,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hopes  to  confer  on  Ireland  by  this  Bill 
were  enjoyed  by  that  unhappy  coontrr. 
Though  the  Act  was  not  passed  by 
Grattan^s  Parliament,  I  am  not  awtire 
that  Grattan^s  Parliament  showed  any 
special  objection  to  it. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  They  did. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  they 
did  not  repeal  it.  The  Act  has  never 
been  put  into  operation  since  the  Union ; 
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and,  therefore,  I  am  driven  to  the  sup- 
positiOD  that  the  application  of  this  Act 
is  one  of  the  grievances  and  injustices 
irhich  the  Union  inflicted  on  Ireland, 
and  which  the  right  hon.  Geutleraau 
desires  to  restore.  For  93  years  Ire- 
land has  been  deprived  of  the  blessing'  of 
having  her  Habeas  Corpus  Act  sus- 
j>ended  at  the  will  of  the  Executive 
Government.  Let  that  state  of  things 
come  to  an  end,  and  let  us  restore 
the  happy  condition  of  affairs  before 
1800,  Let  UB  give  the  Irish  a  Parlia- 
ment to  sit  in  College  Green,  anil  then 
these  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way can  exercise  in  Ireland,  or  advise  ' 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  exer- 
cise, powers  which  we  in  England  would 
DO  more  give  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment than  we  would  abolish  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  itself.  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment must  feel  that  the  course  they  have 
pursued  was  the  strongest  commentarv 
upon  the  limitations  put  upon  the  Irish 
Parliament.  They  have  always  com- 
plained of  us  for  thinking  it  possible  thai 
the  powers  granted  to  Ireland  might  be 
abused.  The  Prime  Minister  has  never 
been  weary  of  informing  us  that  we 
credit  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way with  a  double  dose  of  original  sin. 
Well,  even  take  the  oiher  theory — what 
h&e  been  called  the  angelic  theory — is  it 
too  much  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  is  willing  to  give  them  a  power 
which  he  woul<l  not  dare  to  ask  for  him- 
self, or  for  the  Executive  authority,  in 
this  country  ;  to  give  to  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive the  right  at  any  moment  on  their 
own  judgment  and  on  their  own  iuter- 
pretHtion  of  the  facta  of  the  case,  to 
deprive  every  single  subject  of  Her 
Majesty  in  Ireland  of  that  which  we  all 
believe  to  be  the  most  precious  birth- 
right of  Eaglishmeu  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am 
sorry  that  I  was  precluded  from  following 
tlie  late  Attorney  General,  because  after 
hearing  the  speeches  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kerry  and  my  right  lion. 
and  learned  Frieud  the  Attorney  General 
I  had  arrived  at  the  point  of  view  liiat 
there  was  no  occasion  to  make  this  a 
matter  of  division  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
the  remarks  he  has  made  has  done  nothing 
but  try  to  throw  difficulties  in  oiir  way. 
He    has    done   nothiug   but   follow   the 


course  usual  with  those  silii 
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Acts  not  easy  to  master  on  i 
are  we,  having  been  led  for  70 
gh  the  nmbagei  of  this  1 


ngenuity 


of  the  hon.   Ge 


form  the  two  sections  of  the  (. 
to  be  led  into  a  fresh  hopeless 
namely,  this  t  that  it  is  our  dut_> 
the  Statute  Book  of  Ireland" 
duty  to  form  an  opinion  upoi 
visions  found  in  that  Statute 
our  duty  to  repeal  in  this  Act 
we  are  not  prepared  on  princi 
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fend  ?     I  am  not  ashamed  to  saj — and  I 
do  not  think  the  House  will  be  displeased 
to  hear  it — that,  in  my  opinion,  that  was 
an  absurd  proposition  ;  and  I  do  not  want, 
if  I  can  avoid  it,  to  be  led  into  the  defile 
of     a     uew   Thermopylas.      From    day 
to  day  and  week  to  week,  in  the  course 
of   these   discussions,    there   have   been 
raised,  in  the  aggregate,  scores  of  ques- 
tions, always  with  the  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  speaker  that  the  point  he  was 
about  to  raise   was,   perhaps,   the  most 
important    of    all.     It   did    not   signify 
whether    the   point   was   the  size  of   a 
mountain  or  the  size  of  a  mouse.     This 
has   been    the    habitual   and    invariable 
practice.     On  that  ground,  therefore,  I 
had  a  presumption  against  the  Ameud- 
meut.     These   things  come  up  rapidly, 
and  we  have  not  time  for  full  consulta- 
tion on  the  subject ;  but  I  admit  that  I 
had  a  presumption  agaiust  the  Amend- 
ment, and  it  will  be    admitted    it  was 
perhaps  not  unnatural.     I   had  another 
difficulty.     It  was  that  the  Amendment 
touched    on    a    purely    Irish    matter,    a 
matter  which  it  would  be  most  equitable 
and  most  considerate  for  this  Parliament 
to  leave  to  the  Irish  Parliament.     I  do 
not  ask  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to 
accompany  me  in  that  stMement.     Ho  is 
justified    in  looking  at  me  as  I  look  at 
him — under  the  iufiueuceof  an  inveterate 
and  blinding  prejudice.     But  I  had  that 
impression.     It  was  my  first  impression 
that  this  was  a  matter  that  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment.    We  have  shown,  I  hope,  that  we 
intended  to  act  loyally  by   that  Parlia- 
ment.     We    have    debated    the    whole 
subject  of  the  legislative  power  of  that 
Parliament  to  deal  even  with  the  great 
and  solemn  subject  of  the  habeas  corpus. 
But  as  regards  this  question,  applying  all 
your  magnifying  ghisses  to  it,  you  cannot 
extend  it  very  much  beyond   the  dimen- 
sions of  what  is  called  an  animalcule.    It 
was   a  small  afiair.     It  is  a  question  of  a 
particular  provision  existing  on  the  Irish 
Statute   Book,  with    regard    to    which, 
although,  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  has   most  properly 
shown,    it   may  be   beneficially  used  on 
certain  occasions,  vet  it  is  not  defended 
on  its  merits  in  the  sense  of  saying  that 
if  it  did  not  exist,  and  if  it  was  a  question 
of    passing    it,    we    would    be   ready    to 
support  and  defend  it.     It  is  a  matter  of 
some   interest    to   consider  what  is  the 
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history  of  this  Statute.  I  do  not  say  that 
we  know  it  exactly,  but  I  know  this : 
that  during  the  last  half  of  the  last 
century — I  do  not  speak  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin,  who  said  that  I 
knew  nothing  about  Ireland,  so  that  I 
will  beg  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  shut  his 
ears. 

Mr.    COURTNEY  :    I  never   made 
thai  unqualified  statement. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  The  state- 
ment admits  of  little  qualification.    What 
was  the  history  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
during  the  latter  half  of  the  last  century  ? 
No    doubt    it    was   a  Body   subject    to 
enormous  and  almost  enslaving  iufluencef 
largely  tainted,  through  English  influence 
and  through  the  incessant  action  of  the 
English    Executive,    by   pecuniary   cor- 
ruption.    Yet  such  was  the  virtue  of  the 
representative  principle  that  that  Parlia- 
ment was  a  patriotic  Parliament,  and  it 
began  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Lucas,  and  it 
carried  steadily  forward,  according  to  its 
limited  means  of  operation,  a  crusade  of 
liberty,  partly  agaiust  the  influence  of  the 
aristocracy — which      I    admit    had    the 
national  spirit — and,  alH)ve   all,    against 
the  crushing  power  of  what  was  called 
the  Protestant  ascendency,  with  which  I 
by  no  means  identify  the  Irish   aristo- 
cracy of  the  last  century,  and  against  the 
English  Government  which  inspired  and 
sustained    that    Protestant    ascendency. 
Therefore  came  the   long   battle  of  the 
Octennial  Bill.    No  better  instance  could 
be  found  in  any  piece  of  Parliamentary 
history  ofa  gallant  struggle,maintained  and 
won    with    forces     apparently    slender, 
against  an  overwhelming  host  in  oppo- 
sition.     Long   was   the    fight    for    the 
Septennial    Bill.       At    last,    when    the 
English  Government  gave  way,  they  had 
not    the    grace    to    give    way    without 
making  a  change,  so  the  Septennial  Bill, 
in  a  tyrannical  and    narrow  spirit,  was 
changed  into  an    Octennial    BUI.     It  is 
permissible  to  construe  a  later  scries  of 
incidents  by  examining  the  character  of 
a   former  series.     Perhaps  it   cannot  be 
demonstrated,  but  it  is  agreeable  to  all 
analogy,  that   the   Act   for    introducing 
into  Ireland  the  privilege  of  the  hal>eas 
corpus  in  1781,  when  Poyning's  law  was 
still  in  force,  was  due  to  the  same  gallant 
national     spirit     that    had    carried    the 
Octennial  Act.    That  is  how  I  read  Iriish 
history.     But  the  power  in  the  Irish  Act 
is  not  one  I  am  disposed  to  cling  to.     It 
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elector  in  Great  Britain  ?  Would  the 
House  mark  what  would  be  the  voting 
power  which  would  be  exercised  by  the 
Irish  elector  ?  He  would,  in  the  first 
place,  possess  the  same  voting  as  that 
which  the  British  elector  would  possess. 
He  would  record  his  vote  for  a  Member 
ot*  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  in  that 
respect  £ngland  and  Ireland  would  be 
on  equal  terms.  But  what  voting  power 
would  the  Irish  elector  possess  besides  ? 
He  would  have  a  right  to  vote  for  the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  in  some  constitu- 
encies he  would  vote  for  three  Members 
for  the  Irish  Assembly.  He  would, 
therefore,  in  those  constituencies  have 
the  power  of  returning  l-34th  of  the 
whole  Assembly,  and  if  he  had  a  £20 
qualification  he  would  get  another  vote, 
and  would  have  power  to  return  l-48th 
of  the  Legislative  Council.  Consequently 
for  one  qualification  he  would  have 
power  to  give  three  Parliamentary  votes; 
and,  instead  of  being  allowed  to  vote  for 
only  one  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
would  be  allowed  to  vote  for  five  Mem- 
bers. Was  that  equality  ?  On  what 
principle  was  this  voting  power  given 
to  Ireland  and  withheld  from  Great 
Britain  ?  Was  it  on  the  ground 
of  superior  intelligence  ?  That  had 
already  been  met  by  the  proof  of  the 
illiteracy  in  Ireland  and  the  extent  to 
which  it  existed.  Was  it  on  the  ground 
of  superior  loyalty,  or  of  greater  interest 
in  all  that  concerned  this  country  and 
this  Empire  ?  He  knew  of  no  reason  for 
giving  this  superiority  to  Irish  voters 
unless  it  was  the  necessity  of  the  Bill, 
and  because  the  Government  desired  to 
carry  Home  Rule  into  effect.  Well,  if 
they  wished  to  crarry  it  into  effect,  they 
should  do  so  on  .sound  lines.  They  should 
not  do  it  by  creating  anomalies,  and  an 
absurd  superiority  of  one  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  over  another.  A 
great  many  who  thought  on  these  matters 
were  of  opinion  that  the  end  of  attaining 
Home  Rule  did  not  justify  the  means  in 
the  shape  of  putting  such  powers  as  these 
into  the  hands  of  one  body  of  men. 
There  was  no  argument  for  the  inequality, 
unless  it  was  said  that  in  Great  Britain 
the  elector  bad  the  right  of  voting  at 
County  Council  elections.  But  a  County 
Council  was  only  a  Local  Body,  and  he 
assumed  that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
establish  similar  Local  Bodies  in  Ireland 
for  which  the  Irish  elector  would  vote. 


If  he  was  told  that  it  was  necessary  to 
give  this  power  to  the  Irish  elector,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  these  Legislative 
Bodies  were  created,  then  he  maintained 
that  it  demonstrated  the  absurdity  of 
Home  Rule  altogether.  When  they  came 
to  consider  the  Irish  aspect  of  the  case 
he  admitted  that  there  was  more  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  clause ;  but  the  ques- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  proposal  under 
the  £20  qualification  on  Nationalists  and 
Unionists  he  would  leave  to  be  discussed 
by  the  Irish  Members,  who  would, 
naturally,  be  more  qualified  to  speak  on 
the  matter  than  he  was.  It  was  upon 
the  enormous  superiority  which  would  be 
given  to  the  Irish  elector  that  he  desired 
to  take  his  stand.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  keep  three  registers,  or  to  use  three 
columns  in  the  one  register.  The  elector 
would  be  free  to  choose  for  which 
Assembly  he  would  record  his  vote. 

Clause  (Register  of  Electors,) — (^Sir 
H.  Jdmes^) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
said,  he  confessed  that  when  he  saw  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  its  object.  He 
gathered  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  it  was  to  exhibit  the 
absurdity  of  Home  Rule.  Well,  he  had 
no  doubt  that,  from  the  light  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's point  of  view,  that  was  an 
adequate  object  ;  but  it  was  not  an 
adequate  object  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Government.  He  regarded  the 
proposal  as  absurd.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  an  elector  who 
voted  for  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment should  not  vote  for  a  Representa- 
tive at  Westminster.  That  might  be 
extremely  convenient  for  the  Irish 
Unionists,  for  the  Nationalists  would, 
naturally,  vote  for  Members  of  the  Irish 
Assembly  ;  they  would  be  disqualified 
for  voting  for  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  that  would  give  the 
Unionists  the  opportunity  of  electing  all 
the  Irish  Representatives  at  Westminster. 
That  was  hardly  a  proposal  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  could  expect 
the  Government  to  accept.     The  right 
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against  invasiou  in  Ireland  up  to  this 
date  may  be  appropriately  and  with 
safety  removed  coincidently  with  the 
granting  of  self-government  to  Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  next  new 
clause  is  out  of  Order — namely  : — 

Lord  George  Hamilton— Page  2,  after 
Clause  3,  insert  the  following  Clause  :~"  The 
Irish  Legislature  shall  not  have  power  to  pass 
Resolutions,  or  discuss  any  question  affecting 
the  Navy,  Army,  Militia,  Volunteers,  and  any 
other  military  force,  permanent  military 
force,  permanent  military  camps,  magazines, 
arsenals,  dockyards,  and  other  needful  buildings, 
unless  the  assent  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
been  previously  obtained." 

The  new  clause  following  is  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill — namely  : — 

Mr.  Maclure— Page  5,  after  Clause  8,  insert  the 
following  Clause  :— "  In  elections  for  the  Irish 
Legislature,  women  who  possess  the  qualifica- 
tions which  entitle  men  to  vote  shall  be  equally 
entitled  with  men  to  be  registered  and  to 
vote." 

And  the  clause  following  would  be  more 
appropriately  moved  as  an  Amendment 
to  Clause  3 — namely  ; — 

Sir  John  Gorst— To  insert  the  following 
Clause  :— "  Unless  and  until  Parliament  shall 
otherwise  determine  the  Irish  Legislature  shall 
not  have  power  to  make  laws  in  respect  to  the 
following  matters  :— 

(i.)  The  hours  and  conditions  of  labour  of 
persons  employed  in  factories,  workshops, 
and  mines ; 

(ii.)  Bills  of  exchange  and  promissory 
notes." 

The  first  new  clause  in  Order  is  that  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  he  rose  to  move 
in  page  5,  after  Clause  9,  to  insert*  the 
following  Clause  : — 

(Register  of  electors.) 
"After  the  api)ointed    day  there  shall   in 
every  constituency  be  a  separate  register — 

(1)  of  the  electors  of  Councillors  of  the 
Legislative  Council ; 

(2)  of  the  electors  of  the  Members  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly  ;  and 

(3)  of  the  electors  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment ; 

and  no  elector  shall  be  entitled  to  be  placed  on 
more  than  one  of  such  registers  in  respect  of 
one  and  the  same  qualification :  Provided  that 
every  elector  may  select  the  register  upon 
which  his  name  shall  be  placed." 

It  was  possible  that  the  Government 
might  have  had  their  attention  brought  to 

Mr.  Blake 


I  this  matter,  and  might  be  of  opinion  that 
I  this  Amendment,  too,  might  be  a  good 
addition    to    the    Bill.      His    object  in 
bringing  forward  the  clause  was  to  call 
attention  to  the  great  discrepancy  that 
would  exist  if  this  Bill  were  passed  as 
it   stood   between  the  power  of    voting 
which  would  be  conferred  by  the  Bill  on 
the  Irish  electors,  and  that  which  wonld 
remain    in    the    hands    of    the   Britiak 
electors.     There  were  two  points  of  view 
from  which  the  Amendment  could  be  con* 
sidered  : — In  the   first   place,   from   the 
point  of  view  of  the  right  to  vote  of  the 
British   and    Irish    voter ;    and,   in    the 
second  place,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  effect  it  wonld   have  in  Ireland,  and 
on  the  different  class  of  voters  existing  in 
that  country.     Of  course,  this  Bill  did 
not  touch  the  British  elector  at  all ;  and^ 
therefore,  he  would  remain  possessed  of 
his  present  power  to  vote  for  a  Member 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in   respect  <^ 
one  qualification.     He   understood  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  in  the  Houae 
who  desired  equality  as  regarded  voting 
power,    and     who     thought     that    the 
possessor   of  one  qualification    and   the 
possessor  of  many  qualifications  shoald 
each    have    only    one    vote.     He    waa 
accepting  the  view  of  the  Liberal  Party 
for  a  moment,  and  was  making  a  special 
appeal  to  Members  of  that  Party  to  extend 
that  principle  of  equality  of  voting  power 
to  every  voter  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
This   had    been   the  principle  that   the 
Government  had  been  urging  during  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  Bill.      Thev  had 
chided  their  opponents  when   they  had 
asked    for    different    electoral   laws    aa 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain.   The 
other  night,  on  the  subject   of   illiterate 
voters  in  Ireland,  the  Government  told 
the  Opposition — "  You  have  made  out  a 
case  for  altering  the  privilege  given  to 
illiteracy   in    Ireland ;    but    we    cannot 
carry  out  the  change  unless  it  is  appbed 
to  the   United  Kingdom,  because  there 
must   be  equality  alike  in   the   case  of 
privilege     and     abolition     of    privilege 
throughout  the  Three  Kingdoms.**   Well^ 
let  them  carry  that  principle  into  effect 
now.       Why    should    the    Government 
refuse  to  give  equality  of  voting  power 
in    Great  Britain   and    Ireland  ?      How 
could  they  defend   proposals  that  would 
give  an  enormous  preponderance  of  this 
]  voting  power  to  the  Irish  elector  as  com* 
pared  with  the  power  exercised  by  th« 
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elector  in  Great  Britain  ?  Would  the 
House  mark  what  would  be  the  voting 
power  which  would  be  exercised  by  the 
Irish  elector  ?  He  would,  in  the  first 
place,  possess  the  same  voting  as  that 
which  the  British  elector  would  possess. 
He  would  record  his  vote  for  a  Member 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  in  that 
respect  England  and  Ireland  would  be 
on  equal  terms.  But  what  voting  power 
would  the  Irish  elector  possess  besides  ? 
He  would  have  a  right  to  vote  for  the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  in  some  constitu- 
encies he  would  vote  for  three  Members 
for  the  Irish  Assembly.  He  would, 
therefore,  in  those  constituencies  have 
the  power  of  returning  l-34th  of  the 
whole  Assembly,  and  if  he  had  a  £20 
qualification  he  would  get  another  vote, 
and  would  have  power  to  return  l-48tli 
of  the  Legislative  Council.  Consequently 
for  one  qualification  he  would  have 
power  to  give  three  Parliamentary  votes; 
and,  instead  of  being  allowed  to  vote  for 
only  one  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
would  be  allowed  to  vote  for  five  Mem- 
bers. Was  that  equality  ?  On  what 
principle  was  this  voting  power  given 
to  Ireland  and  withheld  from  Great 
Britain  ?  Was  it  on  the  ground 
of  superior  intelligence  ?  That  had 
already  been  met  by  the  proof  of  the 
illiteracy  in  Ireland  and  the  extent  to 
which  it  existed.  Was  it  on  the  ground 
of  superior  loyalty,  or  of  greater  interest 
in  all  that  concerned  this  country  and 
this  Empire  ?  He  knew  of  no  reason  for 
giving  this  superiority  to  Irish  voters 
unless  it  was  the  necessity  of  the  Bill, 
and  because  the  Government  desired  to 
carry  Home  Rule  into  effect.  Well,  if 
they  wished  to  t^arry  it  into  effect,  they 
should  do  so  on  .sound  lines.  They  should 
not  do  it  by  creating  anomalies,  and  an 
absurd  superiority  of  one  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  over  another.  A 
great  many  who  thought  on  these  matters 
were  of  opinion  that  the  end  of  attaining 
Home  Rule  did  not  justify  the  means  in 
the  shape  of  putting  such  powers  as  these 
into  the  hands  of  one  body  of  men. 
There  was  no  argument  for  the  inequality, 
unless  it  was  said  that  in  Great  Britain 
the  elector  bad  the  right '  of  voting  at 
County  Council  elections.  But  a  County 
Council  was  only  a  Local  Bmly,  and  he 
assumed  that  the  Irish  Legislature  would 
establish  similar  Local  Bodies  ifi  Ireland 
for  which  the  Irish  elector  would  vote. 


If  he  was  told  that  it  was  necessary  to 
give  this  power  to  the  Irish  elector,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  these  Legislative 
Bodies  were  created,  then  he  maintained 
that  it  demonstrated  the  absurdity  of 
Home  Rule  altogether.  When  they  came 
to  consider  the  Irish  aspect  of  the  case 
he  admitted  that  there  was  more  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  clause ;  but  the  ques- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  proposal  under 
the  £20  qualification  on  Nationalists  and 
Unionists  he  would  leave  to  be  discussed 
by  the  Irish  Members,  who  would, 
naturally,  be  more  qualified  to  speak  on 
the  matter  than  he  was.  It  was  upon 
the  enormous  superiority  which  would  be 
given  to  the  Irish  elector  that  he  desired 
to  take  his  stand.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  keep  three  registers,  or  to  use  three 
columns  in  the  one  register.  The  elector 
would  be  free  to  choose  for  which 
Assemblv  he  would  record  his  vote. 

Clause  (Register  of  Electors,) — {Sir 
H.  Jdmes^) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That   the    Clause    be    read   a   second 


time. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
said,  he  confessed  that  when  he  saw  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  its  object.  He 
gathered  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  it  was  to  exhibit  the 
absurdity  of  Home  Rule.  Well,  he  had 
no  doubt  that,  from  the  light  hon.  Geu- 
tleman^s  point  of  view,  that  was  an 
adequate  object  ;  but  it  was  not  an 
adequate  object  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Government.  He  regarded  the 
proposal  as  absurd.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  an  elector  who 
voted  for  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment should  not  vote  for  a  Representa- 
tive at  Westminster.  That  might  be 
extremely  convenient  for  the  Irish 
Unionists,  for  the  Nationalists  would, 
naturally,  vote  for  Members  of  the  Irish 
Assembly  ;  they  would  be  disqualified 
for  voting  for  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  that  would  give  the 
Unionists  the  opportunity  of  electing  all 
the  Irish  Representatives  at  Westminster. 
That  was  hardly  a  proposal  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  could  expect 
the  Government  to  accept.     The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  to  give 
the  Irish  elector  the  power  to  elect 
Members  of  the  Irish  House  of  Commons 
and  for  the  Irish  House  of  Lords  would 
be  to  give  him  an  enormous  advantage 
over  the  elector  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
But,  as  a  logical  result  of  his  proposition, 
why  did  he  not  say  that  an  Englishman 
should  vote  for  the  House  of  Lords  ?  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man entertaining  such  advanced  views — 
because  he  considered  it  an  enormouai 
advantage  to  the  Irish  elector  that  he 
should  be  able  to  vote  for  a  Second 
Chamber.  But  the  Government  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  which  he 
could  hardly  treat  as  serious,  when  it 
proposed  that,  because  an  Irish  elector 
had  a  vote  for  a  Representative  to  look 
after  his  local  and  domestic  interests,  he 
should  not  have  a  voice  in  the  election 
of  a  Member  to  look  after  his  Imperial 
interests.  He  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
in  discussing  the  proposal. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  did  not  think  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  justified  in 
disposing  of  the  Amendment  so  cavalierly 
as  he  had  done.  He  confessed  he  shared 
a  little  the  view  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  which  led  him  to  object  to 
the  Irish  elector  being  deprived  of  a  vote 
for  the  Imperial  Parliament  because  he 
had  a  vote  for  the  Irish  Parliament,  be- 
cause, so  far  as  they  had  succeeded  in 
distinguishing  between  the  business 
which  was  to  be  carried  on  in  the  two 
Parliaments,  undoubtedly  there  were  two 
interests  in  which  every  individual  ought 
to  have  a  share.  It  was  right  that  he 
should  have  a  vote  for  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  for  the  Irish  Chamber  ; 
but  that  did  not  touch  the  anomaly  that 
the  Bill  would  give  him  two  votes  for 
the  Irish  Parliament  if  he  happened  to  be 
a  £20  holder.  He  did  not,  however, 
feel  that  the  matter  was  of  very  much 
importance  ;  but  when  the  Government 
were  defending  ihe  proposal  of  a 
Second  Chamber  they  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  Chamber  was  to  be 
something  different  from  the  Lower 
Chamber — a  Body  which  was  to  secure 
time  for  deliberation  on  all  questions 
discussed.  If  anything  like  extreme  or 
doubtful  measures  were  proposed  in  the 
Lower  Chamber,  the  object,  as  stated  by 
the    Government    itself,  was    that    the 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


Upper  Chamber  should  be  a  Conservative 
Body  whose  action  would  be  likely  to 
give  time  for  the  further  discuasion  of 
those  doubtful  questions.  That  being  so, 
they  ought  to  have  a  separata  con- 
stituency for  that  Body  to  secore  ^a 
conflict  of  interest " — which  was  one  of 
the  expressions  used  by  the  Goverament. 
This  was  one  of  the  objects  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  in  view,  and  it  was  one 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gr^ntleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
paid  the  slightest  attention.  This,  how- 
ever, was  not  one  of  those  questions  they 
need  press  at  any  length ;  therefore,  if 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment,  he  would  ask  his  right  boo. 
Friend  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  Unionist 
Members  from  Ireland  would  agree  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. What  was  that  suggestion  ?  It 
was  that  the  voters  who  were  qualified  to 
vote  for  Members  of  the  Upper  Chamber 
should  not  vote  for  the  Lower  Camber. 
The  result  of  that  would  be  that  if  the 
170,000  persons  who  voted  for  the 
Councillors  of  the  Upper  Chamber  were 
not  to  vote  also  for  Members  of  the 
Lower  Chamber,  the  popular  side  with 
which  the  present  Irish  Party  were 
supposed  to  be  identified  would  be,  no* 
doubtedly,  increased,  and  the  strength  of 
the  loyal  minority  would  exist  in  the 
Upper  Chamber.  He  would  like  to  a»k 
any  of  the  elected  Representatives  of  the 
Unionists  in  Ireland  whether  the  loyal 
minority  in  that  country  would  agree  to 
that  suggestion  ?  According  to  it  che 
prospective  minority,  the  170,000  £20 
electors,  while  having  votes  for  the 
Upper  Chamber,  should  be  entirely  ex- 
cluded from  elections  for  the  popular  and 
more  powerful  Body.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  the  electors 
would  exercise  a  choice,  but  the  effect  of 
the  present  Amendment  would  be  that 
the  £20  electors  would  vote  for  the 
House  which  would  only  have  the  power 
of  veto,  and  would  have  no  vote  at  all 
for  the  House  which  would  have  the 
final  power  of  passing  the  Bill  into  Law 
in  the  joint  Session  of  the  two  Houms. 
He  thought  that  no  Member  of  tbe 
Unionist  Party,  no  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, no  English  Member  even  woaU 
suggest  that  that  would  be  a  wise  flV 
considerate   manner   in   which    to  iw 
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with  the  question  as  reganle  the  loyal  i  the  AroeDdmeDt  wae  before  the  House 
miaority.  The  Amendment  seemed  to  '  be  wished  to  point  out  the  extraordinarr 
him  aDJDtelligible.  It  was  partly  super-  '  condition  to  which  Ireland  would  be  re- 
fluoos  and  partly  nonseueical.  The  first  duced  by  the  Bill,  It  seemed  to  liim 
part  was  nouaenaical  unil  tlie  latter  was  i  that  the  entire  time  of  the  population 
superfluous.  There  would,  in  any  case, be  I  would  be  takeu  up  with  elections  and  by 
three  registers.  There  would  be  a  \  looking  after  the  registers.  They  had 
register  for  the  Council,  because  the  ^  just  heard  from  tlie  hou.  Member  for 
qualificatiou  was  a  £20  rating.  There  i  North  Kerry  the  Btatomeat  that  there 
TTouId  also  be  a  register  for  the  Legisia-  I  would  be  three  registera  in  Irelaod.  He 
tive  Assembly  and  ooe  for  the  Imperial  (Mr.  Boss)  agreed  with  that.  But  that 
Parliameut,  because  the  number  of  Mem-  |  would  necessitate  the  holding  of  three 
bera  to  be  returned  to  each  Body  was '  Hevision  Sessions  for  the  purpose  of 
diSerent.  The  areas  would  be  difi'ereut,  >  finding  out  who  were  the  proper  persons 
and  there  would  of  necessity  be  separate  ^  to  be  put  on  tbo  lists.  Considerable 
registers.  Therefore  it  did  not  need  the  I  time  would  be  taken  up  by  this.  They 
intervention  of  therigbthon.  Gentleman's  would  have  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
Amendment  to  secure  that  tliere  would  to  elect  80  Members  to  the  Imperial 
be  three  registers.  The  Ameudmeut  Parliament.  In  a  short  time,  it  was 
provided  tbat  each  election  should  be  said,  a  system  of  Local  County  Govern- 
only  ou  one  register,  and  he  must  select, .  ment  would  be  set  up.  A  different 
therefore,  which  one  he  would  be  ou.  register  would  be  required,  so  that  the 
But,  suppose  an  elector  did  not  select  a  ,  Irish  elector  would  have  to  spend  the 
particular  register,  there  was  no  power  in  |  l>est  part  of  his  time  in  getting  himself 
anyone  to  make  achoice  for  him,  and  he  placed  on  the  lists,  and  in  esercisiug  the 
would  be  shut  out  allogetlier.  Then,  ,  privilege  so  conten-ed  upon  him.  He 
suppose  the  electors  all  selected  to  vote  tbought  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  if 
for  the  Irish  Legislature,  there  would  be  <  they  had  no  other  objection  to  the  Bill 
none  lef  tto  elect  Members  to  the  Imperial  i  they  bad  this  one — that  it  was  deficient 
Parliament.       Then,  again,  there  might    in  simplicity. 

be  some  strong  Imperial  interest  or  some  '    aii       nr  t  irr-      ■  i   .i      i         nt  _i. 
-„       .      .  I  ■  T  ■  .        .  .    1      1     -111  'Mr,  BLAKE  said,  tlie  hon.  Member 

important  Irish  luterest  to  be  decided  by  ,  ,     ,  . 

the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  elector's  |  ^''°  '"^  J"^*  ^"^  <i«^"  '"^  announced 
might    choose    to   be   on    the  Imperial  I  th""  *'«  Irish  Uuiouist  Members  would 


register,  so  that  there  would  be  none  left  I  take  no  interest  nt  all  in  the  question  of 
to  elect  the  Irish  Legislature,  which  I  ,|,e  elections  for  the  Legislative  Couneil, 
would  then  fall  through.  Considering  ,  uorforthelrish  Assembly.  Henoticed  that 
the  acute,  plaiu-thiokiug  intellect  of  the  j  yesterday.on  theexclusionulausejthelrish 
right  hou.  Gentleman  (Sir  H.  James),  he  Unionists  showed,  nol  onlv  by  speech  but 
was  surprised  to  find  him  responsible  for  I  their  votes,  that  thev  entirely  repudiated 
this  clause,  which  was  the  greatest  piece  all  concern  with  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
of  blundering  that  he  had  yet  seeu  in  I  Therefore,  they  might  take  it    that  the 


i-ith  the  Bill.  Irigji   XJtiionist  Members  were  prepared 

Mn.ItOSS  said,  the  hon.  Member  who    to  abnegate  all  political  interest  in  the 

had  just  sat  down  was  anxious  to  know  i  affairs  not  only  of  their  own  conntry,  but 

what  were  the  views  of  the  Ulster  Con-    of  the  Empire  about  which  they  talked  so 

servative  Members  on  the  Amendment.  1  much. 

Well,  lie  (Mr.  Ro..)  llio"gl.t  !■«  »-»•  gm  H.  JAMES  s.ked  pem.i,.io»  to 
expressing  the  views  of  those  Members '     ■.,  .         ,i  i  * 

„i,      1     °  ■  I  .1    ,        .1        LI-       1  .L  .    withdraw  the  new  c  anse. 
>rheo  he  said  that,  as  they  believed  that 

the  Legislative  Council  would  afford  them  I  Motiou,  and  Clause,  by  leave,  wtth- 
no  protection  whatever,  they  did  not  take  i  drawn. 

Ibe  fecMct  int«re.l  m  the  moJe  in  which        j;  ^,.^,  „^„   „,„  „  jUmWrs  were 
It  «•..    »    1).   elmil«l.       The,  U,d    i.ol  ;  ^^,        ^^^       H„„^   ^„„,^     „^j    ,„ 
regirj  „  a.  ,11  .uv  w..,-  dmmct  >„  pomt  ;  j,ember,  being  touii.l  pr.seol, 
"*'    characier    from    the    more    popular  ^  "^ 

Assembly;  and, therefore, they  cared  very  ,  Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes) 
^ttle  about  the  manner  in  which  the  two  moved,  in  page  4,  after  Clause  5,  to  insert 
Bodies  were  to  bo  olected.     But  now  tbat  |  the  following  Clause  : — 
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(Protection  of  the  subject  in  Ireland.) 
"  (1.)  Every  subject  of  the  Queen  in  Ireland 
shall  be  entitled  receive  full  protection  and 
assistance  from  the  Executive  Government,  so 
as  to  enable  him  to  do  any  act  he  has  a  legal 
right  to  do,  or  to  abstain  from  doing  any  act  he 
has  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing  ;  and  if 
any  Executive  officer,  whose  duty  it  shall  be 
to  afford  such  protection  or  assistance,  shall 
neglect  or  refuse  to  afford  it,  the  person  injured 
thereby  may  sustain  an  action  before  the  Ex- 
chequer Judges  in  respect  of  such  injury,  and 
may  recover  damages  in  consequence  thereof." 

He  remarked  that  one  of  the  principal 
points  at  issue  between  Government  and 
Opposition  speakers  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  was  whether  the 
effective  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament was  safeguarded  under  the  Bill 
or  not.  It  was  contended  by  some 
speakers  that  such  supremacy  involved 
control  not  only  over  the  making  of  laws, 
but  over  their  enforcement ;  and,  further, 
that  the  supremacy  was  not  real  under 
the  Bill,  because  the  Imperial  Parliament 
parted  with  its  control  over  the  Executive, 
and  the  Irish  Nationalist  Members  would 
be  in  a  position  to  enforce  those  laws,  and 
those  laws  only,  which  they  thought  it 
desirable  to  enforce.  The  clause  he  asked 
the  House  to  accept  sought  to  guarantee 
to  every  individual  in  Ireland  engaged  in 
lawful  pursuits  the  right  to  the  protection 
and  assistance  which  every  subject  of  the 
Queen  was  entitled  to  claim.  All  the 
safeguards  at  present  in  the  Bill  had  been 
inserted  with  the  view  of  guarding 
against  possible  sins  of  commission.  It 
was  no  less  important  to  guard  against 
sins  of  omission — omission  to  fulfil  the 
obvious  duty  of  an  Executive  to  protect 
individuals  in  doing  things  they  had  a 
legal  right  to  do,  and  to  enable  them  to 
abstain  from  doing  things  they  had  a 
legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing.  In 
many  districts  in  Ireland  in  times  past 
the  lives  of  men  who  fulfilled  their  legal 
obligations  were  not  worth  a  day's  pur- 
chase. If  police  protection  had  been 
removed  from  a  man  who  had  given 
evidence  against  a  man  guilty  of  agrarian 
crime,  and  he  had  been  left  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  those  who  vowed  vengeance 
against  him,  everybody  knew  what  his 
position  would  have  been.  This  clause 
sought  to  insure  protection  to  such  a 
man,  and  it  provided  that  if  such  pro- 
tection was  refused,  he  should  have  no 
action  for  damages  against  the  Executive 
officer  who  wa»  responsible.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Bryce),  in  an 

Mr,  Mildmay 


article  in  The  Nineteenth  Century^ 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  said  that  with  the  police  of 
Ireland  under  the  order  of  an  Irish- 
elected  authority,  the  landlord  might 
whistle  for  his  rent,  and  that  his  property 
would  be  gone  without  any  need  of  cou- 
fiscatory  legislation.  Would  protection 
be  afforded  in  future  to  landlords  in  Ire- 
land. The  Nationalist  Members  bad 
made  direct  assertions  to  the  contrary. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  had  said  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Nationalists  to  break  up  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, and  that  then  he  would  like  to  see 
the  Irish  landlord  who  would  dare  to  face 
the  Irish  tenant.  Until  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  had  given  a  more  satisfactory 
explanation  of  his  speech  than  he  had 
given  on  the  Committee  stage  of  tbe 
Bill  Members  could  not  afford  to  dis- 
regard his  words.  [A  Nationalist 
Member  :  One  individual.]  An  hon. 
Member  said  "  one  individual,"  but  these 
speeches  had  been  constantly  made  in 
Ireland.  Members  opposite  waxed  very 
indignant  when  their  own  speeches  were 
quoted,  and  they  seemed  to  take  it 
almost  as  a  personal  insult  that  they 
were  sometimes  taken  at  their  word.  He 
had  no  doubt  they  now  repudiated  the 
policy  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  and  he  quite  accepted  their  repudia- 
tion ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
these  doctrines  had  been  preached 
throughout  Ireland  for  the  last  six  or 
seven  years,  and,  therefore,  the  mischief 
had  been  done.  Who  knew  how  long 
these  gentlemen  would  continue  to  repre- 
sent Irish  constituencies  ?  There  must 
be  many  who  thought  that,  in  view 
of  the  repeated  declarations  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members,  some  protection 
was  necessary  for  men  who  had  been 
true  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  trusting 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  would  be 
true  to  them.  In  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland  these  men  were  in  a  very  difficult 
position.  They  had  trusted  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  Parliament  was  responsible  for 
their  safety.  He  maintained  that  Parlia- 
ment would  be  guilty  of  a  deliberate 
betrayal  if  they  left  these  men  without  a 
shadow  or  shade  of  protection  in  the  face 
of  the  repeated  declarations  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members,  and  in  the  face  of 
the  teaching  of  those  Members  that  in 
the  days  of  the  Irish  Parliament  these 
men  were  to  be  remembered. 
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Clauae  (Protection  of  the  subject  in 
Ireland,) — \Mr.  Mildmay^) — ^brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time. 


»» 


The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne)  :  I  could  have  wished 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  moved 
this  clause  had  abstained  from  those 
incendiary  references  to  which  he  devoted 
a  large  portion  of  his  speech.  He  sajs 
be  does  not  doubt  the  sincerity  of  the 
repudiation  by  gentlemen  opposite  of 
utterances  which  under  certain  circum- 
stances were,  in  my  judgment,  not  un- 
natural. We  need  not,  however,  go  into 
that,  because  the  hon.  Member  does  not 
question  the  sincerity  of  the  repudiation. 
The  point  before  the  House  is  a  very 
plain  one.  The  clause  moved  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  either  in  the  law  as  it 
now  exists,  or  it  is  not.  If  this  provision 
is  met  by  the  existing  law  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's new  clause  is  not  required. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Do  you 
mean  the  law  of  the  land,  or  the  law  of 
the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  mean  the  law  of 
the  land.  If  it  is  not  provided  for  in  the 
law  of  the  laud,  then  I  submit  that  the 
clause  is  so  vague  in  its  terms  as  to  be 
utterly  unfit  to  be  used  as  a  ground  for 
legislation.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
two  Chief  Secretaries  have  come  more  or 
less  directly  under  the  criticisms  of  the 
Courts  of  the  laud  within  the  last  six  or 
seven  years  for  failing  to  do  exactly 
what  the  hou.  Member,  by  his  own  clause, 
imposes  upon  them.  The  first  case  was 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  H.  Beach), 
who  was  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  his  action  was  criticised  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  in  a  very  well- 
known  judgment.  If  that  judgment  is 
good,  the  provision  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  make  in  this  now 
clause  is  entirely  unnecessary.  Thoiu 
has  also  been  a  case  during  the  time  of 
my  Chief  Secretaryship  when  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  gave  a  decision  founded 
on  precisely  the  same  principle  as  that 
laid  down  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron. 
Therefore,  I  submit  that,  as  the  law  now 
stands,  there  is  ample  security  that 
the  end  which  the  hon.  Member  seeks  to 


attain  will  be  guaranteed.  As  to  the 
first  part  of  his  new  clause,  I  should, 
without  disrespect  to  bim,  call  it  a  mere 
platitude,  as  it  declares  nothing  which 
no  Member  of  this  House  would  deny, 
while,  as  far  as  the  latter  part  of  the 
clause  goes,  it  is  entirely  superfluous. 
The  hon.  Member  seeks  to  secure  pro- 
tection in  the  shape  of  action  against  the 
Executive  Government.  But  no  lawyer 
will  get  up  and  say  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stands  is  not  perfectly  able  to  cope  with 
the  matter  the  hon.  Member  contem- 
plates ;  and,  that  being  so,  we  cannot 
assent  to  this  new  clause. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am 
rather  glad  that  the  audience  is  scanty, 
because  I  do  not  wish  to  appeal  to 
passion  or  prejudices,  but  to  the  reason 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  for  that  purpose  a 
small  audience  is  best.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  dealt  with  this  matter,  which 
has  been  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  in  an 
extremely  clear  and  able  speech,  with 
great  fairness.  He  began,  it  is  true,  by 
regretting  that  my  hon.  Friend  who  pro- 
posed this  clause  had  made  incendiary 
references.  The  Chief  Secretary,  no 
doubt,  meant  that  my  hon.  Friend  had 
made  reference  to  incendiary  speeches. 
I  do  not  regret  the  reference,  but  I  do 
regret  the  speeches,  and  I  think  that 
really  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  be  inclined  to  agree  with 
me  in  that.  It  is  not  possible  to  carry  on 
discussion  upon  this  Bill  without  somo 
reference  to  these  speeches — not,  indeed, 
in  order  to  condemn  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, about  which  I  do  not  care  two 
straws,  but  in  order  to  indicate  certain 
dangers  of  the  situation.  The  Chief 
Secretary  says  that  the  early  part  of  the 
present  clause  is  mere  platitude.  It  says 
that  every  subject  of  the  Queen  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  protection  and  assist- 
ance from  the  Executive  Government. 
My  riy:ht  hon.  Friend  says  that  not  only 
i.s  every  subject  of  the  Queen  entitled  to 
protection  and  assistance;  but  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  secure 
that  he  shall  have  it.  But  will  he  have 
it  under  the  Home  Rule  Bill  ?  My  right 
hou.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  says 
that  security  is  afforded  by  the  law  of 
the  land.  But  the  law  of  the  land  will 
very  shortly  give  place  in  Ireland  to  the 
law  of  the  Irish  Legislature  if  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  should  pass.     The  Irish  Legis- 
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lature  is  to  have  power  to  repeal  every 
law  of  the  land,  except  those  which  it  is 
specially  precluded  from  touching.  It 
will,  moreover,  have  the  right  to  make  its 
own  laws ;  and  how  can  the  Chief 
Secretary  insure  that  the  law  of  Ireland 
shall  not  be  something  very  different 
from  the  law  of  the  land  as  it  at  present 
exists  ?  But  this  is  not  all.  Granting 
for  the  moment  that  the  law  of  the  land 
is  not  alterable  ;  granting  that  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  to 
maintain  all  the  precautions  for  the 
security  of  the  lives  and  property  of  all 
persons  who  are  acting  within  the  law, 
what  security  has  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Executive  in  Ireland  will  carry 
ont  the  law  ?  I  would  remind  my  right 
hon.  Friend  of  the  view  which  he  him- 
self formerly  expressed,  and  which  I 
think  he  has  never  changed,  that  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  danger  will  exist 
m  Ireland  so  long  as  the  agrarian  ques- 
tion remains  unsettled.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  ti'ill  not,  I  believe,  say  that  he 
has  changed  his  views  on  this  subject. 
When  my  right  hon.  Friend  first  con- 
sidered the  question  of  Home  Rule,  he 
stated  that  it  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
give  a  National  Government  to  Ireland 
unless,  at  or  about  the  siime  time,  the 
Land  Question  was  also  dealt  with.  So 
even  hon.  Members  opposite  say  that  is 
not  true.  Do  they  not  think  that  if  the 
Irish  Parliament  is  left  without  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  Land  Ques- 
tion they  will  find  it  almost  impossible 
to  meet  the  difficulties  in  their  way  ? 
The  late  Mr.  Parnell  said  so  in  so 
mauv  words  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
Mr.  Parnell  said  that  the  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question  must  either  precede 
Home  Rule  or  else  the  Home  Rule  Par- 
liament must  be  allowed  a  free  hand  in 
dealing  with  the  Laud  Question.  Let  us 
look  at  the  facts  as  they  stand  at  present. 
There  have  been  three  discussions  as  to 
the  condition  of  County  Clare. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) : 
Hear  hear  ^ 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  made  a  foolish  and  irrelevant 
observation.  No  good  can  result  from 
it.  So  long  as  there  is  a  district  in  Ire- 
land in  a  state  of  anarchy,  in  which 
murder  and  outrage  stalk  through  the 
land  unchecked,  this  Parliament  will  be 
entitled  to  discuss  such  questions.  The 
interruption  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
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shows  the  spirit  in  which  Nationalist 
Members  even  now,  when  they  are  on 
their  best  behaviour,  regard  these  qu^- 
tions  of  agrarian  outrage.  I  feel  sure 
that  no  man  regards  with  greater  disgust 
and  loathing  the  state  of  Clare  than  the 
Chief  Secretary.  I  assume  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  doing  that  which  he  him- 
self believes  to  be  best  to  alter  that  state 
of  things,  and  I  am  sure  also  that  the 
leaders  of  the  Party  opposite,  not  the 
rank  and  file,  who  sneer  at  those  oot- 
rages- 


Mr.  BODKIN:  That  observation 
applies  to  me.  I  did  not  sneer  at  oat- 
rage.  I  sneered  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  suggestion  that  murder 
stalks  uncheckeil  through  the  land,  inas- 
much as  no  murder  of  an  agrarian  kind 
has  been  committed  in  Clare.  I  have 
just  as  little  sympathy  with  crime  as  the 
right' hon.  Gentleman,  who  makes  crime 
his  stock-in-trade  in  this  House. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  said  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  done  his  very 
best  to  prevent  the  outrages  in  Clare.  I 
was  going  on  to  remark  that  no  doubt  the 
Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  have  done 
their  best  to  stop  crime  in  County  Clare 
at  the  present  time.  It  is  their  interest 
to  do  so.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  all 
their  energies  and  influence  are  directed 
to  prevent  those  disgraceful  scenes  in 
Clare  which  are  so  hurtful  to  the  Home 
Rule  cause.  But  my  point  is  that,  in 
spite  of  that,  crime  goes  on,  and  I  desire 
to  impress  upon  the  House  the  seriousness 
of  this  as  tending  to  show  that,  so  long 
as  the  agrarian  question  remains  un- 
settled, we  will  have  outrages. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  unfortanate 
state  of  things  in  Clare  does  not  arise 
from  agrarian  questions. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am 
surprised  at  that  interruption,  for, 
although  the  outrages  are  not  technicallv 
described  as  agrarian,  they  undoubtedly 
arise  from  quarrels  between  owners  of 
land  and  their  tenants.  If  these  quarrels 
did  not  exist  nine-tenths  of  the  crimes 
would  not  be  committed.  I  have  eliowo, 
what  I  think  cannot  be  disputed,  that 
every  interest  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
now  lies  in  the  direction  of  preventing 
those  outrages.  Still,  so  long  as  this 
perennial  quarrel  exists,  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  stop  them.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  recognised  this  as  clearly, 
more  clearly,  than  any  other  Member  on 
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the    Treasury    Bencb.      Lord    Spencer 

takes  the  aame  view,  and  says  that  there 

ia  an  obligation  of  honour  on  this  country 

to  protect  (he  landlords.     The  Chancellor 

of  the   Duchy   and   every   man  who   has 

writteu    or   spoken  iutelligenlly  on  the 

suhject  has  impressed  upon  the  country 

the    importauce    of    settling    the   Land 

Qiicstiou.     We    know    that    when    the 

Home  Rule  Bill  was  introduced  in  1886 

it  was  made  almost  a  condition  by  the 

Prime  Minister  that  the  Laud  Question 

should  be  settled  at  or  about  the  same 

time.  The  Government,  for  one  reason  or 

another — chiefly,  I  believe,  because  they 

did  not  carry  the  country  with  tliem  on 

die    point — have  dropp^    that   part   of 

their    plan.     I    am  uot  saying  whether 

they  did  right  or  wrong,  but  they  must 

take  the   cousequcaces.     The  Irish  Par- 

liameat  cannot  touch  the  Land  Question 

for  three  years.     The  Government  must 

anticipate  that,  by  the  necessity  of  the 

case,   there  will  be  disturbance  of  order  I  opposite,  having  put  these  views  on  re- 

and  a   conflict  between  the  owners  and  '  cord,  abstain  from  an  ample  retractation 

the  teonnts  of  the  laud  even  under  Home    and  apology,  I  will  continue  to  believe 

Rule.     How   do    they    propose    to   deal  !  that  they  represent  their  real  opinions, 

with  the  matter  ?     Is  it  the  argument  of    and  as  such  are  very  important  elements 

the  right  lion.  Gentleman  that  the  Irish    and  factors    in    ihe    controversy.      The 

Members  will  do  for  the  landlord  what    hon.  Member  for  Mayo  asks  for  a  qiiota- 

theBritishGovernment  did  forhim  ?  Will 

they  protect  him  in  doing  what  he  has  a 

legal  right  to  do  ?    Will  they  protect  him 

from  intimidation  lo  force  him  to  do  things 


it  that  the  lives-  of  such  persons  have 
been  preserved  ?  Does  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary doubt  that  if  he  removed  protection 
from  some  of  these  people  their  lives 
would  not  be  worth  a  day's  purchase  ? 
How  are  the  Government  going  to  pro- 
tect these  men,  innocent  according  to 
law,  in  danger  according  to  the  statements 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves,  from 
the  attacks  that  are  almost  certaiu  to  be 
made  upon  them  ?  I  have  got  quota- 
tions, [/routed/  Katiotialist  laughter.'] 
Why  ahontd  that  be  the  subject  of 
ironical  hiughter  ?  Am  I  disentitled  to 
quote  ?  [Anhon.MEMBEH  :  Read, read!] 
I  should  have  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  has 
had  enough  quotations.  I  ask  why 
should  exception  lie  taken  to  these 
quotations  ?  I  will  drop  them  at  once  if 
anything  like  a  frank  repudiation  is  made, 
or  a  frank  declaration  of  change  of 
long  as  hon.  Gentler 


which  he  has  a  legal  right  not 
That  is  what  the  British  Government  is 
doing  to-day.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemau  pretend  that  the  Government  he 
is  about  to  set  up  in  Ireland  will  do  the 
same  thing.  The  Chief  Secretary  knows 
that  the  Government  which  he  is  going 
to  set  up  will  consist  of  men  holding 
altogether  different  views  in  reference  to 
agrarian  questions  from  the  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  Bench — men  who  have 
been  connected  with  the  Land  League, 
the  National  League,  and  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ;  men  who  have  expressed 
opinions  which  no  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  attempt  to  defend  ;  and  totally  different  sentiment  that  pre' 
under  these  circumstances  the  Chief  j  in  the  two  countries,  that  there  will  be 
Secretary  cannot  pretend  that  in  the  Bill  no  security  for  life  and  property  so  long 
he  has  taken  security  that  justice  will  beTae  the  Land  Question  is  unsettled.  In 
Anna      Hon.   Gentlemen  who  are  likely    tiiese    circumstances     the    Government 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  No ;  I 
did  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  across  the  floor,  insinuated,  as  I 
understood,  that  we  were  afraid  of  quota- 
tions. I  do  not  wish  to  hear  my  owu 
speeches  re-read  in  tliia  House  ;  but  if  it 
amuses  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  I  have 
no  objection  to  it. 

Mn.  3.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  see 
the  hon.  Gentleman  docs  not  wish  the 
quotation  read,  and  1  will  not  read  it. 
But  it  is  on  record  in  many  official 
documents  that  again  and  again  threats 
have  been  used  of  what  would  lie  done 
to  the  police  and  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates if  power  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  National  Government  in  Ireland  ; 
and  it  is  perfectly  certain,  owing  to  the 
ils 


to  form  the  Irish  Government  under  the 
Home  Rule  scheme  have  beeu  actively 
engaged  in  an  agitation  which  treated  as 
lepers  men  who  had  taken  farms  from 
which  others  had  been  evicted.    How  is 


cannot  fail  to  recognise  the  necessity  for 
some  such  provision  as  is  now  proposed 
if  they  meant  to  keep  their  pledges. 
The  object  of  the  clause  is  to  make  it 
so  essential  a  necessity  of*  all  concerned 
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with  the  Executive  in  Ireland  to  carry 
out  the  law  of  the  land  that  any  failure 
would  be  almost  impossible.  It  proposes 
that  if  a  SherifE  in  Ireland  refuses  to 
give  necessary  protection  to  a  tenant  on 
an  evicted  farm  he  will  be  liable  in 
damages,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
a  provision  of  that  kind  will  probably 
be  more  efficient  than  such  Court  swords 
as  the  supremacy  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment and  the  veto  of  the  British  Crown. 
If  the  Government  recognise  their  own 
responsibility  and  carry  out  their  own 
promises,  they  will  provide,  in  some 
shape  or  another,  against  what  is  the 
greatest  danger  of  all  under  the  new 
scheme — ^that  of  a  conflict  between  the 
interests  of  the  tenants  and  the  interests 
of  the  landlords. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  desired  to  give  his  most 
earnest  support  to  the  Amendment. 
A  protection  of  some  kind  was  obviously 
necessary,  and  he  pressed  the  proposal 
in  the  clause  on  the  acceptance  of  the 
Government  because  it  had  an  exact 
analogy  in  the  existing  law  of  the  land. 
There  was  the  remedy  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus.  That  remedy  was  assured  to 
the  subject  by  law,  and  the  officer  of 
the  law  who  refused  to  give  the  relief 
of  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  person  seeking 
it  was  made  to  suffer  for  his  conduct. 
That  was  exactly  the  kind  of  remedy 
that  would  be  needed  for  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  under  the  Home  Rule 
Bill.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  said 
that  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  had 
introduced  ioceudiary  references.  He 
would  venture  to  say  that  this  was  not 
a  question  of  mere  incendiary  references. 
Hon.  Members  opposite,  and  those  who 
thought  with  them,  might  talk  for  ever 
in  that  House,  and  no  one  would  be 
justified  in  taking  serious  notice  of  their 
speeches,  if  that  were  all  that  was  con- 
cerned ;  but  they  had  in  their  minds  the 
recollection  of  16,000  felonies  and 
misdemeanours,  which  had  been  de- 
scribed by  the  responsible  officers  of 
the  British  Government  as  agrarian 
offences,  and  which  they  believed 
were  rightly  associated  with  those 
speeches  which  had  been  referred  to  as 
incendiary.  It  was  because  they  knew 
of  those  16,000  felonies  and  mis- 
demeanours taking  place  that  they  gave 
serious  importance  to  the  protection  of 
British  subjects  in  the  future,  and  wished 
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for  something  the  poor  and  defencelesi 
man  could  appeal  to  in  order  to  get  im- 
mediate and  effective  redress.  Ostra- 
cism had  advanced  into  a  system  which 
had  obtained  the  approval  of  every 
Member  opposite,  and  there  was  not  the 
slightest  reason  to  suppose  that  system 
of  ostracism  would  be  abandoned  in  the 
future.  He  had  many  cases  in  his 
mind — one  a  recent  one,  in  which  a  man, 
who  had  abandoned  a  farm  for  five  years, 
on  his  return  from  the  United  States  of 
America  claimed  the  right  to  re-possess 
himself,  without  compensation,  of  the 
farm,  though  it  was  another  man*s  pro- 
perty, which  had  been  bought  and  paid 
for.  The  tenant  refused  to  give  up  pos- 
session, and  a  meeting  was  immediately 
summoned  through  the  public  papers  in 
the  district,  and  was  held.  At  the  meet- 
ing it  was  decided  that  the  occupier  should 
pay  a  compensation  of  £150  for  the  right 
to  retain  his  own  farm,  and  the  only  amend- 
ment moved  to  that  resolution  was  that 
the  penalty  should  be  increased  to  £250. 
That  was  a  thing  done  openly  and  iu  the 
face  of  all  men  ;  and  what  were  the 
chances,  supposing  this  Government  was 
established  and  set  up  in  Ireland,  that 
this  Government  would  institute  a  prose- 
cution against  those  who  issued  this 
illegal  decree  ?  They  wanted  some 
plau  by  which  a  person  so  defrauded 
should  be  able  to  go  to  a  properly  con- 
stituted authority  and  say — "1  have 
been  wronged,  and  I  ask  you  to  give 
me  my  rights." 

An  hon.  Member  :  How  has  he  been 
wronged  ? 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  the 
hon.  Member  asked  how  the  man  bad  been 
wronged,  when,  without  law,  he  was  to 
be  deprived  of  property  he  had  bought 
and  paid  for,  and  that  property  was  to 
be  handed  over  to  a  man  who  had  no 
more  title  to  it  than  the  hon.  Member 
himself.  He  (Mr.  Arnold-t^orster)  most 
say  he  could  not  explain  the  matter  any 
differently  to  the  hon.  Member. 

An  hon.  Member  :  But  he  cannot  be 
deprived  of  his  property. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  Member  only  showed 
him — what  be  had  long  been  convinced 
of — ^how  little  the  hon.  Member  knew  of 
Ireland,  how  little  he  knew  of  the  waj 
in  which  men  who  had  been  driven  oat 
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of  their  property  by  a  process  of  law, 
perfectly  well-kDOWD  to  anyone  who 
was  acquainted  with  the  terrorism 
exercised  in  Ireland.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  personal  protection.  He 
remembered  when  there  were  no  less  than 
160  persons  in  Ireland  under  personal 
protection.  Of  these  160  persons  he  only 
knew  of  two  whose  lives  were  attempted, 
and  in  that  case  the  person  protected  and 
the  man  who  protected  him  were  shot 
dead  at  the  same  time.  But  the  danger 
was  there,  and  it  had  been  one  of  the 
greatest  characteristics  of  this  agitation 
that  to  be  dangerous  was  to  be  safe. 
The  moment  they  deprived  these  men  of 
the  protection  which  alone  preserved 
their  lives,  they  were  exposing  them  to 
the  penalty  which  had  invariably,  in 
every  county  South  of  the  Boyne,  been 
inflicted  upon  such  persons.  Protection 
was  given  now  because  they  had  an 
Executive  which  administered  the  law  in 
accordance  with  the  ideas  entertained  by 
the  Executive  of  the  United  Kingdom  ; 
but  would  that  protection  be  afforded  by 
an  Executive  composed  of  the  Members 
who  took  a  diametrically  opposite  view  of 
the  obligations  of  the  State  towards  its 
citizens  to  that  which  they,  in  this  country, 
had  been  accustomed  to  take.  It  was  said 
there  was  some  legal  remedy  for  this. 
He  was  no  lawyer,  but  he  supposed  it 
was  meant  that  it  was  open  to  any  person 
aggrieved  to  apply  for  a  mandamus  to 
compel  the  Courts  to  do  their  duty. 
What  was  the  value  of  that  remedy  to 
any  poor  man  in  Ireland  ?  Further,  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  J.  Morley)  had  himself  ad- 
mitted there  was  a  conflict  at  this  moment 
between  the  legal  authorities  as  to  whe- 
ther there  was  any  such  right  given  to  the 
individual  at  all.  But  they  had  not  got 
to  contemplate  the  law  as  it  stood  only 
— ^they  had  to  contemplate  it  under  its 
changed  circumstances,  to  look  to  the 
Courts  when  the  whole  procedure  of 
those  Courts  should  have  been  altered, 
when  the  Courts  were  occupied  by 
Judges  and  appealed  to  by  lawyers  who 
bad  learned  from  the  school  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.  They  knew  the  kind 
of  principles  that  commended  themselves 
to  hon.  Members  opposite.  Already  they 
had  had  some  indication  of  the  injustice  that 
appeared  to  them  to  be  justice.  There 
were  other  very  grave  elements  that  were 
certain  to  arise.     They  had  had  this  ques- 
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tion  argued  by  an  hon.  Member  who  had 
asked  for  a  return  of  the  nationality  of 
the  men  employed  in  the  Haulbowline 
Dockyard.  It  was  an  Admiralty  Dock- 
yard, supposed  to  be  under  the  control  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  open  to  promotion  by 
merit  and  seniority  only,  and  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty(Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  was  asked  if  he  would  give  the 
Return  of  the  nationality  of  all  employed 
in  the  Dockyard.  What  did  that  mean  ? 
It  did  not  mean  they  were  to  be  told  whe- 
ther these  men  were  Frenchmen  or  Ger- 
mans, but  whether  they  were  Irishmen, 
Scotchmen,  or  Englishmen,  and  he  said 
the  animus  of  this  question  was  plain, 
and  went  to  this — that  there  was  an  in- 
tention to  distinguish  between  persons 
who  were  born  or  resident  in  England 
and  persons  born  or  resident  in  Ireland. 
Another  question  was  put  down  on  the 
Paper  of  the  House — whether  asked  or 
not  he  did  not  know — but  it  illustrated 
the  animus  to  which  he  had  referred. 
The  question  was  whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  appoint  Roman  Catholics  and 
Irishmen,  instead  of  Protestants  and 
Englishmen,  to  the  Post  Office  in 
Dublin  ?  This  was  an  Imperial  service, 
and  the  only  signification  of  a  ques- 
tion like  that  was  that  there  was 
an  intention  to  differentiate  between 
citizens  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
between  the  place  in  which  they 
resided  and  that  in  which  they  hap- 
pened to  be  born.  They  were  in  danger, 
if  this  Bill  passed,  of  there  being  some 
attempt  to  differentiate,  and  if  this  dif- 
ferentiation were  made  it  ought  to  be 
open  to  every  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  who  felt  aggrieved  to  appeal  to 
some  tribunal  which  would  give  speedy 
and  effective  remedy  under  the  com- 
pulsion of  a  large  personal  mulct  if 
justice  was  not  done.  There  had  been^ 
throughout  the  whole  argument  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill,  an  attempt  to  degrade 
the  citizenship  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
in  Ireland,  to  put  them  on  a  subordinate 
footing,  not  upon  an  equality,  with 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  England  and 
Scotland.  There  were  many  persons  in 
Ireland  who  believed  one  of  the  first 
things  that  would  happen  on  the  esta- 
blishment of  this  Irish  Parliament  would 
be  to  realise  the  intensity  of  that  degra- 
dation, and  make  them  feel  they  were 
subject  to  that  inferiority  and  deprived 
of  the  rights  which  the  subjects  of  the 
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Queen  in  England  and  Scotland  could 
claim  and  exercise  without  danger  ;  aud 
it  was  for  such  persons  as  these,  who 
would  all  belong  to  one  Party,  that  the 
hon.  Member  below  him  moved  this 
clause.  Not  long  ago  it  was  laid  down 
as  a  doctrine  to  be  accepted  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  debtors  in  Ireland  so  to 
fashion  their  debts  that  a  certain  class  of 
creditors  should  be  excluded.  That  was 
at  variance  with  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  jet  it  found  favour  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  was  conceived  by  them, 
and  was  their  settlement  of  a  certain 
economic  difficulty.  If  such  a  thing  were 
done,  surely  the  aggrieved  were  entitled 
to  a  remedy.  They  were  told  these 
remedies  existed  already,  but  they  did 
not  and  could  not  exist  under  this  Bill, 
and  the  proof  of  it  was  contained  in  the 
four  corners  of  the  Bill  itself.  A  citizen 
in  Ireland  would  enjoy  divided  liberty ; 
part  of  that  liberty  they  would  enjoy  under 
the  Constitutiou,  and  part  under  the  laws 
of  the  Irish  Parliament.  So  far  as  the 
laws  of  the  Irish  Parliament  were  con- 
cerned, it  might  be  said  that  the  Irish 
Executive  would  properly  enforce  them  ; 
but  when  they  came  to  the  rights  of  the 
British  citizen  they  required  further 
Executive  power  which  would  guarantee 
to  a  British  citizen  in  Counaught  exactly 
the  same  redress  that  was  obtainable  by 
a  man  in  Yorkshire  or  Middlesex.  The 
fact  that  they  had  brought  in  the  Ex- 
chequer Courts  was  proof  that  to  the  minds 
of  the  Government  there  was  necessity 
for  a  tribunal  of  this  sort.  What  was 
the  need  for  this  tribunal  if  the  Irish 
Courts,  as  constituted  by  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, would  do  all  that  could  be  re- 
quired by  the  subject  in  Ireland  ?  It 
was  conceivable  something  still  remained 
to  be  done.  What  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him  wanted  was  that  access  to  those 
Courts  should  be  easy,  that  the  remedy 
should  be  prompt  aud  shoidd  be  effective, 
and  until  that  was  granted  there  would 
be,  in  the  minds  of  a  large  number  of 
people  in  Ireland,  the  feeling  that  they 
would  be  subject  in  the  future,  as  in 
the  past,  to  a  differentiation  of  their 
just  rights  which  in  the  past  had  been 
taken  from  them  by  the  action  of 
an  irresponsible,  and  illegal  body ;  a 
body  which,  no  doubt,  had  arrogated 
to  itseU  ^^uuense  and  excessive 
powerfl,  4it''«'^ni  many  cases,  until  its 
power  wae^-  Olpily  broken  l^  the  late 
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Chief  Secretary,  was  able  to  impose  its 
will.  That  power  would  l^e  exercised 
by  the  same  men  acting  on  the  same 
principles,  aud  prosecuting  the  same  ends 
under  the  warrant  of  enactments  which 
they  would  have  passed  into  law.  What 
they  wanted  was  some  cheap  and  eflfec- 
tive  remedy  whereby  those  who  felt  them- 
selves to  be  affected  might  appeal  to  the 
broad  sense  of  justice  and  the  broad 
Euglish  law  in  its  widest  and  best 
sense.  He  did  not  believe  that  security 
existed  in  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  It  was 
for  the  man  on  the  hill-side,  for  the  man 
in  the  cabin,  who  had  no  hope  outride 
the  protection  given  to  him  by  that 
House,  for  whom  he  appealed.  It  was 
a  presssing  and  an  urgent  necessity,  and 
he  had  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

•Mr.  D.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  desire  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment, because  I  believe  that  it  touches 
one  of  the  most  formidable  consequences 
that  must  arise  upon  this  Act  taking 
effect,  if  it  is  possible  to  suppose  thi» 
Bill  coming  into  effect.  I  believe  most 
confidently  that  great  as  are  the  dangers 
to  which  the  minority  in  Ireland  might 
and  will  be  exposed  from  the  unjust 
action  of  the  Legislature,  that  the  risks 
that  they  will  run  from  the  unjust  action 
of  the  Executive  will  be  far  greater.  This 
new  clause  was  proposed  in  a  very  clear 
and,  as  I  think,  very  persuasive  speech 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Totnes  Divi- 
sion (Mr.  Mildmay).  How  was  it 
answered  by  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
J.  Morley)  ?  In  about  three  sentences. 
I  always  observe  that  any  topic,  any 
proposal  in  the  discussions  of  this  Bill 
which  touch  on  the  Irish  Land  Question 
are  disposed  of  in  the  briefest  possible 
way  by  whoever  may  be  the  spokes- 
man of  the  Government.  What  did 
the  Chief  Secretary  say  ?  He  said 
either  the  matter  provided  in  this  clause 
is  provided  for  already  in  the  law  as  it 
stands  or  it  is  not,  and  his  second  pro* 
position  was  that  if  it  was  not  provided 
for,  then  the  clause  proposed  was  far  too 
vague  for  the  purpose.  How  did  the 
Chief  Secretary  test  his  proposition  that 
the  dangers  suggested  were  already  pro* 
vided  for  ?  He  cited  two  instances  in 
which  the  head  of  the  Executive  for  the 
time  being  had  been  brought  to  book  for 
conduct  on  his  part  in  not  giving  the  pro- 
tection that  was  required  by  the  action 
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of  the  Courts.     Yea  ;  but  the  question  is 
what  will   be  the  Courts   which,  iu  the 
future,  will  have  to  deal  with  such  ques- 
tions as  this  if  they  should  arise  ?  and  I 
observed   the  very  strange  circumstance 
that  the  Chief   Secretary  never  referred 
at  all  to  our  desire  to  have  speedy  and 
prompt  action  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  Ireland,  which  he  must  know  was  the 
whole   operative  part  of  the  clause  we 
propose.     But  his  argument  was  carried 
a  little  further  on  a  previous  occasion  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Bryce). 
I   remember   that   when   I  pressed  him 
on  an  Amendment  that  was  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick),  and  I  asked  what  was  there  in  the 
Bill  that  provided  any  protection  to  the 
minority    in   Ireland  against  oppressive 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Executive  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  said  it  was 
the  belief  of  the  Government  that  the 
reserictions      which     were     placed     by 
Clauses    3  and  4  on  the  action  of  the 
Legislature     equally     applied     to     the 
Executive,  and    by  a    roundabout   kind 
of  argument  he  seemed  to  contend  that 
the  Exchequer  Judges  would  have  the 
power  of  taking  into  consideration  any- 
thing which  touched  upon  matters  which 
were  reserved  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Irish  Legislature.     I   think  I  can  show 
in  a  minute  that  even  that  argument  will, 
so  far,  at  all  events,  as  it  effects  the  Land 
Question,   very    speedily    break    down. 
But  what  we  desire  by  this  Amendment 
is  this  :  to  have  this  benevolent  belief  on 
the   part  of  the  Government    that   the 
Executive    will    be    controlled    by    the 
clauses  of  this  Bill,  distinctly  declared  ; 
what  we  want  is,  that  it  should  be  made 
perfectly  clear  that  those  who  may  be,  or 
who  may  consider  themselves  oppressed  by 
the  action  of  this  Executive,  should  have 
prompt  and  speedy  access  to  this  Court 
of   Exchequer.      The   Chief    Secretary 
complained  also  of  the  wording  of  the 
clause  being  too  vague.     If  that  is  so, 
that   is    a    matter   that    can   easily    be 
remedied,  and  there  are  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Southern  Division 
of   County   Dublin   (Mr.   H.   Pluukett) 
which   would   make   it   plain.      If    the 
clause  were  read   a  second   time,  those 
Amendments  could   be  introduceJ,   and 
they  would  be  necessary  because,  as  we 
understand  it,  the  police  of  the  future  are 


to  be  under  the  Loiial  Authorities,  and  it 
would  certainly  be  well  to  make  pro- 
visions not  only  against  the  failure  to 
carry  out  its  duty  by  the  Executive  and 
by  those  officers  immediately  dependent 
on  the  Executive,  but  also  against  a  like 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
But,  after  all,  this  was  more  of  a  technical 
point.  The  Chief  Secretary  made  no 
attempt  whatever  to  deal  with  that  which 
is  the  main  purpose  of  the  clause,  the 
questions  will  there  be  danger  to  the 
minority  in  Ireland ;  will  there  be  danger 
especially  on  questions  connected  with  the 
laud,  against  which  it  is  necessary  there 
should  be  provided  for  them  some  other 
protection  to  that  they  get  from  the 
Irish  Legislature  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
constituted  by  this  Bill  ?  The  Govern- 
ment themselves  have  introduced  this 
Court  of  Exchequer,  clothed  with  special 
p.^wers,  as  a  kind  of  city  of  refuge  to  the 
oppressed  minority  of  Ireland — ^fleeing  for 
safety  from  the  evils  which  are  coming 
upon  them.  But  what  we  want  to  know 
is  this — Are  means  provided  by  which 
those  who  consider  themselves  thus 
oppressetl  will,  in  fact,  be  able  to 
take  advantage  of  the  protection 
of  that  Court  ?  Now,  Sir,  the  first 
question  is,  will  it  be  possible  for 
the  Irish  Executive,  if  they  were  so 
disposed,  easily  to  interfere  with  the  pro- 
perty and  freedom  of  the  Queen's  subjects 
in  Ireland  who  might  belong  to  an  un- 
popular minority  ;  and,  secondly,  is  there 
reason  to  apprehend,  if  they  should  have 
that  power,  would  they  be  likely  to  use  it ; 
is  there  reasonable  ground  for  apprehen- 
sion that  danger  will  really  exist  for  the 
minority  of  Ireland  ?  It  would  be  easy 
to  cite  cases  ;  it  would  be  easy  to  cite 
classes  of  cases  in  which  individuals 
who  belong  to  an  unpopular  minority  in 
Ireland  might  suffer  oppression.  They 
were  summed  up  in  a  well-known  sentence 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  When  speaking  in 
1886  he  declared — 

**  The  poor,  the  helpless,  theuninfluential,  the 
farmers  an<l  labourers  throughout  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland,  who,  at  a  terrible  risk  of 
life  and  limb,  insisted  on  fulfilling  their  obliga- 
tions, the  smaller  and  humbler  officers  of  the 
law  who  do  their  duty  in  th«  bad  times,  will 
now  be  left  to  the  pity  of  those  who  have  not 
concealed  their  intention  of  paying  them  out 
whenever  they  get  the  chance  of  doing  so." 

That  was  spoken  in  1886,  and  it  applies 
with  equal  force  to  circumstanoes  which 
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surround  the  present  Bill.  But  I  desire  this 
evening  to  occupy  as  much  of  the  time  as 
I  may  claim  of  the  House  in  calling  atten- 
tion especially  to  the  position  of  those  con- 
nected with  the  land  in  Ireland,  for  it  is  a 
strange  thing  that  all  through  these  De- 
bates the  Government  had  never  given  any 
explanation  whatever  of  the  amazing 
change  of  front  which  they  have  displayed 
on  this  all-important  question.  Let  me 
first  ask,  in  passing,  an  answer  to  the 


•Mr.  speaker  :  I  understand  the 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to- 
show  that  if  any  persons  are  likely  to  be 
oppressed  in  future  by  the  action  of  the  pro- 
posed Executive  with  reference  to  the 
land  they  have  no  proper  and  adequate  pro- 
tection under  the  Bill.  He  is  in  Order  if 
he  is  about  to  show  they  are  entitled  to 
protection,  and  do  not  get  it. 

Mr.   D.  PLUNKET  :  That  is  all  I 
intend  to  discuss  with   your  permission 


point  suggested  in  the  Committee  by.  the    and  the  permission  of   the  House.     But 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of    I   contend,   apart   from   that   argument,. 

the   Duchy   of  Lancaster   (Mr.   Bryce). 

Assuming,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 

the  Exchequer  Courts  will   be   clothed 

under  Clause   17  of  this  Bill  with   the 

power   of  interfering   in  questions 


con- 
nected with  the  land,  because  it  is  a 
matter  which  is  withdrawn  for  three  years 
from  the  authority  of  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture ;  supposing  they  had  that  power  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  at 
the  end  of  three  years  that  restriction 
would  be  taken  away,  and  then  the  only 
ground  upon  which,  so  far  as  I  know, 
these  questions  could  be  brought  under 
the  cognisance  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer would  have  disappeared.  I  wish 
for  a  moment  or  two  to  call  attention  to 
the  extraordinary  course  that  has  been 
pursued  by  the  Government  on  this  ques- 
tion of  the  land. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  must 
interrupt  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  ask 
whether  this  is  the  proper  place  to  raise 
the  Land  Question  ?  There  are  other 
Amendments  on  which  it  can  be  raised. 

Mr.  D.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  no  in- 
tention of  raising  the  Land  Question. 
But  of  all  those  who  will  be  in  danger, 
I  believe  that  those  connected  with  land 
in  Ireland  will  most  of  all  for  many 
years  to  come  require  the  protection  of 
the  Executive  in  their  every-day  dealings 
with  their  property,  and  I  claim  the  right 
not  only  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  but  to  ask  explana- 
tions from  the  Government  upon  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  On  a  point  of 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
says  he  wishes  to  ask  for  an  explanation 
from  the  Government  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. ICries  of  "No,  no!"]  Well, 
upon  the  action  to  be  taken  by  the  Execu- 
tive in  reference  to  landowners.  Is  this 
a  proper  time  to  put  such  questions  to 
the  Government  ? 

Mr.  D.  Plunkei 


that  there  is  a  special  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended by  the  landowners  in  Ireland  and 
those  who  are  dependent  upon  them  from 
an  Executive  such  as  it  is  proposed  to 
establish  under  the  present  Bill.      I  was 
about  to  call  attention — but  I  shall  not 
do  so  for  fear  I  might  trespass  upon  your 
ruling — to  the  way  in  which  this  ques- 
tion has  been  debated  up  to  the  present 
time.      I  pass  away  entirely  from  that 
part  of  the  subject,   and  proceed  to  ask 
these  two  questions — Would  the  Execu- 
tive easily  have  the  power  to  oppress  in 
the  manner   described   in    this  clause — 
namely,  by  withholding  protection  and 
assistance  from  those  who  demanded  it — 
and  although  that  question  is  not  by  any 
means  restricted  to  the  owners  of  land, 
but  applies  to  all  the  classes  I  have  already 
mentioned,  I  propose  at  present  to  confine 
the  observations  I  desire  to  submit  to  the 
House  to  that  particular  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. Now,  Sir,  I  ask  would  the  Executive 
have  the  power  easily  to  oppress  by  with- 
holding  protection  and  assistance   from 
the  landowners  of  Ireland  ?   When  I  refer 
to  landowners,  I  speak  not   only  of  in- 
dividuals who  have  their  property  invested 
in  land,  whether  acquired  by  inheritance 
or  purchased,  under  laws  passed  by  this 
Imperial  Parliament,  but  I  speak  also  of 
those  dependent  for  means  of  existence 
on  the  rents  which  landlords  have  a  right 
to  receive.     I   refer  to   the   families  of 
landlords  and  those  who  have  charges  on 
their   property,   and    I    contend    that  it 
would  be  easy  for  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  if  it  were  so  disposed, 
to   practically   ruin   their   property  and 
deprive  them  of  the  means  of  existence 
by  proceedings  which  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  call  in  question  in  any  other  way 
if  they  had  not  an  opportunity  of  making* 
an  appeal  to  the  Exchequer  Court,  poor 
as  that  remedy  would  be,  especially  if 
an  Irish  jury  were  to  have  anything  to  do 
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I  18«6.  It  would  be  easy  to 
suggest  iDstauces  io  which  this  oppression 
might  be  suffered.  The  House  remembers 
with  what  difficulty  it  was,  even  under  the 
late  Goverument,  which  did  its  best,  im- 
partially and  justly,  to  sustain  the  rights 
and  protect  the  property  of  the  miuuritr 
in  Ireland,  for  the  landlords  to  recover 
their  rents,  which  had  been  fixed  for  tb(;m 
by  the  laws  which  were  passed  by  the  Im- 
perial Farliametit,  but  what  would  \>v 
the  case  under  au  ExeoutiTe  Government 
whicii  was  not  only  not  in  iiarmouy  witli 
the  interests  of  the  miuority  in  Ireland, 
but  many  of  whose  leading  Members  were 
pledged  by  tbeir  oft-repeated  declarations 
in  recent  years  against  the  very  principle 
and  basis  upon  which  the  landed  property 
in  Ireland  is  held.  I  will  not  ()uote 
again  the  sentence,  which  has  been  already 
referred  to,  spoken  hy  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, 
about  landlords  having  no  chauce  of 
securing  their  property  under  an  Irinli 
Executive,  and  that  it  would  he  well  for 
them  if  tbey  escaped  with  a  whole  skin  ; 
but  I  call  upon  the  Uoum  to  remcinlx.-r 
that  in  the  future,  in  all  proi>ahiiity,  every 
Executive  officer,  from  the  highcxt  to 
the  lowest,  will  not  osly  be  dependenl  on 
the  heads  of  the  Executive  in  Duhljn,  but 
in  all  probability  will  Ijc  greatly  in 
sympathy  with  them,  and  have  hin  nym' 
pathtes  excited  against  the  mirMrily,  who 
will  have  to  call  upoa  faiin  for  yriiUfiti/tii, 
I  ask,  under  such  «ircunt*iafjc<:r>,  what 
cfaance  wooM  a  Memiierof  tfw:  niipifinilar 
minmity  in  the  S'mih  ur  Wn^t  tif  SmUnni 
have  of  doin<(  ilwix^  ihiiig*  wlii'rii  in:  titui 
a  right  U>  dn,  siul  of  aFnlairiifi;(  fii/tu 
those  thiogi  be  lof)  »  r(;fi>i  l/>  ,<3av<; 
nndotie  ''  Tak^  tam  <>«m  'il  *  liuul'jifi 
deeittHu  «f  rw»/»'*l,-.sf  «.,•  j  i«t  r*ir,t  ■ 
the  leaanl  wa;  fitui  f^i  U,  ft-...  '(.k  fimn 
the  iBaii  wiv>  ii*y.!nl  Vt  •*..  i.  •  .t.ut'jt. 
in  a  *bnf>  •mi.j-.t,  aarf  r..'*r,  v»-/v»f'«l 
owing;  til  sfrft  p'-!'*....-.^  'r.-:'f.'4  ''.* 
inlMbUaau  rA  '.t^.  .  "->•■-•.  r  %  :.*t  ttki  '  i 
woolii  a  -ViVTiTyi^t  juxn  \-n>'.     ■•   >»  '  '•'/ 


tiolitary  nieuMs  «f  obiaitiinK  thi' 
fen>uf«  an  llu'ir  M»\U  of  llio 
Exeho*)Uer  CVinri  ?  Iliiw  iillo  il 
would  be  for  any  KtipniiohliitiM'  "f 
their  own— it  tlM>r\<  w.nti  mudi  h  Hi'pii'* 
seuiBiivu  in  i\w  It\»U  ].vgMt\Unf  li> 
Api>oi>l  for  prottH'tion  in  nuoli  tiHRon  t 
Imagine  tho  K(>|in<iwntjitivi>  of  tli(<  liinil- 
lonU  nppiuling  In  ii  l.i>gi»litlurt<,  iho 
leaders  nf  ihc  mnjiiritv  iif  wlinm  wmilil 
probably  lui  hucU  piilitndiinn  in  lli«  hiiii, 
UemU'rM  for  KiMt  Mayoor  Cork.  Woiihl 
it  not  bu  abiinnl  In  H|i|i«itl  In  tlii'in  (<■ 
control  th«  Kxticutlvn  in  milcr  hi  onniiiol 
lliom  lo  giycjimtniiilHiillli'iKiil  pi'iii«i<riiMi 
for  ibu  piir]KiHO  of  iinrryhi|i  mil,  wii  will 
Kity  an  iiji-iitiiiiuit  iIki'ith,  or  to  ]irijliii<L 
Hoinii  iiiiforiiiiiatd  iiiitii  wliti  uiIk'iI  !■«  tli« 
oL-i!U|iiur  of  an  rvloird  farm  i*  U  U  mil 
uouoitHary  for  iitii  tii  piirMiiii  fiiriliiir  tlm 
cBMCii  in  wlilob  It  wiiiilil  Im  Kiiay  fur  u 
lioHtilo  Kx«rullvit  lo  ]ii'a[itli'ikll,y  jtriivoMt 
tho  Uomlii^m  'if  thi<  iiiliKirlly  in  it'<i|iiii<l, 
whoareinluniHKiil  In  thin  <|it«iliiiii  ut  Niinl, 
from  ohtJiinlMg  thnlr  lual  rlglili  In  wlilr'li, 
im  dtiKOMH  ni)ii  iiH  ■iiMi'i'iN  iif  lli«  </ni<i'ii, 
tboy  am  ontiflit.l.  Iliit  I  ituli,  hi  ll.i< 
NMK'iia  plM<«i,  io  It  iir  io  H  not  In  li" 
(!Xjmh!UhI  that  NiH'li  ail  K«i<i!i>llvi>  wiiihl 
act  with  iinjwrlinl  jiialiii',  ifoifhl  ii"l 
fairly,  or  wiiilil  Im^  lik«lr  I'l  njipiix*  n 
rniii'irity  m  nituabul  'f  It  in  nut  ii<-i-<-* 
nary  Urr  m»  Ut  iiiMbf  nuy  iimu\mr  of 
'juotati'rtia  from  njiiawlio  ui  Ikih,  M'iii 
iMfr*,  who  WMil'l,  hi  all  pfiUhJIIly,  )»• 
(h<!  IjKiuUif  tit  (hn  fiil'irx  ii'ift^titinntii  in 
Irt-.iMi'l.  f  iHiifhl  iiilHt  U,  iM  ■CO'  hxi 
Iff  tit,  Itevilf,  wh".  Mini.  iHi  'I'ifM.  yi'i 
fii^ij  If'iiti  lln-ir  iiiiiiii  lit  ti<iw,  innii't  iii- 
'  'f(r<:  'ff  t>i<!  MiKit  iiitliu-iii'mi  l^wlit*  iii  til'- 
U,».  I^>'l»t>m"t  tt,"  ini;>',  II'  1.1' 
■awl  il  Uinti  Hii^  Mini  'r—r  *K»i«  lli«», 
mnti^"^  ttKHU'f  t^/riHiiii  I'l  ("wicrfi'i./ 

H^.IUftl'-',     III:      ')/iK<     1,14     MltlMl     Ihnl     li'lt 
il.-l.   ,*/^J.'y»'l   M  fLIlhl^l    Hi'l.   »/.  *   f.'K" 

-,..ir.    >i'i:^\  ImJe*  t.,H,  f/.  Ho  iifi-w..      I 
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"  Before  I  say  a  word  on  the  question  of  the 
reduction  of  rents,  allow  me  to  say  I  hold  the 
opinion  that  there  should  be  no  rent  paid  to  the 
landlords  at  all.  L  hold  that  the  land  of  this 
country  was  created  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
those  who  till  it,  and  until  this  question  is 
settled,  as  it  must  be  settled  soon,  there  can  be 
no  peace  as  between  landlord  and  tenant  in  this 
country." 

That,  I  think,  is  a  tolerably  strong  decla- 
ration of  the  principles  which  would  be 
likely  to  actuate  the  leading  Members  of 
the  majority  in  the  Irish  Legislature  of 
the  future.  But,  Sir,  I  do  not  desire  to 
introduce  what  the  Prime  Minister  calls 
poisonous  matter  into  a  Debate  of  this 
kind,  and,  therefore,  I  will  go  to  a  dif- 
ferent class  of  authorities  on  this  subject 
altogether.  I  am  arguing  now,  Sir,  that  it 
is  probable  the  minority  in  Ireland  might 
suffer  oppression  from  such  an  Executive 
as  would  be  created  under  this  Home 
Rule  Bill,  and  here  is  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  now  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  said  on  the  30th  of 
June,  1886,  after  the  introduction  of  the 
first  Home  Rule  Bill  of  that  year.  He 
iaid— 

"  There  was  another  reason  why  he  objected 
to  handing  over  law  and  oitler  to  the  new 
authorities  it  was  proposed  to  set  up.  The 
Parliament  in  Ireland  would  be  dependent  upon 
the  votes  of  the  small  farmers,  who  had  been 
taught  that  rent  was  robbery.  Again,  an  Exe- 
cutive would  be  set  up  in  Ireland  the  Members 
of  which  had  for  years  been  preaching  the  same 
doctrine.  Now.  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Col- 
leagues were  just  men.  They  were  determined 
that  the  Irish  landlords  should  not  be  ruined  by 
being  exposed  to  the  action  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment and  Irish  Executive.  They  knew  that 
under  the  proposals  they  were  bringing  before 
the  country  the  Irish  landlords  would  be  ruined, 
and  so  they  brought  in  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill." 

Well,  will  anybody  contend  after  that 
that  there  is  not  a  danger  that  the  Irish 
landlords,  unless  protection  be  given, 
will  be  ruined  by  the  Executive  of  the 
future,  and  if  any  argument  to  the  con- 
trary should  be  put  forward,  I  will  call  upon 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  answer  it. 
But,  Sir,  I  will  go  to  a  higher  authority 
still.  What  said  the  Prime  Minister 
when  introducing  his  Land  Purchase 
Bill  of  1886?  The  basis  of  his  argu- 
ment was  that  the  scheme  was  to  protect 
and  do  justice  to  the  interests  of 
those  who  depended  on  Irish  Ijiud. 
I  do  not  wish  to  adopt  without 
protests,  some  of  the  views  put  forward 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Of  course, 
it  was  no  part  of  his  purpose  at  the  time 

Mr.  D.  Plunket 


to  throw  any  doubt  upon  the  way  in 
which  the  Irish  Members  of  the  future 
would  conduct  their  Parliament  and  their 
Executive,  but  he  did  use  argument* 
gathered  from  a  different  point  of  view — 
namely,  the  results  produced  by  the 
action  of  the  landlords  in  order  to 
strengthen  his  case,  and  I  claim  every 
word  which  was  spoken  by  the  Prime 
Minister  on  that  occasion  as  part  of  my 
argument  here  to-night ;  and  however 
inconvenient  it  may  be  for  Ministers  to 
answer  and  explain  every  word  which  I 
am  now  going  to  quote  from  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  introducing  his 

Land  Purchase  Bill 

•Mr.  speaker  (interposing)  said^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in 
Order  in  reviewing  legislation  with  re- 
gard to  Irish  land.  He  would  only  be  in 
Order  in  showing  that  those  connected 
with  the  land  would  be  oppressed  or 
were  likely  to  be  deprived  of  their  rights 
without  remedy  or  retlress. 

Mr.  D.  plunket  :  Of  course.  Sir, 
I  bow  to  your  ruling.     I  was  going  to 
refer  to  the  observations  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  continuing  the  argument  at  ail^ 
but  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
state  of  the  Irish  Land  Question  which 
the  Prime  Minister  then  reviewed    was 
such    as    to    produce    danger    to    that 
minority   which    has    to    do    with    the 
ownership  of   land    in   Ireland,  and  for 
whom  in  his  Land  Purchase  Bill  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  provide  a 
means  of  escape.     Of  course.  Sir,  as  you 
have  ruled  that  I  cannot  pursue  that  sub- 
ject further  on  this  clause  I  shall  defer  to 
a  future  occasion  what  I  had  proposed  to 
say  on  that  question,  merely  stating  once 
more  that  we  are  placed  in  an  extremely 
difficult  position,  from  the  fact  that  the 
Government   at  present    have  given  oo 
explanation  whatever,  but,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  have  done  their  best  to   avoid   any 
explanation  of  their  complete  change  of 
front  on  that  subject.     I  will  simply  say^ 
in  conclusion,  that  1  believe  that  unlest^ 
it   is   made   clear   that   the   minority  in 
Ireland — landlords,  tenants,  or  whoever 
they  might  be — who  might  be  brought 
into   collision    with    the    predominating 
forces  in  the  Irish  Legislature  are  ade- 
quately protected  through  this  Court  of 
Exchequer  and  the  Exchequer  Judges, 
and  not  left  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
ordinary  class  of  common  jiux>r«  who  try 
agrarian  cases  in  Ireland,  they  will  be 
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left  witboot  «  shred  of  protection  under 
this  Bill  from  the  daogers  which  they 
finnlj,  and  ab  1  think  justly,  believe  are 
.  inre  to  Await  them  at  the  hands  of  an 
Execntire  from  whom  they  cannot  expect 
lo  receive  fair  and  impartial  treatment. 

Mb.  PABKEB  smith  (Lanark, 
Pftrtick)  thought  it  would  cosdnce  to  the 
more  rapid  progreis  of  business  if  the 
Government  would  answer  speeches  like 
that  which  they  bad  just  beard.  The 
Irish  C  hief  Secretary  said  that  this  clause 
was  a  platitudein  this  country.  [Mr.  J. 
MORLEV  :  The 'first  half  of  it.]  It  was 
tmetfaatiu  this  country  it  was  a  platitude. 
Every  subject  of  the  Queen  here  was 
entitled  to  receive  full  protection  and 
amistance  from  the  Executive,  and  did 
receive  it,  but  it  did  not  follow  at  all  that 
everywhere  and  always  that  was  a 
platitude.  He  would  remind  the  House 
of  thecelebrated  remark — "John  Marshall 
h»B  given  judgment;  let  him  put  it  iu 
force  if  he  can."  That  was  the  state  of 
things  in  the  United  States  where  the 
Legislature  and  Judiciary  declared  its 
will,  hnt  could  not  obtain  the  assiutaace 
of  the  Executive  to  carry  it  out,  and  it 
seemed  tn  him  that  it  was  exceedingly 
probable,  if  this  Home  Rule  Bill  came 
intoeffect,  there  would  be  that  same  diffi- 
culty that  there  w&n  in  America.  The 
Judiciary  mightdeclare  the  law  aa  firmly, 
as  fairly,  and  as  justly  as  it  chose,  but  it 
was  likely  to  And  a  great  deal  of  diffi- 
culty in  inducing  the  Eseontive  to  use 
its  power  to  carry  that  law  into  effect. 
There  was  an  enormous  amount  of  vis 
inertia  iu  the  Executive  if  it  declined  to 
back  up  the  decision  of  the  Judges,  and 
that  amount  of  vit  inertia  was  what 
might  bave  serious  conaequeuces  to  a 
large  number  of  inilividualB  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  said  the  first 
half  of  this  clause  was  in  the  law  already. 
To  a  certaiu  extent  that  was  true.  JS'o 
doubt  it  was  part  of  the  Common  Law, 
but  then  this  Bill  must  be  taken  as  being 
a  kind  of  declaration  of  rights — a  Bill 
which  laid  down  tlie  main  principles, 
whether  they  were  Common  Lnw  or  not, 
upon  which  they  desired  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment should  go.  What  else  was  the 
meaning  of  the  3rd  clause,  and  more 
especially  of  the  4th  clause  ?  Most  of 
the  declaratious  in  the  4th  clause  were 
declarations  iu  so  many  words  of  the 
principles  at  Common  Law.  But  here 
in  Great  Britain  it  did  not  much  matter 


whether  any  principle  was  part  of  the 
Common  Law  or  part  of  the  Statutes. 
This  PorUament  bad  equal  power  to 
modify  any  principle,  whether  it  was  a 
principle  of  Common  Law,  or  whether  it 
was  a  principle  of  the  Statute  ;  but  it 
wouhl  not  be  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Parliament.  The  Irish  Parliament 
would  have  full  power  to  alter  the  Com- 
mon Law  as  much  as  it  pleased,  but  it 
would  not  have  power  to  alter  this 
Statute,  which  would  be  the  fundamental 
Statute  on  which  they  would  be  working, 
and,  therefore,  it  was  of  the  first  import* 
ance  that  they  should  have  embodied  in 
this  Act  the  great  principles  of  the 
Common  Law.  The  second  half  of  the 
clause  was  no  platitude,  but  the  most 
important  enacting  part  of  the  clause,  and 
that  was  the  part  which  referred  these 
questions  to  the  Exchequer  Judges.  It 
did  not  leave  the  remedy  te  any  Judge 
in  any  Court  in  Ireland,  but  gave 
a  special  power  te  anyone  aggrieved  to 
go  to  the  Exchequer  Court  and  obtain 
his  remedy  from  them.  By  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill  it  was  felt  that  the  Exchequer 
Judges  would  administer  the  principles 
of  the  Common  Law  more  in  accordance 
with  our  British  ideas  than  the  ordinary 
Irish  Judges,  and  that  was  a  special 
reason  why  tbe  clause  should  be  added  to 
the  Act.  The  Prime  Minister  himself 
had  declared  in  the  most  emphatic  terms 
that  there  were  no  qnestions  more  im- 
portant than  qaestions  of  personal 
liberty.  The  questions  dealt  with  in 
this  clause  were  questions  of  personal 
liberty,  of  personal  freedom  to  exercise 
rigbtsgivenbytbelawoftbelaud,aodwbat 
they  asked  was  that  those  rights  should 
be  secured  to  their  fellow -subjects  in  Ire- 
land under  tbe  new  Irish  Parliament. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  Uuiversity) 
said,  he  should  not  so  far  offend  tbe  sus- 
ceptibilities of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  to  describe  the  present 
Amendment  as  tbe  most  important  intro- 
duced into  the  discussions  on  this  Home 
Rule  Bill.  It  was  notso  very  important, 
because,  after  all,  it  only  dealt  with  the 
liberties  and  properties  of  the  Unionist 
minority  iu  Ireland.  But  if  it  was  not 
one  of  the  most  important  Amendments 
that  had  been  brought  forward,  be 
ventured  to  think  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment showed  that  it  was  ouc  of  the  , 
most  unanswerable,  because  while  argu- 
ment after  argument  had  beeu  adduced 
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in  relation  to  this  action  that  the  Home 
Rule  Governmeut  were  likely  to  take 
upon  certain  questions  affecting  the  pro- 
perty, and  liberty,  and  privileges  of  Irish 
citizens,  they  had  not  had  one  single 
answer  or  one  single  reason  put 
forward  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  as  to  why  this 
Amendment  should  not  be  accepted.  It 
was  certainly  a  matter  for  reflection  that 
for  the  purpose  of  withdrawing  an 
Amendment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  at  least  half-an-hour,  whilst  for  the 
purpose  of  answering  an  Amendment 
which  dealt  with  the  preservation  of  the 
liberties  and  property  of  the  Unionist 
minority  in  Ireland  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  did  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  say  one  single  word  in 
answer  to  the  arguments  brought  forward 
on  those  (the  Opposition)  Benches.  The 
question  seemed  to  him  to  be  one  they 
ought  to  press  upon  the  Government,  and 
it  was  certainly  a  question  which  those 
representing  Unionist  constituencies  in 
Ireland  were  bound  to  press  upon  the 
Government.  He  wished  to  put  the 
question  in  two  ways.  First,  should  the 
subjects  of  the  Queen  in  Ireland  have  the 
rights  which  this  Amendment  proposed 
to  give  them  ?  In  other  words,  should  the 
subject  of  the  Queen  in  Ireland  be 
entitled  to  receive  full  protection  and 
assistance  from  the  Government  to 
enable  him  to  do  that  which  he  had  a 
legal  right  to  do  or  abstain  from  doing 
that  which  he  had  a  legal  right  to  abstain 
from  doing  ?  Should  he  have  that  right 
or  not  ?  Would  any  hon.  Member  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  get  up  and 
say  he  should  not  ?  The  Chief  Secretary 
who  gave  a  perfunctory  kind  of  argument 
during  the  dinner  hour,  got  up  and  made 
use  of  a  proposition  which  none  of  them 
would  contradict.  He  said  that  this  was 
either  the  law  of  the  land  as  it  at  present 
stood  or  it  was  not.  Then  he  went  on 
to  say  that,  assuming  it  was  not,  the 
Amendment  was  too  vague.  He  (Mr. 
Carson),  as  a  lawyer  given  to  taking 
technical  views  of  words,  could  not  see 
where  the  vagueness  existed.  The 
words  had  been  taken  from  the  Trade 
Union  Acts  and  also  from  the  Criminal 
Law  Procedure  Act,  and  even  if  they 
were  vague  surely  the  rights  aud  liberties 
of  the  minority  in  Ireland  were  worth  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  frame  the  clause  in  such  a  way  as  to 

Mr,  Carson 


secure  the  objects  which  they  all  wished 
to  attain.  To  use  the  phrase  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  they  were  not  wedded  to 
the  particular  form  of  the  Amendment. 
What  they  wanted  was  that  the  principle 
should  be  made  clear  that  the  liberties 
and  properties  of  the  loyal  minority 
should  be  protected  by  such  a  provision 
as  this.  As  regarded  the  contention  that 
the  citizens  in  Ireland  ought  to  have 
these  rights,  no  answer  had  been  vouch- 
safed by  the  Government.  There  re- 
mained one  other  question,  and  that  was — 
Was  there  any  reason  to  fear  that  these 
rights  would  be  infringed  ?  Nationalist 
Members  had  declared  time  after  time 
that  when  they  came  into  power  they 
would  take  care  that  those  rights  would 
be  infringed.  ICries  of  "No,  no!''] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said 
"No,  no,"  but  what  was  the  meaning 
of  the  speech — 

"  When  we  come  out  of  the  struggle  we  will 
take  care  that  our  friends  shall  receive  their 
reward  and  that  we  shall  take  vengeance  apooi 


our  enemies  ? " 


It  was  all  very  well  to  pooh-pooh  these 
matters,  but  he  was  prepared  to  put  these 
questions  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  [Ironical  laughter, ']  Yes  ; 
that  was  the  way  hon.  Members  treated 
arguments.  They  laughed  and  scoffed. 
Anything,  they  thought,  was  good 
enough  for  the  followers  of  the  Govern- 
ment. These  hon.  Members,  when  they 
went  over  to  Ireland,  made  their  serious 
speeches  ;  in  that  House  they  made  their 
perfunctory  and  performing  speeches.  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  Irish  Members 
below  the  Gangway  this  question — 
Would  they  get  up  in  that  House  and  with- 
draw all  they  had  said  as  to  boycotting 
evicted  farms  ?  Would  anv  Irish  Mem- 
ber  get  up  and  say  that  it  was  a  proper 
and  a  right  thing  for  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, when  it  was  formed,  to  give  pro- 
tection to  those  who  had  taken  an 
evicted  farm  ?  Would  any  Member 
get  up  and  say  that  ?  [An  hon. 
Member  :  To  please  you.]  It  was  not 
a  question  of  pleasing  him.  He  did  not 
want  to  be  pleased,but  what  he  wanted  was 
an  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether 
they  withdrew  the  speeches  and  renounced 
the  doctrines  they  had  been  preach- 
ing in  Ireland  during  the  last  10  years  ? 
Would  they  now  say  that  they  would 
afford  the  protection  of  the  law  under  an 
Irish  Parliament  to  those  who  had  taken 
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erioted  farms,  aud  if  they  refnsed  to  give 
protection  ia  such  cuaos  the  Ameudment 
was  necessary.  All  that  was  asked  by 
the  clause  was  that  some  remedy  should 
be  left  to  an  Irish  citizen  who,  he  sup- 
posed, had  a  right  to  take  an  evicted 
farm  nuless  hon.  Members  opposite  who 
supported  the  Gnvemment  bad  adopted 
the  theories  of  the  Laud  League 
instead  of  the  law  of  the  land. 
If  the  Irish  G over ument  did  not  give  this 
protection,  what  was  the  remedy  which 
the  Irish  citizen  was  to  have  ?  Was  he 
to  have  the  remedy  contained  in  the 
clause  or  not  ?  If  not,  then,  he  said,  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  hand  over 
to  the  Irish  Executive  the  full  power  to 
abrogate  the  fundamental  conditions  uf 
social  lite  and  property  in  Ireland.    They 


ititled  1 


whal 


the 


views  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang' 
way  as  regarded  the  intimidation  of  those 
who  had  exercised  their  legal  rights, 
whether  in  taking  evicted  farms  or  in 
other  ways.  Was  it  their  view  they 
should  be  protected  from  that  intimida- 
tion ?  Every  one  of  those  Members — 
certainly  the  chief  of  them  who  would 
form  the  Government  of  Ireland — had 
been  found  guilty  by  a  Special  Com- 
mission. [^Ironical  cheers  and  lauffhler."] 
Yes  ;  there  it  was  again.  The  supporters 
of  the  great  English  Liberal  and  great 
English  Radical  Party  took  as  arguments 
the  ironical  cheers  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  Was  it  a  fact,  or 
was  it  not,  that  they  bad  been  convicted, 
by  a  tribunal  constituted  by  that  House, 
of  having  themselves  practised  intimida- 
tion and  encouraged  intimidation  to  those 
who  had  taken  evicted  farms  ?  The 
matter  was  upon  record  in  that  House. 
[An  hon.  Mehher  :  What  about  Pigott  ?] 
Hon.  Meml)ers  below  the  Gangway 
always  wished  to  go  off  on  some  irrelevant 
matter.  They  were  always  anxious  to 
get  away  from  the  real  question,  and 
their  English  allies  were  always  anxious 
to  assist  them  in  doing  so.  He  bad  put 
&  question  in  relation  to  the  boycotting 
of  evicted  farms,  aud  he  had  quoted  the 
judgment  of  the  Special  Commission 
that  had  found  Nationalist  Members 
guilty  of  preaching  and  teaching  intimi- 
dation. Would  any  Nationalist  Members 
get  up  now  and  say  when  they  were 
entrusted  with  the  government  of  Ireland 
they  would  take  care  that  no  such  cases 
ebould  occur  again,  that  ibey  would  pre- 


vent this  hitimidation  ?  Not  one  of  them 
could  get  up.  They  dare  not.  And  why  ? 
Because  they  knew  very  well  that,  how- 
ever they  might  repudiate  these  matters 
in  that  House,  they  would  not  for  one 
moment  hold  the  position  they  did  as 
Members  of  that  House  were  it  not  that 
they  were  prepared  to  carry  on  this 
doctrine  of  rapine  and  plunder  by 
preaching  this  doctrine  of  intimidation 
in  Ireland.     If  that  was  the  case — aud 

nobody  could  say   it  was    not [Mr. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  (ironically)  :  Hear, 
hear  I]  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admit  it  is  the  case  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  No, 
no  I  I  simply  cheered  ironically  what 
appeared  to  me  to  be  a  most  ridiculous 
statement. 

Mr.  CARSON  i  I  suppose  the  right 
hou.  Gentlemau  thinks  that  a  proper 
kind  of  interruption. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  gave 
a  cheer  which  was  not  loud  or  indecent, 
but  which  was  drawn  from  me  by  senti- 
ments nhich  I  thought  required  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemau  invited  me 
to  rise,  and  then  finds  fault  with  me  for 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  he  should  be  sorry 
iu  any  way  to  charge  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemau  with  any  indecency  in  relation 
to  the  proceedings  of  that  House.  All 
he  couid  say  was  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that  his  pro- 
position was  ridicnlons  he  was  goiug 
against  every  fact  which  he  at  one  time 
had  admitted,  and  which  had  subse- 
quently been  proved  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
before  the  Special  Commission.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  chal- 
lenged that  evening  to  disprove  those 
facts,  but  he  had  not  thought  it  worth 
while  to  do  so.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  by  saying  thatthelrish 
Members  were  marching  through  rapine 
and  plunder  to  the  dismemberment  of  the 
Empire  ?  What  was  the  meaning  of 
that  phrase  ?  The  meaning  was  this. 
The  rapine  and  plunder  was  the  rapine 
and  plunder  of  Irish  landlords  by  teaching 
people  they  need  not  pay  rents  ;  that  no 
Goveruraent  ought  to  compel  rents  to  be 
paid,  aud  that  no  Governmeut  ought  to 
carry  out  evictions.  That  was  the  rapine 
and  plunder,  and  these  were  the  methods 
which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  said  were 
adopted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  for  the  purpose  of  getting  him 
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to  adopt  the  policy  of  Home  Rule.  In 
these  circumstances,  he  wanted  to  know, 
were  not  they,  who  represented  the 
Unionists  of  Ireland,  entitled  to  ask  for 
protection  against  those  doctrines  of. 
rapine  and  plunder  when  the  men  who 
preached  them  should  have  been  put  in 
power  ?  That  was  the  matter  that  was 
put  forward  by  this  clause,  and  it  re- 
quired an  answer.  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral  knew  the  law  and  the  meaning  of  the 
clause.  [The  Solicitor  General  made 
an  observation  which  was  inaudible  in 
the  Gallery.]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  he  was  hanged  if  he 
did.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  explain  to  the  House 
why  he  had  gone  through  that  painful 
operation.  He  (Mr.  Carson)  contended 
that  the  meaning  and  object  of  the  clause 
were  perfectly  clear.  If  the  officers  of 
the  Executive  Government  in  Ireland  were 
not  prepared  to  carry  out  the  elementary 
functions  of  Government,  the  citizens  of 
Ireland  would,  under  the  clause,  have  a 
remedy  in  the  Court  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  set  up  for  the  protection  of  Imperial 
interests,  and  would  be  able  to  obtain 
such  damages  as  he  might  have  suffered 
by  reason  of  not  obtaining  the  ordinary 
protection  which  every  citizen  of  this 
United  Kingdom  had  hitherto  been  con- 
sidered entitled  to.  What  was  the 
objection  to  this  Amendment  ?  They 
were  entitled  to  some  answer,  and  he 
invited  one  from  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land. Why  should  a  member  of  the 
Irish  minority,  who  had  been  refused 
protection,  or  who  had  found  the  Irish 
Executive  unwilling  to  give  him  that 
assistance  which  he  had  a  right  to 
expect,  be  driven  into  a  Court  which 
would  be  responsible  to  the  Irish 
Government  alone  ?  He  expressed  the 
hope  that  this  clause — ^whicb,  in  the  first 
place,  declared  the  elementary  rights 
which  must  be  the  foundation  of  society 
in  every  civilised  community,  and,  in 
the  next  place,  gave  the  protection  of 
the  Courts  which  were  established  to 
deal  with  Imperial  matters — would  be 
added  to  this  Bill,  which  proposed  to 
create  an  entirely  new  Constitution  for 
Ireland.  He  heartily  supported  the 
Amendment. 

•The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  he  had  listened 
carefully  to  the  speeches  in  this  not  very 

Mr.  Carson 


short  Debate  for  some  reference — some 
apt    reference  —  to     the     Amendment 
before  the  Coomiittee.       He  had,  how- 
ever,   heard     nothing    that     he  •  could 
construe      into     such     reference     until 
two    sentences   fell    from    the    lips    of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.     Again,  he  was  anxious  to 
know  what  meaning  was  put  upon  the 
Amendment  by  any  of  its  own  supporters  ? 
True,  he  heard  what  they  had  heard  SO 
times  before  in  the  course  of  these  Debates, 
of  dangers  to  life   and   property.     The 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingbani 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  dwelt  mostly  upon 
the  danger  to  life  that  was  appnjieiided 
by  the  altered  state  of  things  in  Ireland^ 
and  he  supposed  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  imagined  that  that  had  something 
to  do  with  this  Amendment ;  bat  be  failed 
to  point  out  what  it  had  to  do  with  it, 
nor  was  he  able  to  see  bow  he  coold 
have  done  so.     They  had  got,  at  last,  a 
sort  of   explanation  from   the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    the    Member     for 
Dublin   University,  and  what   was  it? 
According    to    the    hon.    and     learned 
Gentleman,  the  first  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment contained  a  statement  of  the  mo»t 
elementary   rights.     But  if   it  were  ao 
Amendment  of  the  Common  Law  it  w»s 
an  Amendment  couched  in  terms  so  vagtie 
as  to  be  utterly  unfit  to  serve  as  the  basis 
of  legislation,  and  in  terms  so  general 
as  to  include  matters  which  ought  not, 
in  any  system  of  legislation,  to  be  in- 
cluded in  any  enactment.    Let  them  Me 
what  the  proposal  really  was.     It  was 
not  that  there  should  be  the  protection 
and    assistance    which    the  elementafj 
rights  of  a  subject  of  the  Queen  gave, 
but  that  there  should  be  protection  and 
assistance  to  a  definite  end  and  purpose, 
which  was  no  less  than  this — to  enable 
any  man  to  do  an  act  he  had  a  legal 
right  to  do,  or  to  abstain  from   doing  an 
act  which  he  had  a  legal  right  to  abstaiD 
from  doing.     [Sir    H.    James:    Hear, 
hear  I]     Would  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  undertake  to 
say  that  it  was  through  the  action  of  the 
Executive  Government  that  subjects  io 
Great  Britain  or  Ireland  were  now  enahM 
to  enjoy  their  legal  rights  ?     If  so,  be 
would  entirely  join  issue  with  him,  and 
deny  it  absolutely.     The  action  of  the 
Law  Courts,  which  were  justly  indepen- 
dent  of    the  action   of   the   Kxecntive, 
afforded  to  the  subject  reasonable  and 
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fair  protection  ;  and  he  said  without  the 
slightest  doubt  upon  the  matter  that  the 
Amendment  introduced  a  vague  and  at 
the  same  time  a  general  and  sweeping 
test  of  the  action  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment which  had  never  before  been 
attempted  or  conceived  by  any  legisla- 
tion, or  attempted  by  any  Houses  of 
Parliament  that  they  had  known  of. 
Undoubtedly  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  was  well- 
founded  in  saying  that  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  not  absolutely  new. 
They  were  taken  from  the  Conspiracy 
Act  of  1876,  and  from  a  more  recent  Act 
dealing  with  Ireland.  But  in  those  en- 
actments the  words  were  used  in  what 
context  ?  They  were  Criminal  Actf ,  and 
the  sanction  of  them  depended,  not  upon 
the  assistance  and  protection  of  the 
Executive  Government,  but  upon  the 
due  administration  of  the  criminal  and 
other  law  in  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
What  was  there  in  that  Amendment  that 
had  to  do  with  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  the  Courts  of  Justice  ?  Abso- 
lutely nothing.  For  his  part,  he  did  not 
profess  to  know  all  the  decisions  that 
had  been  given,  and  his  views  might  be 
utterly  wrong  ;  but  he  would  be  astounded 
indeed  if  anyone  could  bring  forward  a 
series  of  authorities  in  our  law  showing 
thifit  the  protection  and  assistance  of  the 
Executive  Government,  not  in  an  ele- 
mentary manner,  but  so  as  to  enable  all 
the  results  set  out  in  the  Amendment  to 
be  achieved,  ever  had  been  the  law  of 
the  land.  But  that  was  the  Amendment. 
They  were  told  that  there  were  great 
dangers.  The  Government  considered 
that  these  fears  were  greatly  exaggerated ; 
but  he  would  assume,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  dangers  which  were 
apprehended  were  real.  What  then  ? 
The  existence  of  these  difficulties  and 
dangers  was  not  before  the  House,  but 
the  remedy  against  them.  It  was  quite 
an  unprecedented  remedy — namely,  to 
apply  to  set  aside  or  render  unnecessary 
the  action  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  and  to 
throw  new  duties  upon  the  Executive 
Government.  To  carry  out  the  provision 
of  the  Amendment  someone  must  be 
provided  in  some  way  with  the  means  of 
knowing  what  the  legal  rights  of  an 
aggrieved  subject  were.  How  could  that 
be  determineil  in  the  absence  of  a  de- 
cision of  a  Court  of  Law  ?  Who  gave 
jurisdiction  to   any  officer  of   the  Exe- 


cutive Government  to  determine  what 
was  a  crime  and  what  was  not  ? 
Every  Executive  officer  would  be  liable 
to  afford  protection  and  assistance.  As 
he  understood  it,  as  a  matter  of  English 
language — though  he  had  already  said 
that  he  did  not  know  what  the  author  of 
the  Amendment  was  driving  at — the 
words  would  imply  that  every  Executive 
officer  should  afford  such  protection 
and  assistance  as  would  enable  every  sub- 
ject of  the  Queen  to  enjoy  every  legal  right 
that  he  possessed.  '*  Elementary  rights  " 
indeed.  Why,  they  were  unheard  of, 
unknown  rights,  which  ought  not  to  be 
given  to  individuals  at  the  cost  of  Exe- 
cutive officers.  If  such  a  law  were  enacted 
the  Government  of  the  country  could  not 
be  carried  on.  No  one  would  be  mad 
enough  to  become  an  Executive  officer  if 
he  were  required  to  become  the  guardian 
of  the  rights  of  every  person  with  whom 
he  might  come  into  contact.  He  would 
call  attention  to  the  words  of  the  clause. 
It  said — 

"  And  if  aoy  Executive  officer,  whose  duty  it 
shall  be  to  afford  such  protection  or  assistance^ 
shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  afford  it,  the  person 
injured  thereby  may  sustain  an  action  before 
th6  Exchequer  Judges  in  respect  of  such  injury, 
and  may  recover  damages  in  consequence 
thereof." 

It  came  to  this — that  any  individual  who 
failed  to  procure  his  rights,  if  he  thought 
that  due  assistance  had  not  been  rendered 
him,  would  have  right  of  action  against 
the  Executive  officer.  A  man  might 
say — "  I  have  not  been  assisted  by  the 
police  ;  I  have  sustained  loss  ;  I  am  still 
alive,  and  am  in  possession  of  my  facul- 
ties ;  I  want  compensation."  What 
could  he  recover  on  ?  He  ventured  to 
say  that  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  on  the  clause  had  misunderstood 
it  in  divers  ways,  none  of  them  agreeing 
with  each  other.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Carson)  ha<l  actually  per- 
suaded himself  that  the  clause  recognised 
"elementary  rights"  —  as  though  ele- 
mentary rights  could  not  be  left  to  the 
ordinary  law.  The  ordinary  law  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  Executive  officer  had  cer- 
tain duties  cast  on  him,  and  that  if  he 
neglected  to  discharge  them  he  was 
criminally  responsible.  Moreover,  if  by 
such  neglect  a  citizen  sustained  injury, 
the  Executive  officer,  he  believed, 
could  be  held  legally  responsible.  He 
believed  the  law  extended  to  that,  and  if 
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lie  were  asked  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
point  he  should  say  that  it  did,  though 
there  would  be  vast  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  proving  any  particular  case.    ["  Hear, 
hear  I  "J     Yes  ;    but   because   difficulty 
might  be  in  fhe  way  of  giving  proof  it  did 
not  follow  that  the  principle  was  not  a 
sound  one.     Hon.  Members  were  surely 
aware   that   there   were   many  cases  in 
which   the   difficulties   in    the    way   of 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  were  insuperable, 
but  in  which,  if  the  facts  were  once  ad- 
mitted, the   remedy  would    immediately 
follow.     He   ventured   to   say  that  this 
clause  was  an   absolute   novelty,  which 
would  throw  on  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, in  language  that  was  vague  and 
general,  a  vast  amount  of  duty  which,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  no  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  any  Constitutional  country  had 
ever   before   been   expected  to  perform. 
The  Opposition  might  say — "  If  you  do 
not  like  the  language  in  which  this  pro- 
posal  is  couched  bring  in    a  clause   of 
your  own."     But  the  Opposition  did  not  ^ 
like  the  language,  and  they  did  not  like  the 
principle.    [^Opposition  cheers,']    Gentle- 
men who  cheered  so  loudly  should  tell 
him  what  the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
was.     Did    they   know   anything  at  all 
about   it  ?      He,  at  any   rate,  knew  this 
about   it — that  it  contained   a  principle 
which  the  Government  condemned  and 
could  not  accept.     They  could  not  agree 
that   from    the  ordinary   Courts   of   the 
country  should  be  taken  the  duty  of  in- 
suring citizens    in   their  rights — a  duty 
which  had  hitherto  been    fulfilled  in  99 
cases  out  of  100,  or  in  999  cases  out  of 
1,000  by  the  Law  Courts  as  distinct  from 
the  Executive  authority.    They  certainly 
could  not  agree  that  this  should  be  done 
by  an  ill-considered  clause   which  con- 
tained the  germs  of  infinite  litigation,  and 
would  put  on  the  shoulders  of  Executive 
officers  duties    which    they    had   never 
before  had  to  perform. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  that  it  had  been 
difficult  to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
through  what  seemed  to  be  a  rather  in- 
volved argument.  He  (Sir  H.  James) 
admitted  that  he  did  not  altogether 
appreciate  the  view  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  took  on  the  question.  But 
one  or  two  of  the  sentences  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man he  quite  appreciated.  A  great  many 
supporters  of  the  Government  said  that 

Sir  J,  Righy 


they  would  never  consent  to  any  measure 
that   would    not  sufficiently  protect  the 
minority  in  Ireland.     What  was  the  pro- 
tection they   were  now  affording  in  the 
Bill  ?      From    what    source    was    it    to 
come  unless  from  an  efficient  and  vigilant 
Executive    ever    ready   and  willing  to 
protect  the  minority  ?     It  was  with  the 
desire   that   such   protection    shoald   be 
afforded  that  this  Amendment  bad  been 
framed.     They  were  told  by   the  Chief 
Secretary   that,    though    he    had    some 
doubt  on  the  subject,  he  believed   this 
clause  was  unnecessary.  But  the  Solicitor 
General   said   that   he   objected     to   the 
principle  of  the  clause,  although  it  only 
declared  the  law  as  it  now  stood  according 
to   the  Chief   Secretary.     According  » 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  law  as  it 
now  stood  afforded  sufficient  protection  to 
the  minority,  and  the  Solicitor  General 
objected  to  giving  that  prot<:ctiou.     His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  he  did  not 
understand   this   language.       He  would 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  what 
they  intended  it  to  mean.     They  did  not 
intend  that  if  a  man  was  injured  in  bis 
person  or  his  property  the  clause  should 
apply,  for  in  that  case  civil  damages  eouW 
be  obtained.  It  was  an  endeavour  to  prevent 
the  commission  of  crime  ;  not  to  puni^  it 
after  it  had  been  committed.     What  con- 
solation was  it  to  a  man  whose  cattle  were 
mutilated,  whose  property  was  destroyed, 
whose  house  was  fired  into,  to  tell  him, 
"  It  is  true  there  was  no  policeman  on 
duty   there,  and   no   one   to    check    the 
offender ;  but  you  can  go  to  a  Court  and 
find  your  remedy  ? ''     That  was  not  pro- 
tection.     To  give  protection  care  shonld 
be  taken  that  there  was  sufficient  police 
— a  loyal   police — and  that  the  subject* 
of  the  Crown  should  eee  that  there  were 
those  who   would  stand  lietween  tbenu 
when    they    conducted    themselves   pro- 
perly,   and    the    commission    of   crime* 
Did  the  Solicitor  General  object  to  that 
principle  ?     Did  he  content  himself  witi 
pointing  out  where  compensation  could 
be  obtained  for  an  evil,  and  had  ho  do 
care  to  prevent  that  evil  ?     Why  should 
he  say   that   he  cared  not  if  crime  wi* 
committed,     provided     the      man     wlio 
was    injured     obtained     compensation' 
That   did   not   represent   the  i»eace  •»! 
good  government  of  a  nation.     That  wa# 
the  view  of  a  lawyer ;  it  was  not  tw 
'  view  of  a  peaceable  citizen.     That  wa» 
not  the  principle  on  which  thaj  ooMi 
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ooe  individual  and  aDother  in  regard  to 
wrong  doue  and  in  regard  to  crime  com- 
mitted, to  apply  that  provisiou  to  the 
relatione  between  the  Esecutive  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  and  every  individual 
in  the  community  in  regard,  not  to  the 
acte  done  or  crimes  committed,  but  in 
regard  to  what  any  individual  may  be 
pleased  to  anticipate  with  regard  to  him- 
self. Now,  Sir,  might  I  ask  the  Honse 
for  a  moment  to  attend  to  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment — 

"Every  subject  of  the  yueen  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  fall  protection  and  assislsnce 
from  the  Executive  OoTcmment,  bobs  to  enable 
him  to  ilo  any  act  he  hag  a  l^al  right  to  do." 
Well,  a  legal  gentleman  on  this  side  of 
the  House  has  just  suggested  that  if  a 
man  desired  to  remove  his  furniture,  a 
perfectly  legal  act  which  he  has  a  right 
to  do,  he  would  be  entitled  under  this 
Amendment,  not  only  to  claim  the  police 
to  protect  the  furniture,  but  also  porters 
to  make  the  transfer,  because  he  is 
entitled  to  receive  not  only  protection,  but 
"assistance  to  do  any  act  that  he  has  a 
legal  right  to  do."     Observe  the  effect  of 


that  Amendment. 
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conduct  the  affairs  of  the  State,  saying — 
"We  will  not  interfere  to  prevent 
crime,"  With  regard  to  compensation 
for  injury,  it  would  not  be  givcu  unless 
the  tribunal — that  was  to  say,  the  Ex- 
chequer iTudges — were  satisfied,  first  that 
there  was  injury,  and,  secondly,  that 
the  amount  of  compensation  apportioned 
toit  was  a  proper  measure  of  compensation. 
The  Solicitor  General  said  that  the 
Eieculive  Government  would  not  always 
be  able  to  tell  whether  the  claim  for  pro- 
tection w-as  rightly  made  or  not.  But 
suppose  a  subject  of  the  Crown  said  he 
was  in  danger,  and  he   asked  the  Chief 

Secretary  for  protection.  The  Chief 
Secretary  might  say — "  I  know  you 
aiik  for  protection,  but  I  cannot  give  you 

what  yoH  desire."  In  consequence  of 
the  waul  of  protection  damage  ensued. 

Why  should  not  the  responsibility  fall 
on  the  Executive  Government  ?       They 

had  the   power  to  afford  protection,  and 

if  they  wilfully  abstained  from  giving  it 

they  should  be  held  responsible.     What 

the  clause  proposed  was  a  most  proper 

right,  and  one  which  a  person  ought  to 

be  able  to  enforce.       It  was  asking  for 

nothing  more  in  the  shape  of  protection 

thau  was  given  in  this  country.       The 

Solicitor  General  said    it   was  neither  in 

this  country  nor  in  Ireland  that  a  citizen 

required  protection  to  enable  him  to  do  a 

legal  right.       They  did  not  see  much  of 

it  in    Great  Britain,  but  in  Ireland   at 

this   iDoment    men  were  uuable    to   do 

what  was  legally  right  without  pro- 
lection.        They  had   been   acting   under 

proiectioD,    and    their   fate  would    have 

been  sad  if  they  had  not  received  it. 
Mb.  sexton  :  I  do  not  think   that 

what    the    right    hoo.    Gentleman    the 

Member    for    Bury    (Sir     H.     James) 

ventured  to  anticipate  in  his  concluding 

remarks  is  likely  to  occur.       The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  misquoted  my  right  hon. 

Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

I  listened  to  every  word  of  the  speech  of 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and    he  said 

nothing    like   what    has    been    imputed 

to  him.      The  right  hou.  Gentleman  put 

two  alternatives.       He  said,  either   it  is 

BO  or  it  is  not,  and  he  then  proceeded  to 

an  argument  in  which  he  considered  the 

two  alternatives.     This,  Amendment — I 

must   be   pardoned  for  saying  so — is  an 

absurd  attempt  to  apply  a  provision    in 

the  Coercion  Act  of    1687,  a  provision 


of  a  man's  life  which  is  a  legal  act,'  The 
Government  of  Ireland  is  not  unlikely  to 
be  harassed  by  persons  disaffected  to  the 
system  of  Home  Rule,  and  all  any  man  in 
Ireland  would  have  to  do  by  the  nature 
of  this  Amendment  would  be  to  go  to 
the  Executive  Government,  or,  in  the 
wide  language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
any  subordinate  of  that  Government,  and 
say,  "  I  am  about  to  do  this,  that,  or  the 
other  thing  which  I  have  a  legal  right  to 
do,"  and,  without  submitting  any  proof 
that  be  was  in  any  danger,  or  that  the 
legal  act  was  likely  to  be  impeded  or 
hampered,  he  might  claim  protection  ;  for 
it  is  not  stated  that  he  is  bound  to  submit 
to  the  Executive  Government  any  proof 
of  the  need  for  protection,  and  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  on  his  application, 
would  be  obliged  to  afford  it.  I  ask  ie 
the  Executive  Government  to  have  any 
discretion  ?  Evidently  not,  because,  tf 
they  had  discretion,  and  they  iu  their 
discretion  refused  the  assistance,  then  no 
action  would  lie ;  but  clearly  the  inten- 
tion is  that  the  Executive  Goverunaent 
of  Ireland  raises  public  moneys  at  the 
cost  of  the  community  to  pay  a  public 
force  to  preserve  the  peace,  to  maintain 
good  order,  to  secure  good  government 
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course  of  individuals  scattered  over  the !  an   officer   of   the   Goverumeut  and  a 


country  might  by  requisition  on  the  Go- 
vernment   claim    to    have   that     force 
diverted  from  the  service  of  the  public 
and   applied   to   their   imaginary  needs. 
No   Government    could    be   carried    on 
under  such  circumstances.    And  not  only 
that,  but  they  might  ask  protection    to 
enable  them  to  abstain  from  doing  any 
act  they  have  a  legal  right  to  abstain 
from  doing.     Really,  Sir,  we  have  passed 
from  the  realms  of  actual  life   into  the 
realms  of  imagination.    Because  any  man 
has  only  to  go  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment ito  imagine  some  act  he  wants  to 
abstain    from    doing,    and     state     that 
in    that    abstinence     he    wants    to    be 
protected.     I  do  not  see  if  this  Amend- 
ment   were    carried     what    reply    the 
Government  would  have  to  a  demand  like 
that.  If  they  say,"  We  do  not  think  any- 
body will  prevent  you,"  he  says,  "  Well,  I 
want  the  protection,"  and  it  appears  to 
me  it  is  his  discretion  and  not   the   dis- 
cretion of  the  Government  that  is  final. 
If  the  Executive  deny  him  that  protec- 
tion,   they  would  be  liable  to   be  haled 
before  the  Exchequer  Judges  to  answer 
for  the  refusal.     This  Amendment,  then, 
is  the  most  absurd  of  all  the  Amendments 
yet  brought  before  the  House  ;  and  then 
what  happens  when  such  a  matter  as  I 
have  referred  to  occurs  ?     You  give  the 
Legislature   of   Ireland  power  to  make 
laws  for  every  matter  exclusively  Irish. 
You   give   tliem   power   to   appoint   an 
Executive  Government,  to  appoint  Judges 
for  the  administration  of  the  law.     You 
have  determined  that  wherever  Revenue 
is   concerned,   or   any   action    arises   in 
regard  to  an  Imperial  Statute  which  can- 
not bo  altered  by  the  Irish  Legislature, 
or  with  reference  to  any  Act  passed  after 
Home  Rule  is  granted,  it  shall  be  tried 
by  two  Exchequer  Judges.     But  what 
extension   is   here  proposed  ?      That  in 
regard  to  any  matter   whatever,  even  a 
matter  within  the   power   of   the   Irish 
Legislature     to    make     laws    upon,    if 
any    individual    anywhere    in     Ireland 
chooses  to  allege  he  has  suifered  injury 
because   of    the    refusal  of  any   officer 
of   the   Government    to    place    at    his 
personal  disposal  the  public  forces,  this 
complaint  is  not  to  be  tried  by  any  Judge 
in  Ireland  responsible  to  the  Legislature, 
but  by  two  Judges  in  no  sense   respon- 
sible to  it.     Even  in  regard  to  such  an 
ordinary  matter  as  a  difference  between 

Mr.  Sexton 


citizen,  it  cannot  be  tried  by  any  Judge 
appointed  by  the  Irish  GovernmeDt,  bit 
you  must  have  two  special  Judges. 
When  cases  of  this  kind  arise  it  simply 
means  nothing  more  or  less  than  thlg^ 
that  the  whole  of  the  forces  provided  to 
secure  peace  and  good  order  to  the  whole 
community  might  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  any  congregation  of  individuals 
to  supply  and  carry  out  their  private 
purposes.  Therefore,  I  say  the  Amend- 
ment shoulil  not  pass. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square):  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kerry  has  been  stimulated  by  the 
compliment— the  very  fair  compliment- 
paid  to  him  by  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  his  legal  acumen  in  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  evening  into  giving  a  legal 
exposition  of  the  clause  which  is  now 
proposed  to  the  House.  The  hoe.  Gen- 
tleman showed  considerable  eloquence, 
but  he  did  not  show  any  particuUr  legal 
knowledge,  for  he  omitted  to  notice  the 
words — as  also  did  the  Solicitor  General— 

"  And  if  any  Executive  officer,  whoBC  doty  it 
shall  be  to  afford  such  protection  or  assiitAoc* 
shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  afford  it,  the  peraoc 
thereby  injured  may  sustaiu  an  actiou  hd^'tt 
the  Exchequer  Judges  in  respect  of  such  injurr.' 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  duty  of  tb« 
officer  is  the  duty  established  by  the  first 
part  of  the  clause. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  I  said  I  did  not 
agree  with  these  words,  and  I  answered 
the  inquiry  in  the  manner  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kerry  has  adopted. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  thing  th»t 

the     ordinary     common  -  sense     per»0B 

reading  the  paragraph    would    come  to 

that  conclusion.     If  the  reading  of  the 

first  part  of  the  clause  be  objected  UK  » 

very  slight  change  will  put  it  right,  *n*l 

we  have  found  the  Government  perfectly 

ready,  when   they  were  interested  in  a 

proposal,  to  assist  in  putting  into  proper 

language  any  such  Amendments  as  hAT« 

been  moved.     But  the  Government  txtan 

the   beginning  of   this   discussion  harv 

shown   that   it  does   not  interest  thenu 

The  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  (Mr. 

Sexton)  says  tliis  is  a  dilatory  clause.    I 

think   that  anyone  who  has  listeittdtD 

the   arguments  will  see  that  it  is  ool  t 

dilatory  clause,  but  that  the  OpporiiWi 

would  not  have  done  their  doty  ■§!■* 

they  had  submitted  to  the    Hoosa  «liw 

opportunity  of  affording  prolaotiott  ktkt 
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<lirectiou  indicated  by  the  clause.  We 
have  to  deal  with  a  state  of  thiugs  in 
IrelaDd  which  was  described  by  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Dochy  (Mr.  Bryce)  when  ho  said — 

*•  With  •the  police  under  elected  Boards  the 
landlord  might  whistle  for  his  rent.  He  would 
be  lucky  if  he  kept  a  whole  skin." 

That  is  the  case  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.  The  Irish  Members  were  chal- 
lenged by  ray  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Plunket)  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
disclaiming  the  language  they  have  used. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry 
rose  I  thought  it  was  not  to  play  the 
role  of  the  lawyer,  but  to  state  that  he 
and  his  friends  had  abandoned  the  whole 
of  those  views  with  regard  to  evictions, 
Und  grabbers,  and  the  protection  which 
ought  to  be  afforded  to  tenants  who  try 
to  do  their  duty  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  :  No,  Sir.  I  think  I 
am  entitled  to  say  I  do  not  think  that  a 
gentleman  who  said  in  this  House  that  he 
would  be  loyal  to  England  only  as  long 
as  England  was  loyal  to  him  has  any 
right  to  challenge  us. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  1  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry  was  qualifying 
to  be  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
the  Irish  Government.  I  see  now  that 
he  has  changed  his  role  and  intends  to  be 
the  Attorney  General.  I  must  call  his 
reply  a  simple  quibble — that  is  not  too 
strong  a  name — for  getting  out  of  a 
serious  challenge.  The  public  will  not 
be  deceived  by  it.  A  challenge  has 
been  given,  and  all  the  friends  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  have  sat  silent  around 
him.  The  challenge  has  been  thrown 
down  not  only  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  but  by  several  gentlemen 
opposite.  [A  Nationalist  Member  : 
They  despise  it.]  Do  they  despise  the 
words  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
(Mr.  Bryce)  ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Cork,  S.E.)  :  They 
despise  the  challenge  and  the  challenger. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  These  are  inter- 
mptions,  Mr.  Speaker,  which  will  not 
promote  the  Debate.  I  am  perfectly 
entitled  to  put  this  as  the  argument 
which  has  mainly  been  before  the  House 
— that  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  have  shown  the 
public  that  the  Land  Question  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  Irish  Question  in  many 
SQoseS)   and   that   until  that  question  is 


settled  special  protection  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland. 
Declaration  after  declaration  has  been 
made  by  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  that  effect.  Of  course  those 
words  were  pronounced  in  a  different 
state  of  circumstances,  and  before 
the  angelic  time  had  set  in.  We  really 
do  ask  that  we  should  hear  from  the 
angels,  at  all  events,  that  they  have 
repented.  We  say  to  the  Government — 
"  Are  you  satisfied  to  leave  your  declara- 
tions standing  as  they  are,  and  yet,  with- 
out explanation,  to  refuse  to  accept  the 
protection  we  offer,  or,  if  you  dislike 
that,  to  suggest  some  other  protection  ?  '* 
The  Solicitor  General  (Sir  J.  Rigby)  has 
returned  the  great  service  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  rendered  to  him 
earlier  in  the  evening,  when  he  covered 
the  defeat  of  the  Solicitor  General  and 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  C.  Russell)  in 
a  cloud  of  words.  The  Solicitor  General 
has  returned  the  service  by  diverting  the 
attack  on  the  Prime  Minister  by  pro- 
ducing a  very  foggy  cloud  of  technicali- 
ties. He  certainly  had  this  advantage — that 
neither  the  Prime  Minister  nor  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  nor  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy,  nor  any  of  these  men  who 
have  held  strong  views  in  regard  to  the 
land,  have  stood  up  and  said  what  they 
might  say  on  the  question.  They  leave 
us  entirely  without  light,  and  put  up  the 
Solicitor  General  to  answer  with  legal 
technicalities.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
this  is  quite  of  a  piece  with  the  whole 
method  the  Government  have  employed 
in  dealing  with  the  question  of  laud  since 
the  First  Reading  stage,  when  the  Prime 
Minister  forgot  to  state  that  that  question 
was  to  be  withheld  from  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment for  three  years.  Now  that  an 
opportunity  is  afforded  for  debating  the 
question  of  protection  for  the  minority 
the  Government  shirk  it,  and  show  no 
interest  in  it.  We  know  with  what 
charming  eloquence  and  vigour  thePrime 
Minister  addresses  us  when  his  heart  is 
in  the  subject  before  the  House.  On  this 
question  we  have  been  kept  studiously 
in  the  dark  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  no  Member  of  the  Government  has 
thought  it  worth  while  to  say  why  they 
no  longer  think  it  necessary  to  afford  the 
protection  we  seek  to  give  in  this  clause, 
not  only  to  the  landlords,  but  to  the 
honest  tenants  and  others  who  are  en- 
gaged in  agriculture* 
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The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  158; 
Noes  198.— (Division  List,  No.  261.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) moved  to  insert,  after  Clause  8,  the 
following  Clause  : — . 

(Attendance  of  Member  of  Executive  in 

Legislature.) 

"Any  Member  of  the  Executive  Committee 
may  attend  and  speak  at  any  sitting  of  either 
Hoose  of  the  Legislature,  but  shall  not  be  en- 
titled to  vote  unless  entitled  as  a  Councillor,  or 
as  a  Member  of  the  Legislative  Assembly.** 

He  said  this  proposal  was  not  intended 
to  serve  any  Party  purpose,  and  would 
excite  no  political  passion.      He  did  not 
know  why  the  Government  should  not 
accept  it  at  once,  except  that  it  was  of  a 
somewhat   novel   character.     Its   object 
was  to  facilitate  the  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  in  connection  with  the 
Irish  Legislature.     The  system   he  ad- 
vocated was  in  vogue  in  France,  and  he 
thought  it  also   prevailed  in    Germany. 
He  need   hardly  explain  to   those  who 
were  familiar  with  the  British  practice 
that  if  such  liberty  of  action  prevailed  at 
Westminster  it  would  be  attended  with 
many  advantages.      A    project   of   law 
which  was  thought  needful  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  supported  in  one  House  by 
the  Member  of  the  Government  who  had 
elaborated  it,  who  was  familiar  with  all 
,  its  details,  and  who  knew  the  best  argu- 
ments to  be  used  in  support  of  it.     It  was 
then  sent  to  the  other  House,  and,  instead 
of   being   followed   by   its   author,   was 
handed  over  to  someone  who  had  only  a 
secondary  knowledge  of  it,  and  did  not 
know  how  it  hung  together.     This  was  a 
very  inconvenient  state  of  things,  for  it 
must  be  clear  to  everyone  that  the  author 
of  a  measure  was  the  best  person  to  de- 
fend  its   provisions  and   to  answer  the 
arguments   used  against  it.     If,  for  ex- 
ample,  the   Home   Rule   Bill   could   be 
followed  to  the  other  House  by  its  dis- 
tinguished author  the  imagination  would 
conceive  what  a    very   different    result 
would  be  produced  than  was  likely  under 
present    circumstances    to    be  produced 
when  a  helpless  and   hopeless  Peer  ad- 
dressed a  strong  Opposition  with  a  feeble 
apology    for    an     explanation     of    the 
measure.     When  a  Bill  was  brought  in 
by  the  Home  Secretary  he  was  obliged  to 
get  hold  of  some  Lord  of  the  Household 
or     other     person     holding     a     purely 


domestic    appointment    to    esqdain   his 
measure  for  him  in  another  place. 

It  being  Midnight,  further  Proceeding 
on  Consideration,  as  amended,  stood  ad* 
joumed. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  further  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY      EDUCATIOX     (SCHOOL 

ATTENDANCE)    BILL— <No.  141.) 

COMMITTEE.     IProffress^  Clause  i,  2»d 

August,'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  RoBY  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  afer  the  word  **  total,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  partial."' — {Mr,  Arthur 
Acland,) 

Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  words 
'  or  partial '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON   (Preston)    said, 

that  since  the  question  wns  last  before 

the  Committee  he  had  been  satisfied  that 

there  were  cases  in  which  such  an 
Amendment  was  required.  He  might 
say,  however,  that  there  was  great  dis- 
satisfaction with  reference  to  the  limita- 
tions of  the  half-time  system.  Girls  verr 
often  lost  opportunities  of  leanung 
domestic  duties  under  the  present  rolei, 
and  it  would  be  very  desirable  if  the 
half-time  system  could  be  extended  \o 
such  cases.  There  were  also  cases  b 
which  parents  carried  on  small  shops  and 
desired  to  bring  up  their  children  to 
manage  such  shops.  It  would,  be 
thought,  be  useful  and  desirable  that  such 
children  should  be  allowed  to  become 
half-timers. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  at  the  end  of  Claose,  add  '^and  Id 
section  8eventy-fr>ar  of  *  The  Elementary  Bda- 
cation  Act,  1870/  *  eleven  *  shall  be  snbstitiited 
for  '  ten.' "— (JTr.  A,  Aeland.^ 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  think  the  new 
clause  (Abolition  of  certificates  of  pitK 
ficiency  for  purposes  of  emplo3nDeaC)i 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Manlier 
for     the    Kingston    Divisioo   (Sir   B. 
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Temple)  is  out  of  Order.  Clsnse  1  dis- 
tinctly contemplates  a  standard  or  exami- 
natioD,  and  as  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
hen.  Member  strictly  abrogates  any 
reference  to  a  standard  of  efficiency,  it  is 
inconsistent  with  the  first  clause,  and  is, 
therefore,  out  of  Order.  The  second  pro- 
posed new  clause  (Amendment  of  law  as 
to  certificates  of  due  attendance)  is  con- 
sequent, I  think,  on  the  first,  and  is, 
therefore,  also  out  of  Order. 

Sir  R,  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
It  will  be  open  to  me,  I  presume  on  the 
Report  stage,  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
Clause  1  ? 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES   (ANIMALS) 

(SWINE   FEVER)   BILL.— (No.  427.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  RoBY  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  rise  not  for  the  purpose  of 
opposing  the  Bill,  but  to  ask  for  one  or 
two  explanations  with  regard  to  it,  and  I 
think  that  probably  I  shall  have  to  move 
to  omit  Sub-section  3  of  this  1  st  clause. 
The  first  question  I  want  to  ask  is  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  the  division  of 
the  funds  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  is 
to  be  determined  as  between  Ireland  and 
England  ?  Under  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia 
Act  a  certain  sum  was  awarded  to 
England,  and  another  sum  was  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  authorities  in  Ireland. 
There  is  no  mention  of  such  a  method 
being  adopted  in  the  present  Bill.  I 
should,  therefore,  like  to  know  how  much 
of  the  fund  which  is  granted  out  of 
Imperial  funds  is  to  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  England,  and  how  much  at 
the  disposal  of  Ireland  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  sug- 
gested that  the  sum  should  be  fixed  in 
accordance  with  the  number  of  pigs  in 
each  country.  He  did  not  know  what 
the  respective  numbers  were. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  As  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  I  think  knows,  the 
original  proposition  in  the  Pleuro-Pneu- 
monia  Bill  was  that  a  certain  sum  of 
£20,000  should  go  to  Ireland,  but  in  the 
practical  working  of  the  measure  that 
system  broke  down,  and  it  was  found  to 
be  necessary  to  make  grants-in-aid  to 
Ireland  out  of  the  surplus  of  the  amount 
allocated  to  England.  We  intend  to 
follow  the  precedent  thus  established 
with  regard  to  swine  fever,  and  to  allo- 
cate to  Ireland  as  much  of  the  money  as 
is  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  case. 

•Mr.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.) 
asked  whether  the  recommendation  con- 
tained in  Paragraph  37  of  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee,  with  refer- 
ence to  giving  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
necessary  power  to  slaughter  and  pay 
all  the  costs  of  administration  of  the 
Act,  was  embodied  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  It  was  found 
necessary  that  we  should  have  more 
powers  than  were  given  by  the  Pleuro- 
pneumonia Act,  as  it  would  be  necessary 
in  some  cases  to  destroy  premises  entirely. 
The  right  of  entry  which  we  have  for 
foot-and-mouth  disease  is  not  sufficient. 
We  therefore  take  powers  in  the  Bill  to 
destroy  pig-styes. 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
said,  no  limit  was  fixed  as  to  the  amount 
of  compensation  that  might  be  given 
under  Sub-section  2.  He  imagined  that 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  would  adopt  the 
limit  mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  If  not,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  have  some  notice  of  the 
kind  of  rule  which  would  guide  their 
proceedings.  On  another  point,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  show  that 
Great  Britain  would  receive  a  due  pro- 
portion of  the  money  that  was  to  be 
divided  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  Is 
this  the  Home  Rule  Bill  ? 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  was 
sure  he  would  be  called  to  Order  by  the 
Chairman  if  he  was  out  of  Order. 
Although  Unionist  Members  had  always 
been  subjected  to  interruption  on 
the  Home  Rule  Bill,  he  trusted 
that  thin  non-controversial  measure 
might  be  discussed  without  inter- 
ruption. He  wished,  further,  to  know 
whether,  supposing  there  was  a  larger 
surplus  from  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Fund 
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than  the  £50,000,  it  could  be  used  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Bill  ? 
•The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) 
pointed  out  that  the  allocation  of  a  cer- 
tain sum  for  Great  Britain  and  a  certain 
sum  for  Irejand  under  the  Act  of  1890 
was  done  away  with  by  the  Act  of  1892, 
which  provided  that  the  whole  sum 
should  be  apportioned  as  the  Treasury 
might  direct.  That  plan  had  been 
adopted  in  the  present  Bill.  At  the  same 
time,  the  intention  was  that  if  more  money 
than  the  £50,000  was  required,  and  there 
was  a  balance  of  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia 
Fund,  any  portion  of  the  balance  should 
be  used  by  the  Treasury  in  aid  of  the 
expenses  arising  under  the  BUI.  If  these 
funds  were  not  8u£5cient,  the  Local 
Taxation  Account  in  Great  Britain  and 
the  equivalent  Fund  in  Ireland  would  be 
drawn  upon. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  want  to  ask  a 
further  question  on  this  point,  because, 
although  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  a  certain  extent,  I  do  not 
think  the  whole  matter  is  cleared  up. 
Assuming  that  there  happens  to  be  no 
pleuro-pneumonia  in  existence,  how  can 
there  be  any  funds  to  the  cr^it  of  the 
Pleuro-Pneumonia  Account  ?  Do  I 
understand  that  in  such  a  case  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  would 
go  to  the  Treasury  and  ask  for  funds  to 
be  placed  to  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia 
Account  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Bill  ?  If  there  was  no  pleuro-pneu- 
monia to  be  dealt  with,  which  seems  to 
me  to  be  extremely  probable,  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  only  funds  that  would  be 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  would 
be  the  £50,000  for  the  financial  year 
1894-5.  If  that  is  so,  I  shall  be  bound 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  Sub-section  3. 
I  have  one  word  only  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  suggestion  that  has  been  made  to 
b'mit  the  compensation  to  be  given  for  the 
animals  slaughtered.  I  hope  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will  not 
entertain  thai  suggestion.  It  is  true 
that  under  former  Acts  the  compensation 
was  limited,  but  I  think  that  was  very 
hard.  I  know  many  cases  of  pigs 
belonging  to  labourers  which,  when 
fattened  for  Christmas,  are  worth  £8  or 
£10.  I  think  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  which,  I  presume,  would  pro-  | 
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ceed   under  a   system  of  valuation,  in 
which  case  no  harm  could  ariee. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  As  far  as  my 
own  information  goes — and,  of  course,  I 
cannot  commit  myself  on  ihe  point — I 
should  say  that  any  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  would  l»e  very  un- 
wise if  he  did  not  ask  the  Treasury  to 
assent  to  a  sum  being  set  apart  for  the 
purpose  of  a  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Fund,  be- 
cause, although  there  may  be  little  or 
no  disease,  of  course  you  cannot  tell 
what  may  happen.  That  sum,  if  not 
needed  for  dealing  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, would  be  available  for  swine 
fever.  Of  course,  I  cannot  commit  any 
future  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  but  in  my 
opinion  it  would  be  proper  to  have  a  sum 
voted  for  the  purposes  of  the  Pleuro-Pneu- 
monia Act,  whether  the  disease  existed 
or  not. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  It  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Treasury,  under  this  Bill, 
to  allot  that  sum  for  the  purposes  of 
swine  fever  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  :  Does  the  Bill  provide  for  ccmpen- 
sation  for  destruction  of  property  if  the 
styes  are  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  Yes. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  was  not  quite  satisfied  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  that  it  would  be  in  the  power 
to  set  aside  a  sum  of  money  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia if  there  was  no  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  existence,  but  no  doubt  the 
question  would  be  looked  into  by  the 
Government  before  Report. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  was  rather  important  that  the 
Government  should  ascertain  whether 
such  a  power  existed,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  considered. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

PREVENTION     OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  184.) 
COMMITTEE.     [/Vo^rew,  Clause  l,16ik 

March,'] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER,  in  moving  tiiat 
the  Order  be  discharged,  said  be  moch 
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gretted  that,  owing  to  public  duties,  he 
had  been  unable  to  press  the  measure 
forward  this  Session,  as  he  thought  there 
was  urgent  need  for  the  amendment  of 
the  law.  He  hoped  that  the  Home 
Secretary  might  take  up  the  Bill,  but,  if 
not,  he  himself  trusted  that  he  would  be 
able  to  bring  it  forward  himself  next 
Session. 

Order  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

BLACKROCK  AND   KINGSTOWN  DBAIN- 

AGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  (r^-tf<mtj«itte<0 
BILL  [Lords], 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Beport 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


MARKET  GARDENERS'  COMPENSATION 
BILL.— (No.  22.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ISOLATION  HOSPITALS  BILL  ILordi]. 

Read  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  436.] 

Aoxae  adjooined  at  twentj^five  minates 

before  One  o'clock. 
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108  ;  Q.   Mr.  Heneage  ;    A.  Sir  W.  flir 
court    July   24,    314;    Q.   Mr.    Chaplin 
A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aug  1,  998 

AORICTTLTUBE,  BOASB  OF 

President— Mr.  H.  Gabdneb 

Agricultural  Instruction,  Q,  Mr.  Edwards ; 
A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  26,  476  ;  Qs,  Major 
Jones,  Mr.  Abraham;  As.  Mr.  Gardoer 
July  27,  652 

Canadian  Cattle 

Essamination  of  Qs.  Dr.  Farquhaison,  Sir 
J.  Leng,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  At.  Mr. 
Ganlner  July  25,  472 

Trade  in,  Q.  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  Mr.  Gard- 
ner July  28,  758 

(References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply  Aug  3, 
1234,  &c) 

Cattle     Disease   in    England,    Q.     Colood 

Waring ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  July  27,  667 
Contagious  Diseases  (^Animals)  Acts,  1878  ts 

1890,  Copy  pres.  Aug  9,  1727 
Forage,  Price  of  Q.   Jir.  Bartley ;   A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  July   28,    762;   Q. 

Major   Raach  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner^ 

man  July  31,  873 
ffay   Exportation  from   Austria'Uungarj, 

\ii.  Marquess  of  Carmarthen ;   As.  Sir  E. 

Grey  July  27,  620 ;  Aug  10,  1764 
Hop  and  Malt  Substitutes,  Qs.  Mr.  Quilter, 

Mr.  Heneage  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Uaroonrt  July  20, 

108 
Ordnance   Surveys,  Debate  on  in  Com.  of 

Supply  Aug  1, 1012 
Swine  liter  BUI  (see  title  Contagious  Dis- 
eases {Animals)  {Swine  Fever)  Bill) 

Allen, Mr. C.  F. Egerton,  Pembroke,^. 

Staff  College  Examinations,  753 
Supply — Franco-Siamese  Question,  1160 
Vaccination — Distress  Warrants  at  Folham, 
651 

Allotments  Acts 
Bujtkey  Park,  Q.  Sir  F.  Dixon-Hartland ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Aug  3,  1194 
Loans  to  County  Councils,  Qs.  Mr.  Channinf, 
Mr.  J.  Collings;    As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
Aug  3,  1199 ;  Q.  Mr.  Soott^Montagn ;  A. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  8, 1555 

America  (United  States) 

A  merican  Constitution  and  Home  Bute,  Q.  and 
Obs.  Duke  of  Argyll,  Earl  of  Kimberlcy, 
Duke  of  Devonshire  July  21,  169 

MaU  Boute,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood;  A.  Mr.  A 
Morley  July  24,  306  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mr.  M.  Uealy,  Mr.  Field ;  As.  Mr.  A 
Morley  July  27,  664  ;  Qa.  Mr.  Field,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Mwley  July  28, 
767  ;  Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Forwood.  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  91, 
897  ;  Q.  Mr.  Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley; 
Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Mori^  wiif  U 
993,  1006 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Forwood^  Mc  SkIOBI 
As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  8, 1551 
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Amsbica  (Unitbd  States)— ctm^. 

Pauper  Immigratioti  —  Report  of  CoaimU- 
9Umer9  sent  to  Ameriba,  Q.  Colonel  fl. 
Vincent;  A,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  1339; 
Q.  Mr.  8.  Wallace ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  8, 
1552 

Silffer  Question,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A. 
Mr.  G.  Rossell  July  25,  474 

Trade  Marks,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ;  A.  Mr.  Mun- 
della Aug  10,  1747 

UaUed  States  (iVo.  9, 1893),  Copy  pre«.  Aug  9, 
1728 

Ancaster,  Earl  of 

National  Flag  on  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
430 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

American  Constitution  and  Home  Rule,  169, 
177 

Crofters*  Holdings  Acts  (Valuers  and  As- 
sessors), Motion  for  Return,  988 

London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  417,  421,  424 

Armenia 

Alleged  Outrages  in,  Q.  Mr.  Schwann ;  A. 
Sir  B.  Grey  July  20,  82 

Angora  Trials-^ Archbishops  qf  Marash  and 
Zeitoun,  ^c,  Qs.  Mr.  F.  8.  Steyenson : 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  98 ;  Aug  3, 
1 186  ;  Q.  Mr.  Cremer ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey 
Aug  10,  1747 
(References  to  in  Debate  in  Com.  of  Supply 
Aug2,UB2,&c.} 

Asia  Minor,  Armenians  in,  Qs.  Mr.  F.  S. 
Stevenson.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  Mr. 
Channing ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  3,  1186 

CasareUf  Prisoners  at,  Q.  ULr,  F.  8.  Steven- 
son;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  .^ttZy  26,  480 

AEMT 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Campbbll-Ban- 

KSBlfAN 

Under  Secretary  of    State —Lord    Sand-  I 

HI7B8T  I 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Woodall 

Aldershot,  Ball  Cartridge  at,  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  %, 
1554 

Bands  at  Political  Gatherings — Beaeonsfield 
Club,  Qs.  Mr.  Labouchere,  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man July  25,  467 

Bullets,  Nickel-Covered,  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  27,  638 

Clerks — Probationary  Military  Staffs  Q.  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Julu  31,  879 
Bnfield  and  Spar kb rook  Small  A  rms  Factories, 
Labour  in,  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Wooilall 
July  20,  106  ;  Q.  Mr.  J.  Collings ;  A.  Mr. 
Woodall  July  28,  751  ;  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A. 
Mr.  Woodall  Aug  1,  1000 

Examinations^  Preliminary,  Qs.  Mr.  Jeffreys, 
Colonel  Waring,  Lord  R.  Churchill ;  As. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  27,  654 

Forage,  Price  of  .  Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  28,  762 ;  Q. 
Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man/n^y  31,  873 

[cont. 
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Garrison  Artillery,  Q.  Colonel  Cotton- 
Jodrell ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Aug  10,  1756 

India 
Army  System,  Copy  pres.  Aug  9, 1728 
Commands,  Q.  Sir  8.   King;   A.   Mr.  G. 

Russell  July  27,  663 
Military  Operations  on  the  Frontier.  Q. 

Mr.  Little ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  20,  83 

Ireland 

Maguire,  James —  Victoria  Cross  Man,  Q. 
Mr.  M.  Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  20,  86 

Rifle  Range  Accident  at  Toughal,  Q. 
Captain  Oonelan ;  A.  lir.  dampbell- 
Bannerman  July  20,  87 

Malta — Contagious  Diseases  Regulation,  Q. 
Mr.  W.  8.  B.  M'Laren  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  20,  87 

Medical  Dbpabtmbnt 

Changes  in,  Q.  Dr.  Farquharson ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  S,  1556 
Examiners,  Qs.    Sir   J.    Leng,  Dr.   Mac- 

gregor;   As.   Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

AugS,  1546 
Field  Hospital   Training,   Q.   Mr.  A.  C. 

Morton  ;    A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

July  25, 466 
Sanitary  Branch,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton; 

A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  25, 465 

MilUia  and  Poor  Law  Relief,  Q.  Mr.  Tuite  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  July  31,  878 

Militia  Officers,  Q.  Major  Rasch ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman  Aug  8,  1544  ;  Q. 
Colonel  Lockwood ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Aug  10,  1758 

Officers 

Half-Pay  Allowances  for  Unemployed 
Colonels,  Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman July  27,  620 

Richards,  Major,  Case  of  Q.  Admiral 
Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman 
Aug  10,  1768 

Stracey,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Qs.  Sir  W. 
Marriott,  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  As.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  I,  1000 

Thcky  Duke  of  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  JvXy  25,  478 

Pay  Department — Chief  Pay  m^uter,  Q.  Major 
Darwin ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
July  27,  621 

Pensions 
Special  Compassionate  Campaign,  Q.  Sir 
J.  Leng ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Aug  10,  1759 
Veteran  Soldiers  without  Pensions,  Q.  Mr. 
Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
•^w/y  31,883 

Recruiting,     Q.     Mr.    Hanbury  ;    A.    Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  10, 1765 
Royal    Wedding — Public  and  the  Soldiers 

—Caw   of    Arthur    Walker,  Q.    Mr.    K. 

Hanlie ;     A.     Mr.    Campbell-Bannerman 

July  25, 475 
Scotland — Stirling   Castle— Work    done  by 

Soldiers  and  the  Tailors*  Strike,  Q.  Mr.  K. 

Hardie  ;    A.    Mr.   Campbell  -  Bannerman 

July  27,  639 
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ARMY'-coni. 

Soldiers  and  Sailors  (jCivU   Employ mcTW)^ 

Return  pres.  Aug  Z^  1296 
Staff  College  Examinationt,  Qs.  Mr.  Egerton 

Allen,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannerman  July  28,  753 

VOLUNTEEBS 

Decorations^  Q.   Colonel   H.  Vincent;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ^v^  3,  1182 
Jury    Exemption    BUl^    Q,    Colonel    H. 

Vincent ;   A.  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 

July  25,  464 
Railway    Companies   and    Transport    of 

Volunteersy  Qs.  Mr.  Colston,  Mr.  Tomlin- 

son  ;     As.     Mr.     Campbell  •  Bannerman 

July  31,  881 


Arnold-Forster,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Belfast^ 
W. 

Government  of    Ireland   Bill,  As  amended, 

Con.  1823,  1824 
Ireland — Agrarian  Offences,  Committals  for, 

1760 
Supply— Peterhead  Harbour,  1064,  1065 

Ashbourne,  Lord 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  (No.  3) 
Bill,  2R.  189 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.  614,  616 

Irish  Education  Act  Amendment  (No.  2) 
Bill,  2R.  868 

Nullum  Tempus  (Ireland)  Act  (1876)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.  62 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
BiU,  2R.  1529 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  E.,  Sheffield^ 
Ecclesall 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  60,  84,  661,  1004, 

1009,  1209,  1347 
Indian  Currency  Question,  1208 
Ireland — Mrs.  Elizabeth  Gladstone  and  Her 

Teaauta,  485,487 
Russia  and  the  Pamirs,  209 
Supply— Peterhead     Harbour,    1062,    1064, 

1065,  1066 

Asia  Minor 

Armenians  in  (sec  ARMENIA) 

ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Fifcj  E. 

Burial  Disputes 
Brynn,  near  Wigan,  629 
Whitchurch,  629 

Chemical  Workers,  1342 

Oonvict  Paupers,  883 

Crewe  Exhumation,  996 

Factories — Under  Inspectors,  99 

Factory   and  Workshops   Act — Marylebone 

Police  Court  Case,  195 
Game  Laws,  206 

Habitual  Inebriates — Legislation,  1205 
Houghton-le- Spring  Burial  Ground,  471 
Liberator  Frauds — Hobbn  tod  Balfour  as  Jus- 

tices  of  the  Peace,  1752 

\         [eotU. 


ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  \{,-^eont. 

Magistrates,  County 
Appointment  Fees,  481,  755 
Attendance  at  Petty  Sessions,  885 

Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates,  94 

Mines 
Ffrwyd  Disaster,  1764 
Refuge  Holes,  1198 
Strike  Disturbances,  1203 

Petitions — General  Fischer's  Petition,  645 
Pistols  Bill,  Intro.  408 

Police 
GoTcrnment     Subyention     and     County 

Police  Forces,  308 
Illegal  Evictions,  Police  at,  878 
Portsmouth,  Chief  Constable  of,  877 

Prison  Officials*  Pay  at  Dartmoor,  97 
Scotland — Laundries — Miss    Irrin^s    Report, 

668 
Vaccination 

Distress  Warrants  at  Fulham,  651 
Wales— Refusing  to  Transfer  LiceDcefl,  1181 

Atherlbt -Jones,  Mr.    L.,    Durkams^ 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  84 

Attorney  General — Sir  C.  Russell 

Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick^  fF. 

Ireland — Cork  Tailors*  Strike  and  the  Police, 

1772 
Supply— Government  Printing,  1277 

Australasia 
Agents  General^  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;   A.  Mr. 

S.  Buxton  July  27,  661 
Oovernors,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;   As.  Mr.  S. 

Buxton  July  27,  640 
New  South   Wales—**  Costa  Rita  **  PkekH, 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Boxtoci 

July  20,95 ;  Q.  and  Obs.  Eari  of  Jeney,  Eari 

of  Roeebery  July  31,  853 
Postal  Orders,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  July  21,  193 

Austria-Hungary 

JTay  Exportation,  Qs.  Marquess  of  Qnimmx^ 
then  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  27,  620 ; 
Aug  10,  1764 

Baden  -  Powell,    Sir    G.,    Liverpooi^ 
Kirhdale 

Government  Publications,  Sale  ol,  475 
Swaziland  Convention,  106,  46S;  1778 
United  States  of  America  and  the   Indmn 
Silver  Question,  474 

Bagot,   Captain   J.   F.,  fWestmortland^ 
Kendal 

Trunk  Telephone  Lines,  llAl 

Bahamas^  Ch icf  Justicel  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A.  Mr.l8.  Roxtoo  Aug  lo, 
1765 
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Baied,     Mr.     J.     G.      A.,     Glasgow, 
Central 
Local  Uuseiuiia,  Oraato  to,  874 

Balpour  of  Bcbleiqh,  Lord 
County  of  the  City  ot  Qlasgon  Bill,  Com. 

164,  186,  187.  188 
Ordinances  of  the  Scottish  DniTersities  Com- 
ilB,  1331 


Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 

Goremaient  of  Irelanil  Rill,  Com.,  yew 
Financial  CI.  337, 341 ;  As  amended,  Con. 
1656,  1661 


Balfour,  Right  Hon,  A.  J.,  Manchester, 
E. 
Franco- Siamese  Question— Blockade  of  Siam, 
660 

Qovernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  CI. 
XXVIir.  9,  20.  22,  24,  26.  27,  29,  38, 
40;  CI.  XXX.  117,  118,  128,  129,  146; 
New  Finaneiat  CI.  493,  506,  S09,  614, 
SIG,  647,  563  ;  Ar  amended,  Con.,  New 
Ch.  (Mr  P.  Smith's),  llSl,  1155,  1460, 
1480, 1481, 1520;  (Hr.  Uacartney  s),  1718; 
(Sir  H.  James's),  1797,  1799,  IBOO 
New  Cloanre  Res,,  Qs-  668,  669 
Indian  Currency  Question,  Re«.  1681,   1S82, 

1686,  1688 
P&rliameDt— Thnnday  Night's  Scene  in  the 

HoDBc,  729.  888,  893 
Supply 

Admlnistntion  nt  Irish  Affairs,  1294,  1373, 

1376 
Fianoo-Siamese  Question,  1111 

BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Clackmannan,  i^e. 
Bnighs  Oas  Supply  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment BiU,  Com.  596 
Scotland 
Cnllipool  Etudale  Quarries,  1751 
Eingnsflie,  Assault  on  a  Tillage  Herd  at, 

1748 
Parochial  Boards,  Ministers  on,  319 
Salmon  Fishing  in  the  Balguj,  1185 
Tarbert,  Stealing  a  Watch  at,  Ulfi 
Sheriff  Courtji  Conslffnations  (Scotland)  Hill, 
Intro.  980;  2R.  1294 

Banoor,  Bishop  of 

Wales,  Unirenity  for,  1630 


Bubttd  Wlie  FenoM  BUI 
l.  Boyal  Anent  JtUy  27,  697 


Barsow,  Mr.  B.  V.,  SotUkwark,  Ber- 
mondsey 
Bills  of  Sale  Bill,  666 
Herold's  School,  Beraiondsey,  188 

Bartlet,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  K. 

Army— Forage,  Price  of,  762 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im 


it  Bill,  1663 


,  Lords'  Amendla. 


Building  Societies  in  SootUnd,  321,  322 

Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  Com.  fi6 

ContapouB  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 
Bill.  2a  1099 

Eldacation 
Departmental  Committee,  661 
Education  Act,  1891 — Section  1, 1316 
Evening  Continuation  School  Code,  1128 
Report  and  the  Estimates,  766 
Stoke  Mandevillc  National  School,  886 

Ooremmcnt  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com..  CI. 
XXVIII.  3,  IS,  16,  36,  39  ;  CI.  XXX. 
123,  121,  166  ;  New  Fiaaiuial  CI.  386, 
B87  ;  As  amended,  Con.,  New  Cli.  1439, 
1612 
New  Closure  Res.  fi70 

H.U,  Ships,  Accidents  to,  1741 

Irish  Land  Commission,  '207 

Local  Veto  Bill,  320 

London  and  North  Western  Railway— Over- 
crowding, 88 

London  Iniprovementu  B 
1742 

Married      Women's     Property    Act    (1882) 
Amendment  Bill,  Com,  68 

Parliament 
Autnmn  Session,  1319 
Bills  Passed  in  Previons  Sessions,  101 
Business  of  the  House,  898 
Hemben'  Dialog  Rooms — Reserving  Seats, 
1006 

Parliamentary    Debates,  Delay  in    Publica- 
tion of,  1207 

Supply,  Qs.,  190,  649 
Oidnance  Survey,  fee.  1039,  1012,  1048 
Public  Education,  Sootlanri,  Report,  978 
Voluntary   Schools.  4c.  1080,  1091,  1083, 
1086,  1091 

Terminable  Annaltiea,  481 

Barton,  Mr.  D.  P.,  Armagh,  Mid. 
Qovemment    of     Ireland     Bill.    Com.,    CI, 

XXVIir.  32  ;  As  ameniled.  Con.  1789 
Irish  Police  Returns  at  Assires,  63-^ 


Batley,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Camberviell,  N. 

Gibialtnr  Sanitary  Commissioners'  Engineer, 
622 

.Poi  in  Salvation  Army  Shelters,  313 

'ALAND  (see  Africa) 
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Benn,  Mr.    J.    W.,    Tower    Hamlets^ 
SL  George's 

Edacation  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(London)  Bill,  Con.  991  ;  3R.  1101 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
Bill,  Lords*  Amendto.  439 

London  Lnprovements  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts. 
1743 
Office  of  Woods,  1541 

London's  Administrative  Bducational  Area, 
94 

Beresfordy  Lord  C,  and  the  Strength 

of  the  Navy 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  Aug  1,  992 

Bbthbll,   Commander  G.     R.,     York, 

E,R,y  ffoldemess 

Bntish  South  Africa  Company,  205 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CL  XXX, 

166;   New  Financial  CI.  873,  676,  676; 

As  amended,  Con.  1617 

Supply 
British  East  Africa  Company,  1213,  1214 
Christ's  Hospital,  1270 
Bule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  1232,  1233 

"  ThaJOa  "  and  *»  Dogger  Bank,"  Loss  of,  1774 

BUls  of  Sale  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Barrow,  Mr.  Brunner ;  As.  Sir  C. 
Bussell  July  27,  666 

Bills  Passed  Twice  by  the  House   of 
Commons 
Res.  (Mr.  Storey)  Aug  4,  1381 


Blaokrook  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and 
Improyement  Bill 

o.  Con.  of  Amendts.  postponed  Aug  3, 1174 
Con.  and  Re-com.  Aug  4, 1317 
Reported  with  Amendts.  Aug  10, 1861 

Blackroek   and    Kingstown    Drainage 

and  Improvement  Bill 

Qs.  and  01m.  Mr.  Clancy,  Dr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr. 
Bartley  Aug  9,  1661 


Blake,  Mr.  E.,  Longford^  S. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  New 
Financial  67. 606 ;  As  amended,  Con.  1806, 
1814 

Board  of  Agriculture  (see  Agriculture) 
Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 


Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roscommon^  N. 

Boycotting,  an  English  Judge  on,  1188 
Government  of  Ireland   Bill,  As  amended. 
Con.  1820 

Ireland 
Elphin  Postal  Service,  638 
Grand  Juries  and  Home  Rule,  747 
Mackerel  Fisheries,  1427 
Police  Returns  at  Assizes,  101, 633 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St.  Pancras,  N. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI,  XXX. 
112,  116,  118 

BoNSOR,  Mr.  H.  C.  0.,  Surrey^  Wimble- 

don 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.  446,  468 

BocsFiELD,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Hackney^  N. 

Supply 
Government  Contracts  and  Trade  Uniwis, 

1286 
Weights  and  Measures  Act.  1224 

Bowles,  Captain    H.    F.,    Middlesex, 

Enfield 
London  County  Council  (General   Powers) 
Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.  466 

Bowles,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Lynn  Regis 

Ashton  -  under  -  Lyne  Parochial  Eyeninff 
School,  766 

Burghs  Gas  Supply  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.  696 

Franco-Siamese  Qaestion— Blockade  of  Siam, 
&c.  660,  661,  764,  886,  1009 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Ci. 
XXVIII,  2, 8,  6,  8, 16,  41 ;  CU,  14, 16, and 
16,  Postponement  of,  212 ;  New  Finamnal 
CI,  664,  566  ;  New  CI,  (Irish  Consolklated 
Fund  and  Special  Revenue),  734 

Jamaica — Naval  Yard  and  Hospital,  876 

Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  67 

Lightships,  Communication  with,  642 

Navy 
H.M.8. "  Victoria,"  Loss  of— Court  Martial, 

&c  481,  1191,  1749 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  1201, 1646 
Signalmen,  307,  767 
Warrant  Officers,  996 

Public  Service,  Plurality  Appointments  in, 
1660 

Supply,  490 
Armenian  Prisoners,  3:c.  1161,  1162 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  1760 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  1144, 1146 
Harbours^Holyhead,  &c.  1063,  1068, 1069 
Ordnance  Survey,  1061 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  1231, 1232, 1233 
Tripoli,  Slave  Trade  in,  1183 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1226 

British  Africa  Companies  (see  Africa) 

British  Commercial  Treaties 
Q.  Sir  £.  HiU ;  A.  Sir  £,  Grey  Aug  10|  1741 


Bro] 


{SESSION     1893} 

Vol.  16. 


[Byr 


Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,*  Surrey,  |  Burnie,  Mr.  R.  J.  D.,  Swansea  Towfi 
Guildford 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,  New 

FinancUd  CL  344,  354,  577,  678,  579,  680, 

582,  683 
Supply — Government    Contracts  and   Trade 

Unionfl,  1287, 1288 


Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,   CheshirCy  North- 
taich 

BiHs  of  Sale  Bill,  666 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    New 

Financial  CI.  594 
Hire  Purchase  System,  100 
Parliamentary   Printing  —  Report    of  Joint 

Com.     on    Electric     Powers    (Protective 

Clauses),    479 


BRYCE,     Right      Hon.     J.     (Chan- 
cellor  of   the  Duchy  of  Lancaster), 
Aberdeen^  S, 
Supply — Armenian  Prisoners,  1163 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 

Canadian  Cattle  Trade,  758,  769 

Supply 

Canadian  Cattle,  1263 

Public  Education,  Scotland,  778 

Building  Leases  (Highlands  of  Scotland) 
BiU 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read  ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  26, 
596 

Buildifig  Societies  (No.  ^)  Bill 

Building  Societien  in  Seotlandf  Qs.  Sir  C. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Asquith  July  24,  321 


Burgh  Police    (Scotland)  Act    (1892) 
Amendment  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent  Ji^ly  27,  597 

Bnrghs    Oas    Snpply    (Scotland)    Act 
(1876)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  July  26,  595 
As   amended.   Con. ;    Read  3°,  and  passed 
July  28,  852 
I.  Read  1*  July  31,  871 
Read  2*  Aug  3, 1169 
Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 

Aug  4,  1316 
Reported  Aug  8, 1533 

Burial  Disputes 

BryiiHy  near  Wigan^  Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams  ;   A. 

Mr.  Asquith  July  27,  628 
Whitchurch^  Q.  Mr.  C.  Willianjs ;    A.   Mr. 

Asquith  July  27,  628 


Scotland 

Ding^wall  Pauper  Colony,  1185 

Foxes  in  the  Highlands,  1185 

Ross-shire — Muir  of    Ord  Water  Supply, 

1184 
Salmon  Fishing  in  the  Balguy,  1184 

Supply  —  Peterhead  Harbour  and    Convict 

Labour,  1062 
Unemployed  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  1182 


Burns,  Mr.  J.,  Batter  sea 

London  Mail  Cart  Drivers,  1191 
Supply— Stationery  and  Printing  Contracts 
1281, 1290 

BURT,  Mr.  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade),  Morpeth 
London  and  North  Western  Railway,  Over- 
crowding on,  88,  89 
Nelson  Level  Crossing,  872 
Scotland — Ballachulish  Pier,  81 

Bushey  Park — Allotments 
Q.  Sir  F.   Dixon.Hartland ;    A.  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Aug  3,  1194 

Butcher,  Mr.  J.  G..  York 

Ireland— Ordnance  Survey,  1348 


BUXTON,  Mr.  S.  C.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),  Tower 
HamletSy  Poplar 

Africa 
Bechuanaland,    Administration     of,    and 

Papers  Relating  to,  998,  1000 
British  South  Africa  Company,  Accounts 

of,  999 
Mashonaland,  Affairs  of,  204,  475,  596,  664 
Swaziland,  Convention  of,  ic.   107,    463, 

1192,  1768,  1778 

Australia 
Agents  General,  661 
Governors,  640,  641 

Bahamas,  Chief  Justice  of,  1765 

"  CoMta  Rica  "  Packet,  Detention  of,  96 

Gibraltar  —  Sanitary    Commissioners'  Rngi* 

neer,  622 
London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords'  Amcndu 

1738 
Newfoundland  Lobster  Fisheries — Imported 

Goods,  Duty  on,  637 

Supply 
Affairs  in  Africa,  &c.  1214 
Government  Printing  Contracts  and  Trade 
Unions,  1283, 1285 

Byles,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Yorky  W.R.y  Shipley 

Ireland  —  Claims   for   Malicious    Burnings, 
105 

Byrne,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Essex,  fFalt ham- 
stow 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers 
Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.  459 
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Cadooan,  Earl 

Lorcl  Lieuteuant  of    Ireland,  Addresses  to, 
273,  279,  282,  283 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E. 

India — South  Carara  Fisheries,  201 

Cameron,  Sir  C,  Glasgow^  College 
Liberator  Frauds,  1752 
Scotland 

Building  Societies,  321 

Tarbert,  Stealing  a  Watch  at,  1416 
Worthing  Fever  Epidemic,  196 

CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,   Right 
Hon.    H.  (Secretary    of    State   for 
War),  Stirling,  Sfc, 
Army 
Aldershot,  Ball  Cartridge  at,  1556 
Bands  at  Political  Gatherings — Beaconsfield 

Club,  467 
Bullets,  Nickle-Covered,  638 
Clerks  Probationary  Staff,  879 
Examinations,  Preliminary,  654,  655 
Forage,  Price  of,  762.  874 
Garrison  Artillery,  1757 

Ireland 
Maguire,  James,  Case  of,  86 
Rifle  Range  Accident  at  Yougbal,  87 

Malta  —  Contagious   Diseases  Regulation, 

87 

Medical  Department 
Changes  in  the  Medical  Service,  1556 
Examiners,  1546 
Field  Hospital  Training,  466 
Sanitary  Branch,  465 

Militia  and  Poor  Law  Relief,  879 
Militia  Officers,  1544,  1759 

Officers 
Half-Pay  Allowances    for  Unemployed 

Colonels,  620 
Richards,  Major,  Case  of,  1769 
Stracey,  Colonel,  Case  of,  1001 
Teck,  Duke  of,  478 

Pay  Department — Chief  Paymaster,  621 

Pensions 

Special  Compassionate  Campaign,  1760 
Veteran  Soldiers  without  Pensions,  883 

Recruiting,  1765 

Royal  Wedding — Soldiers  and  the  Public — 

Case  of  Arthur  Walker,  477,  478 
Staff  College  Examinations,  753 
Stiriing  Tailors'  Strike,  639 
Volunteer  Forces  (Jury  Exemption)  Bill, 

464 

Volunteers 

Decorations,  1183 

Transit  of,  and  Railway  Companies,  882 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 
Burghs  Gas  Supply  (Scotland)  Act  (1876) 

Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1169 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com. 

185,  187 
Education — Elementary  Schools,  Motion  for 

Return,  76 
Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  607 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Addresses  to,  296 
Redemption  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment BUI,  2R.  428 ;  Com.  1170, 1171, 1172 


Canada 

Cattle^  Examination  offQa,  Dr.  Farqnharaon, 
Sir  J.  Leng,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;   As.  Mr. 
Gardner  JtUy  25,  472 
Cattle    Trade,  Q.  Mr.   Bncbanan ;    A.   Mr. 
Gardner  July  28,  758 
(References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply  Aug  Z^ 
1234,&c.) 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls  and  Charges  ProTi- 
sional  Order  (Leeds  and  Liyerpool 
CanaUBill 

c.  Reports  July  20,  78,  167 

As  amended.  Con.  JLkj  3, 1175 

Read  3^,  and  passed  Aug  4,  1379 
I.  Read  1*  Aug  4, 1316 

Read  2*  Aug  8,  1634 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls  and  Charges  Proyi- 
sional  Order  (Havigation  of  the 
Bivers  Aire  and  Calder)  Bill 

c.  Reports  July  20,  78,  168 

Con.  as  amended  deferred  July  2A,29% 

Read  3^,  and  passed  Aug  4,  1379 
/.  Read  1*  Aug  4,  1316 

Read  2*  Aug  8, 1534 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  ProTisional 
Order  (Birmingham  Canal  Vaviga- 
tions)  Bill 

e.  Report  from  Joint  Com.  July  20, 167 

Z.  Motion  to  Re-com.  the  Bill  to  the  General 

Com.  on  Railway  and  Canal  Bills  ;  Motion 

withdrawn  Aug  8,  1535 


Canal  Tolls  and  Charges 

Order  (Grand  Jonotion  CanaD  Bill 

«.  Reports  July  20,  78, 167 

Reail  3°,  and  passed  Aug  4,  1379 
/.  Read  1*  A^g  4,  1316 

Read  2*  Aug  8,  1534 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  ProYisional 
Order  (Warwick  and  Birmingham 
Canal)  Bill 

c.  Reports  July  20,  78,  168 

Read  3°,  and  passed  ^Iv^  4,  1379 
L  Read  1*  Aug  4,  1317 

Read  2*  Aug  8,  1534 

Carmarthen,  Marquess    of,    Lambetk, 

Brixton 

Austria-Hungary— Export  of  Hay,  620, 1764 

Crown  Lands  Bill,  2R.  53 

Government    of     Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    ^7. 

XXVIIL  8  ;.A8  amended.  Con.  1681 
Military    Bands   at     Political    Moetingt— 

Beaconsfield  Club,  467 
Shop   Hours  Act  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill, 

Com.  16:>8 
Supply —  Metropolitan  Firo  Brigade,  1105* 

1105, 1108 
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Carmichael,  Sir  J.  M.,  Glasgow,  St. 

Rollox 

Supply— Canadian  Cattle,  1256 

Carson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Criminal  Evidence  BiU,  101 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIIL  7.  21,  86,  37  ;  CI.  ^^X  119, 
120 ;  New  FinancUU  CI.  627,  628,  529  ;  As 
amended.  Con.,  New  CU.  1624,  1838,  1842 

Ireland 
Arms  in— Legislation,  632 
County  Cork,  Crime  in,  106 
Police  Qode  and  Returns  at  Assizes,  6»», 

ft'OA 

Police  Statistics,  Compilation  of,  102,  103, 
104 

Catzer,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Barrow-in-Furness 

Walney  Lighthouse,  1763 

Certified  Industrial  Schools 

Copy  pres.  Aug  4, 1380 

Certified  Reformatory  Schools 
Copy  pres.  Aug  4, 1380 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

haniy  W,  ^         %r 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Afw 
Finamial  «.,  213,  235,  492,  493.  630,  637, 
539,  540,  641,  568,  559,  560,  675,  720.  721  ; 
A8amended,Con.,A>M>  CU.  (Mr.  P.  Smith  s), 
1464,  1468, 1469,  1517  ;  (Mr.  Macartney  s), 
1697,  1699,  1701,  1702,  1707  1712 ;  (Sir 
H.  James's),  1811 ;  (Mr.  Mildmay  s),  1817, 
1818,  1819,  1820,  1822 


Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  JSforthampton,  E. 

Allotments  Acts  and  Small  Holdings  Acts- 
Loans  to  County  Councils,  1199 

Armenians  in  Asia  Minor,  1187 

Board  Schools,  Structural  Defects  of,  315 

Business  of  the  House.  319 

Eastbourne  School  Accommodation,  1769 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  New 
Finaiunal  CI.,  407 

Nelson  Level  Crossing,  872,  1200 

Sewage,  Treatment  of,  1767 

White  Lead  Industry,  1342 

Chaplin,  Right  Hoo.  H.,  Lincolnshire, 

Sleaford 
Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  836,  840,  841, 

850 
Boyal  Commission  on,  998 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 
mil,  2R.  1296,  1524  ;  Com.  1857,  1859, 
1860 
Cost  of,  997 
Indian  Currency  Question,  Res.  1658, 1563, 
1575,  1678,  1579,  1580 
Sir  David  Barbour,  1774,  1775 

^"caiLiian  Cattle,  1236,  1242, 1250,  1253 
Ordnance  Survey,  1029,  1030,  1033, 1049, 
1061 


Charity  Commissioners 
ParlUmentary  Charity  Commissioner— Mr. 
T.  B.  Bllib 

Lyant"   Edate,   Adminutratwn   9f,  Q.   Mr. 
Vhitmore  ;  A.  Mr.  T.  E.  ElUs  ^^y  20,  94 
Schemes,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd;   A.  Mr.  T.  E.  BUis 
/tfZy25, 464  «       ,       4       o 

(References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply  Aug  8, 

1268,  &c) 

Charity  CommiMioners  dnqniries)  Bill 

e.  2R. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  19,  69 

Chesnbt,  General  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 
Indian  Opium  Commission,  667 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of 

Millbank  Prison  Site,  191, 192 

ChrisCs    Hospital  (see    Charity    Com- 
missioners) 

Churchill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.,  Pad- 
ding ton,  S. 

Army  Examinations,  Preliminary,  666 

Civil  Service  ^  ^   ^. 

Bay  Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson ;  A.  Sir 

/.  T.  Hibbert  JWy  27.  621  ^,    ,, 

Customs  Office,  SecreUry  of,  Q.  Mr.  Kimber  , 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibberii  July  31,  877 
Education    DepaHmcrU,  Q.    Mr.    Kimber; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  July  31,  873 
Irish  (see  title  Ireland)      ,    „  ^,.    „ 
Plurality  Appointments  inthe  Public  Servtce, 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

Aug  8,  1550  ,  .    o-    t  t 

Retirement  from,  Q.  Mr.  Parker  ;  A.  Sir  J.  i. 

Hibbert  Aug  1, 1006 
WrUers  and  Abstractors,  Q.  Mr.  Macdonald  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27,  627 

Clanct,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co^  N. 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  1661,  1663;  Con.  1174, 
1317,  1325,  1329,  1334,  1335 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  Cl. 
XXVIIL  13,  14  ;  a.  XXX.  169 ;  J^ew 
Financial   a.  394,  498,  575,  685,  693,  696, 

720  721 
Labourers*  Cottages— Dunshaughlin  Union, 

311 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  799 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Plymouth 

Government  of   Ireland  Bill,  As   amended, 
Con.,  New  Cls.  1617,  1642,  1643, 1644 

Clubs  Eegistration  Bill 

t%  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  R.P.  J»ly  19,  68  ; 
•      Aug  8.  1696 
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Cobb,    Mr.    H.     P.,     Warwick^    S,E,, 
Rugby 
Qtkme  Laws,  206 
Morrej,  James,  Case  of,  203 
Parliament — Scene   in  the  House — Circular 
Issued  from  the   ^^ En^land''^  Newspaper 
Office,  1430 
Poet  Laureateship,  210 
Voluntary  Schools  in  Kugby  and  Hilton,  746 

COCHBANE,  Hon.  T.  H.,  Ayrshire^  N. 

Scotland— Financial  Relations,  1780 
Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  780 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington,  E, 
Gk)vemment  of  Ireland  Bill — yew  Financial 

a.  329,  332 
London   County  Council   (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Ix>rds*  Amendts.  460 
Voluntary  Schools  and  the  Education  De- 
partment, 864 

College  Charter  {^University  of  Wales') 

Act,  1871 
Copy  pres.  Aug  1, 1100 
(Refer  also  under  title  Wales) 

CoLLBRY,  Mr.  B.,  Sligo,  N. 
Ireland 
Sligo  Post  Office — Case  of  Mr.  Sampson, 

198,  807 
Telegraphic  Communication  with  Rosse*8 
Point,  301 

Colling  d,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham, 

Bordesley 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  850 
Allotments  Acts  and  Small  Holdings  Acts, 

1199, 1200 
Eniield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  Persons 

Employed  in,  751 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX. 

117, 121  ;  New  Financial  a.  516,  518,  584, 

699 

Supply 

Public  Education,  Report,  1074, 1075 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1222, 1225 

Colonial  Reports  {Annual)  {  Gaml/ia) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  8,  1660 

Colonial  Reports  {Annual)  {Malta) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  8, 1660 

C0L0HIE8 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  Ripon 
Under  Secretary  of  State — Blr.  S.  Buxton 

Colston,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.  A.,  Gloucester, 
Thombury 
Railway  Companies  and  the  Transit  of  Volun- 
teers, 881 


Commerce  (see  Trade  and  Commerce) 

CoMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  Cork,  S.E, 

Ireland— Police  Returns  at  Assizes,  108,  636 
Thames  Steamboats,  Overcrowding  on,  1761 

COMHITTEE  OP  COUNCIL  OV  EDIT- 
CATION 

Lord  President— Earl  of  Kimbkrlst 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Aoland 

(See  title  Education) 

Companies  (Certificate  of  Incorporation) 
BiU 

/.  Com. ;    Reported  and  Re-com.  to  Standing 
Com.  July  27,  600 
Amendts.  reported  Aug  4, 1315 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  8.  1634 

Condon,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Tipperary,  E, 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com. — Scene  in 
the  House,  732 

Congested  Districts  Board  (see    under 
Ireland) 

Congested    Districts    Board   (Ireland) 
(No.  3)  BiU 

I.  Read2*Ji^y21. 188 
Com. ;    Reported  and  Re-com.  to  Standing 

Com.  July  24,  298 
Reported  Jniy  25,  480 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  618 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3)  Bill 

d.  Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  July  19,  55 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  20,  168 
L  Read  2*  July  24,  298 

Read  3\  and  passed  July  25,  430 

Royal  AKsent  July  27,  697 

Constantinople 

Student  Interpreters^  School  ofy  Q.  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  8,  1544 

Contagious    Diseases  {Animals)    Acts 
(1878   to    1890) 
Copy  i)re.s.  Aug  9,  1727 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine 
Peyer)  Bill 

c.  Intro.  Mr.  Gardner ;  Read  1°  July  27,  736 
2R.  deferred  Aug  1, 1099 
2R.;  Debate  adjourned  Au^  3, 1294  ;  Aug  7, 

1524 
Read2«»  >lii^  9,  1727 
Con.  in  Com.  Aug  10, 1857 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  {Swim 
Fever)  Bill 
Cost  qf,  Q.  Mr.  ChMjlin ;    A.  Mr.  Gardner 
Aug  1,  997 


Con] 
Conyeyanoe  of  Mails  Bill 

I,  Bendl*  July  20,  70 

Read  2*  July  24, 296 

CJom.,  and  Re-com.  to  Standing  Ck)m.  July  27, 
611 

Reported  Aug  1,990 

Amendts.  reported  Aug  3,  1174 

Read  3%  and  pa^ed  Aug  4,  1316 
e.  Lords*  Amendts.  con.  and  agr^  to  Aug  8, 

1668 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  S,  1533 

CoNTBEABE,   Mr.   C.   A.  V.,  Cornwall, 
Camborne 

Supply— Public  Education,  976, 977  ;  Report, 
1078,  1098 

Copyhold  (ConsoUdatioii)  BiU 

I.  CJom. ;    Amendts.  proposed  by  Joint    Com. 

made ;  Standing  Com.  negatived  July  20, 

78 
Amendts.  reported  July  21, 192 
Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  617 

CoRBETT,  Mr.  A.  C,  Glasgow,  Trades- 
ton 

Supply— Canadian  Cattle,  1264 

CoRNWAXLis,   Mr.    F.    S.    W.,    Maid- 
stone 

Supply— Land  Tax,  1114.  1116 

"  Costa  Rica  "  Packet 
Q.    Mr.  W.  Redmond;   A.  Mr.    S.  Buxton 
July  20,  95 ;  Q.  and  Obs.  Karl  of  Jersey, 
Earl  of  Rosebery  Juiy  31,  853 

COTTON-JODBELL,    Colonel     E.  T.   D., 
Cheshire,  Wirral 
Uarrison  Artillery,  1756 

County  Councils 

Allatmentt  Acts  and  Snudl  Holdings  Acts, 
Loans  for  Purposes  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Channing, 
Mr.  J.  CoUings;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
Aug  3,  1199  ;  Q.  Mr.  Scott-Montagu  ;  A. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  8,  1555 

Millbank  Prison  Site,  Q.  and  Obe.  Earl  of 
Meath,  Lonl  Teynham,  Earl  of  Chesterfield, 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  July  21,  189 

County  Magistracy  (see  title  Law  and 
Justice  and  Police) 

County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill 

I'  Com. ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com.  July  21, 
184 
Reported  Aug  3, 1173 
Amendts.  reported  Aug  4, 1315 
Read  8%  and  passed  Aug  7,  1415 
<^.  Lords*  Amendts.  con.  and  agreed  to  Aug  8 1 

1658 
I.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  8, 1533 
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Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.,ComwaUf 

Bodmin 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com., 
JV1?u>  Financial  CI.  500;  As  amended, 
Con.,  Xew  Cls.  1447, 1448,  1509, 1786,  1804, 
1855 

Indian  Currency  Question,  Res.  1595 

CowPER,  Earl 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Addresses  to,  285 

Cozens-Habdt,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Norfolk,  N, 

Married     Women's    Property    Act    (1882) 

Amendment  Bill,  Com.  58 
Norfolk  Crab  and  Lobster  Fisheries,  306 

Cran BORNE,  Viscount,  Rochester 
Books  in  Elementary  Schools,  662 

Supply,  Qs.  490,  549,  670 
Education  Report  and  the  Estimates,  765, 

1008 
Harbour  Masters,  &c.  1056,  1057 
Peterheild  Harbour,  1059,  1060 
Public  Education.  964.  955,  956,  957,  962, 

964,  973,  974,  975,  978 
Rating  of  Gk>yemment  Buildings,  1074 

Wales 

Intermediate  Education  in,  1550 
Proposed  University  for,  1548 

Cremer,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 

ston 

Armenia — ^Angora  Trials,  1747 

Thames  Steamboats,  Overcrowding  on,  1751 

Crewe  Exhumation  Case 
Q.   Mr.    Barlow ;    A.   Mr.   Asquith  Aug  1, 
995 

Crofters'"    Holdings    (Scotland)    Acts 
(  Valuers  and  Assessors) 
Motion  for  Return  (Duke  of  Argyll)  Aug  1, 
988 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Kincardineshire 

Stonehaven  Harbour,  1773 

Supply 
Importation  of  Cattle,  1265 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  788 

Cross,  Viscount 

Education  Code.  1531 

Elementary   Education    (Blind    and    Deaf 

Children)  BiU,  Com.  1308,  1310 
India,  Progress  of,  1297 
Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  608 
Liverpool  Court  of  Passage  Bill,  2R.  855 
Parliament — Meeting  of  at  an  Earlier  Hour, 

1314 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  2R.  1529 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

c.  2R. ;  Debate  adjourned  July  19,  53 
Bill  withdrawnyW^y  28,  813 
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Crown  Lands  Bill 
Q.    Mr.    Kenyon ;    A.    Sir   J.   T.    Hibbert 
July  20,  107 

CuRRAN,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Kilkenny 
Balljmote  Agrarian  Dispute,  197 

CuRZON,    Hon.     G.    N.,     Lancashire^ 
Southport 

,  Franco-Siamese  Question,   60,  84,  207,  322, 

489,  667,  659,  884,  886,  1004 
Russia  and  the  Pamirs,  209 
Supply— Franco-Siamese  Question,  1 124, 1136, 

1160 


Customsy  Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue 

Cujttoms  Boatmen^  Q.  Mr.  Hop  wood  ;   A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  8,  1543 
CH*tom8  Departmental  Examinativfu^Q.  Mr. 

Macdonald  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  28, 

750 
Chittoms  Office,  Secretary  of^  Q.  Mr.  Kimber ; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  31,  877 
Cuid&ms  Outdoor  Department — Promotion  of 

Mr,  Wakelin,  Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  7,  1419 
Cu^oms  Service  Account,  Q.  Mr.  Theobald ; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  8,  1656 
German  Anniversary  Cards,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  1338 
1  urn  me  Tax— ^Limited  Companies,  Q.  Mr.  H. 

Forster  ;  A.  Sir  C.  Russell  July  25,  488 
Ireland  (see  that  title) 
Zattd    Tarn    Commissioners,    Q.    Mr.    F.    S. 

Stevenson  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Au^  3, 

1205 
Local  Veto  Legislation,  Q.  and  Obs.  Earl  of 

Wemyss,  Lord  Playfair,  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, Lord  Herschell  July  28,  737 
Tariff  Returns,    Q.    Mr.    Godson ;    A.  Mr. 

Mundella  July  28,  758 

Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldy^  ^c. 

Business  of  the  House— Scotch  Claims,  320 
Coal  Trade,  Threatened  Strike  in,  484 
Labour — Royal  Commission  Report,  666 

Supply 
Goyemment  Contracts  and  Trade  Unions, 

1288 
"  Parliamentary  Debates;'  1289,  1291 

Dane,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fermanagh^  N. 

Blackrock   and    Kingstown    Drainage    and 

Improvement  Bill,  Con.  1337 
Government  of    Ireland  Bill,  As   amended, 

Con.  1458 

Ireland 
Agrarian  OflFences,  Committals  for,  1421 
Bundoran^ Attack   on   a   Gospel    Mission 

Service,  1202,  1761,  1763 
Galway  County,  Outrages  in,  1197 
Kerry  County— Alleged  Illegal  Seizure  of 

Cattle,  1766 
Lisagoon  Disturbances,  1198 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary    Force    Fund, 

1763 


Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 

Bills  Passed  Twice  by  the  Uonse  of  Commons, 

Res.  1394, 1395, 1396 
Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,  New 

Financial  CI.  676,  717 

Darwin,  Major  L.,  Staffordshirey  JJek- 

field 
Africa,  Anglo-Grerman  Frontier  in,  1346 
Army  Pay  Department — Chief  Paymaster,  621 
Government  of  Ireland   Bill,  As  amended, 

Con.  1628 

Devonshire,  Duke  of 
American  Constitution  and  Home  Rule,  178 

De    Worms,    Right    Hon.    Baron    H., 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth 
Mashonaland,  Af^irs  of,  596,  664 
Supply — African  Affairs,  1213 
Swaziland  Convention,  463, 1192, 1758 

Diamond,  Mr.  C,  Monaghan,  N, 
Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  797 

DiGBY,  Mr.  J.  K.  WiNGPiELD-,  Dorstt, 

N. 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals^  (Swine  Fever) 
Bill  Com.  1860 

DiLKE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W ,,  Gloucester, 

Forest  of  Dean 
Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  1662  ;  Con.  1321,  1384 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  489,  763 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As    amended, 
Con.,  New  as,  1436, 1437, 1438,  1448, 1449, 
1476 
Newfoundland  Lobster  Fisheries — Imported 

Goods — Customs  Duty,  686 
Parliament— Private  Members*  Nights,  1567 
Police  and  Sanitory  Regulations  Bills,  1424 

Supply 
Armenian  Prisoners,  1158 
Government  Contracts,  1286 
NewfoundUnd,  1213,  1216 

Working  Men's  Dwellings  Bill,  Com.  1168 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CU  XXX, 
148  ;  As  amended,  Con.  1822 

Diplomatic  Service,  Allowances  in 
Q.  Colonel  Lockwood ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  10, 
1775 

Disraeli,   Mr.    C.    R^    Cheshire,  Al- 
trincham 

I  n<Ua— Enteric  Fever  at  the  Agra  Canton- 
ment, 1419 

Dixon,    Mr.    G.,    Birmingham,    Edg* 

boston 
Supply— Public  Education,  963,  964 
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Dixon-Habtland,  Sir  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Uxbridge 

Allotmento  in  Bushey  Park,  1194 
London   County  Council   (General   Powers) 
Bill,  Lords*  Amendts.  193,  435,  453,  458 

DoDD,  Mr.  C,  Essexy  Maldon 
Charitj  Commissioners*  Schemes,  464 

DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.  C,  Corky  E. 
County  Cork,  Crime  in,  107 
Haulbowline  Dockyard,  1003,  1344 
Rifle  Range  Accident  at  Youghal,  87 
Thamee  Steamboats — Overcrowding,  1749 

DoRiNGTON,     Sir    J,    E.,     Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury 
Supply — Ordnance  Survey,  1013 

DuBLET,  Earl  of 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  982 

Durham 

Small'Pow  in — Compensation  to  Workmen^ 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Wilson  (Durham),  A.  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  3,  1192 

South  Hettim  Sanitary  Condition,  Qs.  Cap- 
tain Fenwick,  Mr.  Storey;  As.  Sir  W. 
Foster  July  26,  470 

Dyke,   Right  Hon.   Sir   W.  H.,  Kenty 
Dartford 
Supply— Public  Education,  918,  923,  924,  977 

East  India  (see  India) 

East  India  {Army  System) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  9, 1728 

East  India  {Mrs,  Eliza  Saunders) 
Return  pres.  July  25,  548 

Eastbourne  Sckool  Accommodation  (see 
Education) 

SDVCATIOH  (EHOLAVI)  &  WALES) 

Lord  President   of  the  Council — Earl  of 

KiMBEBLBT 

Vice  President—Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Acland 

Ag  ricultur<U  Imtruetion  (see  title  Agrieut- 

ture) 
Ashton '  under  -  Lyne     Parochial     Evening 

School,  Q.  Mr.  O.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland 

July  28,  756 
Boari  Schools,  Structural  Defects  of,  Q.  Mr. 

Channing ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Jidy  24,  315 
Books  in  Elementary  Schools*  Q.  Viscount 

Cranbome ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  27,  662 
Christ's  Hospital  (see  title  Ckarity   Com- 
missioners') 
Clerical  Department,    Q.  Mr.  Kimber;    A. 

Mr.  Acland  July  31,  873 
Departmental  Committee  Inquiries,  Qs.  Mr. 

Snape,    Mr.     Bartley ;    As.    Mr.    Acland 

July  27,  650 

leant. 


ED  UCA  no  N'-conU 

Departmental  Report  and  the  Estimnteit,  Q. 
Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  27, 
657  ;  Qs.  Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Viscount  Cran- 
bome, Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  Acland 
July  28,  765 

Eastbourne  School  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr. 
Channing;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  10,  17(>9 

Educati-on  Code,  Q.  and  Obs.  Earl  of  Meath, 
Earl  of  Kimberley,  Earl  Fortescue  Aug  1, 
983  ;  Q.  and  Obs.  Viscount  Cross,  Earl  of 
Kimberley  Aug  8,  1531 
Article  86 — Warnings,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton; 
A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  7,  1427 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1891,  Section  4, 

Qs.   Mr.  T.  Legh,  Mr.  Bartley  ;    As.   Mr. 

Acland  Aug  ^,  1345 
Elementary  Sclwols,  Motion  for  Return  (Earl 

of  Harrowby)  July  20,  65 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and   Amending 

Acts,  Scheme  laid  before  the  House  July  21, 

192 
Endtnced  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acts,  and    Welsh  Intermediate  Educatiim 

Act,  1889,  Copy  pres.  July  21, 271 
Enfield,   Elementary  Education  at,  Q.   Mr. 

Cwnrell-Williams;  A.  M  r.  Acland  ^i/^  3, 1193 
Evening   Continuation  School    Code,  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  7,  1428 
Evening   Schools,  Lectures  in  —  **  Life  and 

Duties  of  a  Citizen,'*  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  7,  1426 
Free  Educatian  in  Glossop,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardic  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  10,  1752 
HeroWs  School,  Bermondsey,  Q.  Mr.  Barrow  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  July  25,  468 
Hounslow,  School  Accommodation  in,  Q.  Lord 

0.  Hamilton  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  27,  622 
London's  Administrative  Educational  Area, 

Q.  Mr.  Benu  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20,  94 
Museums,  Local,  (Grants/or,  Q.  Mr.  Bainl  ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  .^tfiy  31,  874 
School  Board  Education,  Debate  on  in  Com. 

of  Supply,  July  31,  945,  &c. 
Science  and  Art  Depart ment^^Examinations 

on  Steam  Engines,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Mr. 

AclandJit/y  28,  752 
Statement  by  Mr.  Acland  Introductory  to 

the  Estimates,  July  31,  898 
Stoke  Mandeville  Natiinud  School,  Qh.  Sir 

F.  S.  Powell,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland 

July  31,  885 
Student  Interpreters  for  the  East,  Q.  Mr, 

J.  W.  Lowther  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  8, 

1544 
Teachers'    Certificates,    Examinations   for^ 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Herbert ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  A%ig  1, 

1007 
Teachers'  Superannuation,  Q.  Sir  B.  Temple  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  4,  1348 

Voluntary  Schools 
Debate  on  in  Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  1, 1081, 

&c. 
Education   Department  and  St,   Giles-in- 

tJie^Fields  National  School,  Q.  and  Obs. 

Lord    Colchester,    Earl   of    Kimberley, 

Marquess  of  Salisbury  July  31,  864 
Rugby  and  Bilton,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb ;  A.  Mr, 

Acland  July  28,  746 
Vote  for  Public  Education,  July  31,  898  j 
Aug  1, 1074 
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ED  UCATION—cont. 

Walks 

Aherdare  School  Boards  Q.  Mr.  D. 
Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20,  105 

College  Charter  Act,  1871,  Copy  pres. 
Aug  1,  1100 

Endowed  Schools  Act  and  Intermediate 
Education  Act,  Copy  pres.  Jttly  21,  271 

Intermediate  Education^  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leigh- 
ton,  Viscount  Cranbome  ;  Ab.  Mr.  Acl^d 
Aug  8,  1660 

University  for,  Qs.  and  Obs.  Bishop  of 
Bangor,  Earl  of  Kimberley  Aug  8, 
1630 ;  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leighton,  Viscount 
Cranbome  ;  As.  Mr.  AcUnd  Aug  8, 1647 
Mr.  O,  M.  Edwards's  Report,  Qs.  Mr.  S. 
Leighton  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Speaker 
Aug  10,  1777 

Edaoation  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion  (London)  Bill 

e.  Reported  July  28,  862 

As  amended,  Con.  Aua  1,  991 

Read  3^  and  passed  Aug  2,  1101 
2.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  3,  1172 

Commons    Amendts.    con.   and    agreed    to 
Aug  7,  1416 

Edncation  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion (London)  (So.  2)  Bill 

0.  Reported  without  Amendt.  July  28,  862 
Read  3'',  and  passed  with  Amendts.  Aug  ^, 

1296 
Z.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  3,  1172 
Commons    Amendts.    con.    and    agreed    to 
Aug  7, 1416 

Edwards,  Mr.  F.,  Radnorshire 
Agricultural  Instruction  in  Wales,  476 

Egypt 

Corvie  Labour,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Sir  E. 

Grey  July  20,  80 
Evacuation  of,  Q.  Mr.  Macfarlane;   A.  Mr. 

W.  E.  Gladstone  Aug  7,  1429 
NUe,  Pollutiim  of  Q.  Mr.  Pierpoint ;   A.  Sir 

B.  Grey  Aug  ^,  1190 
Occupatiifn  of,  Q.  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  A.  Sir  K. 

Grey  July  27,  663 
•     Storage  Bestrroira^  Q.  Mr.  B.  Jones ;    A.  Sir 

B.  Grey  Aug  4,  1338 

Eleotrio  Lighting  Provisional   Orders 

Bills 
(Vo.  5) 

1.  Royal  Assent  July  27 j  598 

(Ho.  6) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  698 


(Ho.  7) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  698 

Electric  Powers  {Protective  Clauses^ 
Printing  of  Beports  of  Joint  Com.,  Q.  Mr. 
Branner;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  26, 
.479 


Elementary  Edncation  (Blind  and  Deaf 
Children)  BiU 

c.  Con.  in  Com. ;  Reported ;  Read  3*.  and  puaed 

July  24,  407 
L  Read  1'  July  25, 431 

Read  2*  July  31,  860 

Com.,  Amendts.  made  Aug  i,  1302 

Reported  Aug  8,  1538 

Elementary  Edncation  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Chiswiek,  Ac) 
BiU 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

Elementary  Edncation  (School  Attend- 
ance)Bill 

c.  Read  2«  July  19,  64 

Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  July  21,  270 ;  Julf  35, 

648  ;  July  28,  852  ;  Aug  2,  1166 
Con.  in  Com.  and  Report^  Aug  10, 1856 

ELLIS,     Mr.    T.     E.    (Parliamentary 

Charity    Commissioner    and    Liord 

of  the  Treasury),  Merionethshire 
Chanty  Commissioners*  Schemes,  465 
Christ's  Hospital,  665 
John  Wynne's  Charity,  1343 
Lyons*  Estate,  Administration  of,  94 
Supply ->  Charity    Commissionen*    Schemes, 
1269, 1270 

EmigraHon  and  Immigration 
Pauper     Immigration  —  Commissioners    in 
America,  Report  of,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 
A.  Mr.  Mondella  Aug  4,  1839 ;   Q.  Mr.  8. 
Wallace ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  8.  1552 

Endowed      Schools     Actj     1869,     and 
Amending    Acts 
Scheme    for    the    Management    of    Fundi 
July   21,   192 

Endowed      Schools     Act^     1869,     and 

Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh  Inter- 

mediate  Act,  1889 
Copy  pres.  July  21,  271 

Equalisation  of  Rates  {Metropolis)  Bill 
(See  title  London  {Equalisation  t^f  Batrs) 
BUI) 

EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  G.,  Kerry^  W. 

Ireland 
Brandon  Creek  Fisheries,  747 
Dingle  Fishermen,  Hoosing  of,  100,  625, 

747      , 
Down   Coanty    Harbour  Accolunodation, 

199 
Herring  Fishing;  196 
Kerry,  Sunken  Rocks  off,  635 
Land  Sub-Commission  at  Waterfdl^  197 
Light  Railways,  465 
Mackerel  Fishing  off  Minanl,  745 
Smerwick  Harbour  Fishing  Trade,  1D4 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  99,  30i| 
.Yentry,  County  Kerry,  Pier  for,  19ft 
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Esmonds,  Sir  T.  Q.-^otU. 

Parliamentary  Papers,   Postage  Marked  on, 

199 
Samoa,  Affairs  of,  1759 
Supply— Irish  Light  Railways,  1376,  1377 

Essex  Fishing    Ground — Dredging  in 
the  Medway  (see  Navy) 

Evans,  Sir  F.  H.,  Southampton 

Supply 
Newfoundland,  &c  1213,  1214 
Temporary  Civil  Servants,  1041 

Everett,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Suffolk^   Wood- 
bridge 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  821 

Indian  Currency  Question,  211  ;  Res.  1606 

Supply— Canadian  Cattle,  1260 

Factories^  and  Factory  and  Workshops 
Act 
(See  Labour  Department) 

Farquharson,   Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire^ 

W. 

Army  Medical  Service,  Changes  in,  1656 
Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Ih^nage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  1661 
Canadian  Cattle,  Examination  of,  472 
Scotch  Parochial  Boards,  Ministers  on,  319 

Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset^  W. 

Christ's  Hospital,  655 
Supply 

Christ's  Hospital,  1268,  1269 
Importation  of  Live  Stock,  1265 

Fenwick,    Captain    H.    T.,    Durham, 
ffoughton-ie'  Spring 
Houghton-le-Spring  Burial  Ground,  471 
«outh  Hetton,  Sanitary  Condition  of,  470 

Fenwick,     Mr.    C,    Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 

Supply— Stationery  and  Printing,  1279, 1281 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  M.,  Leith,  ^c. 

Shetlands,  Soundings  off,  1183 

Fergusson,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man- 
Chester,  N.E. 

London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts. 

1737 
Supply — Government  Contracts   and  Trade 

Unions,  1285 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stafb  Bill 

r.  Report  from  Standing  Com.  on  Trade   &c. 
Aug  9,  1727 


Feus  and  Leases   {Scotland)  —  Select 

Committee 

Discharges  and  Additions  to  Com.  July  20, 

lb8 
Report  July  31,  980 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Eastbourne 
H.M.S.  »*  Colossus,"  Guns  of,  1555 
Major  Richards,  Case  of,  1768 

Supply 
Harbours,  1071 
School  Board  Education,  945,  946,  949 

Thames  Steamboats,  Overcrowding  on,  1751 

Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin^  St.  Patrick's 

American  Mail  Route,  665,  757 
Factories,  Under  Inspectors  of,  98 
Government  of    Ireland  Bill,    Com.,    New 
Financial  CI.,  620 

Ireland 
Bogus  Clubs  in  Dublin,  487 
Macroom  Union  and  Labourers'  Cottages, 

196 
South  Dublin    Union — Death   from   Poor 

Dietary,  760 

Kingstown  Main  Drainage  Bill,  641 
Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  57 
Labour — Royal  Commission  Report,  666 

Finucane,  Mr.  J.,  Limerick,  E. 

Ireland — Mrs.  Elizabeth  Gladstone's  Tenants 
—Eviction  of  Daniel  Koonan,  649,  750 

Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  4 
Thursday   Ni^t's   Scene    in    the    House — 
Statement  by  Mr.  Fisher,  888 

Fisheries 

Essex  Ground  and  Dredging  in  the  Medway , 

Q.  Major  Rasch ;    A.   Mr.    E.  Robertson 

July  20,  81 
Norfolk  Crah  and  Lobster  Fisheries,  Q.  Mr. 

Cozens-Hardy ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  24, 

306 

Fishery  Board  {Scotland) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  8, 1660 

FitzGerald,  Mr.  R.  U.  P.,   Cambridge 
Lightships,  Communication  with,  642 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 

Bogus  Clubs  in  Dublin,  488 

Government    of     Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    CI, 

XXVIIL  11, 12,  18,  22 
Haulbowline  Dockyard,  1004, 1344 
London    Companies  —  Irish    Shareholders 

and  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  98 

Folkestone,  Casual  Relief  at 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;   A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  8, 
1553 
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FOBEIOn  APFAIB8 

Secretary  of  State — Earl  of  Eosebery 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  B.  Obey 
(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Countries) 

FoETEscuE,  Earl 
Bducation  Code,  988 

FoRWOOD,  Right  Hon.  A.  B.,  Lan- 
cashire, Ormskirk 

American  Mail  Route,  306,  897, 1551 

Dockyaid  Classification,  1772 

H.M.  Ships — Statement  Supplementary  to 
the  Estimates,  1775 

London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts. 
1739 

Foster,  Mr.  H.  8.,  Suffolk,  Lowestoft 
Government    of    Ireland    Bill,   Com.,    New 

Financial  CI  701,  703 
H Jli.S.  "  Victoria,"  Weight  of,  882 
Limited  Companies  and  uicome  Tax,  488 
Post  Office  and  the  Telephones,  881 

FOSTER,  Sir  B.  W.  (Secretary,  Local 

Government  Board),  Derby,  Ilkeston 

Durham  —  Sanitary  Condition  of  South 
Hetton,  470 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Preai- 
dentof  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Wolverhampton,  £. 

Allotments  Acts  and  Small  Holdings  Acts — 
Loans  to  County  Councils,  1199,  1200, 
1655 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(Birmingham  Canal  Navigations)  Bill, 
Re-com.  1541 

Cholera  Precautions— Compensation  for  the 
Destruction  of  Fruit,  318 

Durham,  Small -Pox  in — Compensation  to 
Workmen,  1193 

Bast  Kent,  Poor  Relief  in,  1188 

Folkestone,  Casual  Relief  at,  1553 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIIL  3,  4,  6,  8,  9,  12,  13,  21,  30, 
40,  45,  47  ;  New  Financial  CU,  232,  233. 
234,  235,  236,  237,  238,  240,  332,  567, 
668,  569,  671,  578,  579,  573,  674,  677 

Harrow  School,  Scarlet  Fever  in,  1425 

Irwell  River,  Pollution  of,  666 

Ladies'  Visiting  Committee  and  Bucking- 
ham Board  of  Guardians,  484 

Local  Govcriinieut  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill — ProiHMcd  New  Local  Government 
Districts,  314,  315 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
Bill,  Loixis*  Amendts.  451,  453,  468,  462 

London  (Equalisation  of  Rates)  Bill,  1752 

Outdoor  Relief  and  Friendly  Societies,  1745 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  SocieUes)  Bill, 
Com.  1166,  1167 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills,  1424 

Port  Talbot  Boating  Disaster,  1776 

Ruxtd  Parishes,  Rating  in,  93 

Salvation  Army  Shelters,  Small-Pox  in,  313 

Sewage,  Treatment  of,  1767, 1768 

Southam  Union — Case  of  James  Money,  203 


FowLBB,  Right  Hon.  H.  H. — eont. 

Supply 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  1106.  1107 
Peterhead  Harbour,  1061,  1063,  1064 
Vote  on  Account,  1112 

Unemployed,  319,  1481 
Worthing  Fever  Epidemic,  195 

France 

Commercial  Policy  in  the  Ea^t,  Q.  Colonel 

H.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  26,  483 
Newfoundland  Fisheries  {me  that  title) 

Franco- Siamese  Question 

Qs.  Mr.  Curzon,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  19,  60;  Qs,  Sir  K. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Curzon,  Mr.  Ather- 
ley-Jones ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  20,  84 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Curxon ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  24, 
322 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Curzon,  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Sir  R. 
Temple ;  As.  Sir  £.  Grey  July  26,  489 ; 
Q.  Lord  Lamington  ;  A.  Earl  of  Bosebery 
July  27,  598 ;  Qs.  and  Obs.  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Eari  of  Roeebery  July  31,  864  ; 
Qs.  and  Obs.  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl  of 
Rosebery,  Lord  Lamington,  Earl  of  Dudley 
Aug  1,  981 

Blockade  of  Siam^  Qs.  Mr.  Curzon,  Sir  W. 
Pearce,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  0.  Bowles, 
Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  S.  Qrey, 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  27,  667  ; 
Qs.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  Aa.  Sir 
E.  Grey  July  28,  763  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Curaoo, 
Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  31. 
884 

Britith  ConcetsionSf  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  July  25,  467 

British  War  VeueU  at  Siam,  Q.  Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Au^  3, 
1209;  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett;  As. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  K.  Grey 
Auff  4,  1347 

*'J>aily  News ''  Telegrams,  Qs.  Sir  S.  Ashmeftd- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
Aug  1,  1009 

French  Ultimatum,  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  Curzon ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
July  21,  207  ;  Q.  Mr.  Curzon  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  Aug  1,  1004 

Rice  as  Contraband,  Q.  Sir  W.  Pearce  ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  July  27,  6^6 

(References  to  in  Debate  in  Com.  of  Supply 
Awgl,  1117,  &c.) 


FB£EMAN-MiTFORD,Mr.  A.  B.,  Warwirk^ 

Stratford 
Supply--Ordnauce  Survey,  1036 

Friefidly  Societies 

Outdoor  Bcli^  {Friendly  Societies)  BiU  {see 

under  that  title)  — . 

PiHfr  Belitf,  Q.  Mr.  Strachey  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler  Aug  10,  1745 

Friendly  Sodetiet  Act  (1876)  IsMiid- 
ment  Bill  , 

I.  Boyal  Assent  July  27,  597 
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FcRNESs,  Mr.  C,  Hartlepool 

Supply— Canadian  Cattle,  1262 

GARDNER,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President 

of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex, 

Saffron  fValden 
Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  839,  840,  841 

Royal  Commission,  998 
Agricultural  Instruction,  476, 652 
Canaiiian    Cattle,  Examination  of,  &c.  472, 

473,  474,  758 
Cattle  Disease  in  England,  668 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 
Bill,  Intro.    736;    2R.  1099,  1294,  1524, 
1527;    Com.  1857,  1858,  1860 
Cost  of,  997 

Supply 
Canailian  Cattle,  1242,  1245,  1259,  1266 
Ordnance  Survey,  1021,  1024,  1027,  1032, 
1033,  1038,  1049,  1053 

Oarve  and  XTllapool  Kailway  Bill 

e.  Standing  Orders  suspentied  ;    Con. ;    Read  3", 
and  passed  July  21  y  736 

[New  Title] 
I.  Reati2»  Aug  3,  1169 

[For  questions  as  to  Garve  and  Ullapool 
Railway  see  under  Scotland] 

Cku   Orders    Confirmation    (Bromyardi 
fto.)  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  598 

Oas  Orders  Confirmation  (Kewent,  &c.) 
BiU 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  27,  598 
Germany 

AimIo- German  Front kr  in  Africay  Q.  Major 

Darwin  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  4,  1346 
Anniversary    Cards — Importation     of   into 

England,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;   A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Aug  4,  1338 
''ThekW  and  the  "  Dttgger  Banh;'  Loss  of 

Q.  Commander  Bethel  1 ;   A.  Mr.  Mundella 

Aug  10,  1774 

GiBBs,  Mr.  v.,  Herts,  St.  Albans 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  C<^m. — Unpar- 
liamentary Expression,  724,  725 
Indian  Currency  Question,  Res.  1608 

Gibraltar 

Sanitary  Commissioners'  Enginfrr,  Q.  Mr.  E. 
H.  Bayley  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  July  27,  622 

GiLHOOLY,  ]Sdr.  J.,  Cork  Co:,  W. 
Ireland 
Baltimore  and    Skibbereen   RaUway    and 

Pier,  1188 
fl.M.S.      •*  Apollo"  —  Compensation      to 

Thomas  Goggin  and  John  Regan,  309 
Labourers'  Cottages  in  the  Roscrea  Union, 

630 
Police  Medical  Atten:lance,  1180 

VOL.  XV.      [fourth  serif.?.] 


GLADSTONE,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. 
(First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Lord  Privy  Seal),   Edinburgh^ 

Midlothian 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  843 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  Con.  1336 

Education  Edtimates,  1009 

Egypt,  Evacuation  of,  1429 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXIX. 
115,  116, 117, 118,  119,  124.  125,  129,  140, 
146 ;  New  Financial  CI.  396,  402,  403, 
493,  494,  495,  511, 537,  538,  539,  540,  541, 
543,  545,  547,  576,  591,  672,  679,  680,  681, 
692,  693 ;  As  amended.  Con.,  New  Cls. 
(Mr.  P.  Smith's),  1440,  1441,  1476,  1479, 
1506;  (Mr.  Macartney's),  1637,  1638, 
16,39,  1642,  1648,  1644,  1699,  1701,  1702  ; 
(Sir  H.  James's),  1801,  1804;  (Mr. 
Mildmay's),  1842 

New  Closure  Resolution,  670 

Printing  of  Amendts.  211 

Royal   Standard  and  the  Union  Jack  on 
Licensed  Premises  in  Ireland,  212 

Scene  in  the  House — Mr.  Logan  and  Mr. 
H.  Fisher  (refer  to  sub-hewing  Parlia- 
ment) 
Gresham  University  Committee,  Report,  1780 

India 

Budget,  1349 

Currency   Question,  211,  320,   321,  1208; 

Res.  1586 
Opium  Commission,  667 

Ireland 
Estimates,  1011 
Evicted  Tenants,  667 

Lalx)ur — Royal  Commission  Report,  666 
Madras  and  Bombay  Armies  Bill,  1429 
Malta,  Marriages  in,  1008 

Parliament 
Autumn  Sitting,  1558 
Business  of  the  House,  320,  898, 1009 
House  of  Commons'  Seats,  Arrangement  of, 

887 
Private  Members'  Nights,  1567 
Thursday  Night's    Scene  in   the  House — 

Mr.  Fisher,  Mr.  Logan,  &c  727,  764,  887, 

890,  1010,  1430 

Poet  Laureateship,  210 

Scotland 
Financial  Relations,  1780 
Magistrates  —  Appointments  and  Politics, 
109,  110 

Supply,  Progress  of,  490,  670 


Godson,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Kidderminster 

Tariff  heturns,  758 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  Pancras,  S. 
Government    of   Ireland   Bill,  As  amended, 
Con.  1457 


Golds  WORTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Ham- 
mersmith 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX, 
125, 128,  129;  Aa  amended,  Con.  1433 

4  I 
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GoRST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.E.,  Cambridge 
University 

Factory  and  Workshops  Acts,  195 
Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,   New 

Financial  CI,  261,  266,  550,  588,  594,  676, 

685 

Indian  Opium  Commission,  667 

Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  56, 

67 
Supply— Vote  on  Account,  1108 

GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 
Bill,  2R.  1527 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXV I  11.  42;  Ch  XXX.  \U\  New 
Financial  CI.  233,  234,  235,  236,  387,  390, 
392,  394,  396,  402,  403,  492,  495,  568,  569, 
692,  593,  694,  675,  676,  680,  681,  694,712  ; 
As  amended.  Con.,  New  CU.  1456,  1457. 
1852,  1853 

Indian  Currency  Question,  759 

Government  Contracts 

Post  Office  Buildings  —  Strike  among  the 
Workmen,  Q.  Mr.  Theobald ;  A,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Jnly  2],  200 

Stationery  and  Printing  Contracts— Trade 
Unions,  Ji'c.  (References  to  in  Com.  of 
Supply  Aug  3,  1271) 

OoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill 

0,  Con.  in  Com. 

iFoHy-first  Nighty  July  19,  1 

Clause  XXVIII.  (As  to  Persons  hold- 
ing  Civil  Service  Appointments) 
Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  1  ;  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  H.  Plunkett),  6  ;  With- 
drawn ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  7 ; 
Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Clancy),  13 ;  Negatived ;  Words  added  to 
Mr.  J.  Morley's  Amend.t.  17;  Amendt.  to 
the  proposed  Amendt.  (Mr.  Sexton),  21  ; 
Division,  23 ;  Amendt.  to  the  proposed 
Amendt.  (Mr.  Sexton),  23 ;  Agreed  to ; 
Amendt.  to  the  proposed  Amendt.  (Mr.  H. 
Plunkett),  25  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Rentoul),  30  ;  Negatived  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Roby),  34  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
J.  Morley),  37;  Amendt.  to  the  pro- 
posed Amendt  (Mr,  Sexton),  39;  Divi- 
sion,  42 ;  Words,  as  amended,  added ; 
Motion  that  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,  put,  and  agreed  to,  62 

Clause  XXIX.     (As  to   existing  Pen- 
sions and  Superannuation) 

Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  52 ;  Agreed  to ; 
Motion  that  the  Clanse,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  put,  aud  agreed  to,   62 ; 


(Forty-second  Night)  July  20,  111 


Icont. 


Government  of  Ireland  Bill— -cont 

Clause  XXX.  (As  to  Police) 
Amendt.  ruled  out  of  Order ;  Amendt  (Mr. 
T.  H.  Bolton),  112  ;  Division.  125  ;  Amealt, 
(General  Goldsworthy),  125;  Negatived; 
Amendt  (Mr.  Sexton),  136  ;  Diviwon, 
152  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Wyudham),  154 ; 
Withdrawn ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Sexlou),  162  ; 
Division,  166 


Clauses  30  to  40  Closured  and  Divided 
upon,  166 ;  R.P. 


{FoHy-third  Night)  July  21,  212 
Clauses  14,  15,  and  16  further  postponeii, 
212 

New  Clause  (Financial  Arrangements 
as  between  United  Kingdom  and 
Ireland) 

Motion  that  Clause  be  read  second  time, 
213  *  R  P 

{^FoHy-fourth  Night)  July  24,  323  ;  Debate 
resumed  on  New  Financial  ClauM- ; 
Division,  407 ;  R.P. 

(FoHy-fifth  Night)  July  25,  491 ;  Debate 
resumed  on  New  Financial  Clauv : 
Amendt  (Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond),  49S : 
Division,  630  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain). 638;  R.P. 

{Forty-stjeth  Night)  July  26,  549;  Debate 
resumed  on  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain's  Amendt  ; 
Division,  669  ;  Amendt.  (Sir  J.  Lubbock), 
676  ;  Division,  688  ;  Amendt.  (Sir  J. 
Gorst),  691  ;  Negatived,  595  ;  R.P. 

{Forty-serenth  Niaht)  July  27,  671  ;  Debate 
resumed  on  New  Financial  Clauae ; 
Amendt  (Mr.  Sexton ^  672  ;  Withdrawn; 
Amendt  (Mr.  Sexton)  ;  Amendt.  (ai 
amended  by  Mr.  J.  Morley)  agreed  to, 
677 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Sexton),  678  ;  With- 
drawn ;  Amendt  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ; 
Agreed  to,  686  ;  Amendt  (Mr.  Clancy).  724 
[Here  the  Committee  wa*  iuterrmptrd 
amid^  great  confusion — the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  report  to  the  House] 

Committee  resumed,  733  ;  Mr.  Clancy  » 
Amendt.  negatived,  733  ;  Motion  that  the 
Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill ; 
Division.  733 

Clauses  (As  to  Irish  Consolidated  Fumd 
and  Special  Revenue ) 
(Supplemental  as  to  Local  Taxation 
Accounts  and  other  matters  J 
(As  to  Irish  Post  Office  revenue  and 

expettditure) 
{Definitions )   Closured  a%d  Dicided 
upon,  733,  734 

Postpoued  Clauses  14,  IS  &nd  16, 
Closured  aud  Divided  up^o,  734 

Schedules 
Agreeil  to ;  Divitled  upon,  and  Xifativetl.  71? 

New  Schedule  ; 

(Provisions  as  to  PenSom^  ami 
Gratuities  to  Persons  in  tk  I\Mk 
Service)  put,  aud  agreed  ^  7&5 

I" 
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Gorernment  of  Ireland  BUI — cont. 

New  Schedule 

Part  I.  {Regulations  as  to  establish- 
ment of  Police  Forces  and  as  to 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  ceasing 
to  exist)  ;  Division,  735 

Preamble — Motion  that  this  be  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill ;  Division, 
735 

Report  of  the  Bill  to  the  House  as  Amended 

Consideration  as  Amended 

{Firnt  yigJU)  Aug  7,  1433  ;  New  Clauses 
ruled  out  of  Onler,  1433  ;  New  Clauses 
reail  (^Btmndnry  CommUmmers)  (Mr.  P. 
Smith),  1436  ;  Division,  1473 ;  {IlUttraie 
Voters)  (Mr.  P.  Smith),  1475  ;  Division, 
1502;  (^Proporthnal  Reprettentation)  (Mr. 
P.  Smith),  1503  ;  Division,  1523  ;  Debate 
acljournetl 

{Second  Xight)  Aug  8,  1614  ;  New  Clauses 
ruled  out  of  Order  ;  New  Clauses  read  (^Xo 
Member  of  the  Legislature  allowed  to  git 
or  rate  unless  ana  until  he  be  sworn  or 
kfive  affirmed)  (Mr.  Tomlinson),  1615  ; 
Withdrawn ;  (Disqualification  for  Mr/nber- 
ship  of  either  Jlouse)  (Mr.  Tomlinson), 
1618  ;  Ruled  out  of  Onler ;  ( Disqualijicat i4m 
of  minivers  of  rdigmii)  (Mr.T.  W.  Russell), 
1618;  Withdrawn;  (Irish  Exchequer  to 
indevinify  British  Exchequer  for  wrongful 
acts  of  Irish  Qtyternment')  (Mr.  Hobhouse), 
1627  ;  put,  and  agreed  to ;  New  Clauses 
ruled  out  of  Order,  1628 ;  (Representation 
of  Ireland  in  Parliament  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  this  Act)  (Mr.  Macartney),  1637  ; 
Debate  atljoumed 

(Tfiird  Night)  Aug  9, 1664  ;  Debate  resumeil 
on  Mr.  Macartney's  New  Clause  ;  Division, 
1727  ;  Debate  ailjourned 

(Fimrth  Xight)  Aug  10,  1782;  New  Clauses 
read  (Transfer  of  ceitain  power*  and 
Juriitdictian  to  tlw  Lord  Li^'utenant)  (Sir 
H.  James),  1782 ;  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
[i Repeal  of  s.  16  of  21  .V  22  Geo.  3,  r.  11  ; 
(Irijth  Parliamcjtt)]  (Sir  H.  James),  1784  ; 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  New  Clauses  ruleil  out 
of  Onler,  1807  ;  New  Clauses  read  (Regufter 
of  Electors)  (Sir  H.  James),  1810 ;  With- 
drawn ;  (Prikection  of  the  subject  in  Ire- 
land) (Mr.  Mildmay),18l7  ;  Division,  1855  ; 
(Attendance  of  Member  of  Exicutire  in 
Legislature)  (Mr.  Courtney),  1855  ;  Debate 
adjourned 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill 

AMetulnientM,  Printing  of  Q.  Mr.  Saunders  : 
A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  21,  210;  Q. 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Murley  Julg  28,  764 

Aitierit'ttn  Constitution  and  Home  Rule,  Q. 
and  Obs.  Duke  of  Argyll.  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
Duke  of  Devonshire  July  21,  169 

Building  Trade  in  Ireland,  Q.  Mr.  Webb  ; 
A.   Mr.  Mumlella  July  24,  H02 

C^ojture  of  (\tmmittee  Resolution,  Qa.  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  SiKjaker, 
Mr.  Mellor.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  27, 
G70 

[cont. 


Government  of  Ireland  -BiW— cont. 

Debate  on  the  Bill,  Q.  Sir  F.  Milner ;  A.  Mr« 
Speaker  Aug  10,  1781 

Disorder  in  Committee  on  Thursday,  July 
27  (see  under  Parliament — Members) 

DirUion  on  New  Clause  (Representation  of 
Ireland  in  Parliament)  for  the  amendment 
of  this  Act ;  Mistake  in  the  Numbers  Aug  9, 
1728 

Irish  Grand  Juries  —  Res.  against  Home 
Rule,  Qs.  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  Bodkin ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  JtUy  28,  747 

Police  Question,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  Auf  3,  1179 

Public  Companies  in  London — Irish  Share- 
holders, Q.  Mr.  Flynn;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  July  20,  98 

Taxation  (Great  Britain  and  Ireland),  Re- 
turn pres.  July  21,  271 

Union  Jack  and  Royal  Standard  in  Ireland, 
Q.  Mr.  Theobald  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 
July  21,  211 

Government  Property^  Rating  of 

Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Aug  8,  1549 

Government  Publications^  Sale  of 
Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
July  25,  476 


Greenwich  Hospital 
Copy  pres.  Aug  4,  1380 

Gresham   University — Committee* s  Re- 
port 
Q.  Sir  A.  RoUit ;   A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 
Aug  10,  1780 

GREY,  Sir  E.  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs),  Northumber- 
land, Berwick 

Africa 
Anglo-German  Frontier,  1346 
British  East  Africa  Company — Evacuation 

of  Territory— Vitu,  &c.  205,  746,  1544 
Slave  Trade  in  Tripoli,  1184 
Uganda  Disturbances,  762 

Armenia 
Alleged  Outrages  in,  82 
Angora  Trials-— Archbishops  of  Marash  and 

Zeitoun,  &c.  98,  1186,  1747 
Armenians  in  Asia  Minor,  1186 
Caesarea,  Prisoners  at,  480 

Austria-Hungary,    Hay    Exportation    from 

620,  1764 
British  Commercial  Treaties,  1746 
Diplomatic  Service  Allowances,  1775 
East — Student  Interjjreters,  1544 

Egypt 

Corvee  T>abour,  80 
Occupation  of,  6.'»4 
Pollution  of  the  Nile,  1190 
Storage  Reservoirs,  1338 

Franco-Siamese  Question.  60,  85.  322.  490 
lUockaile  of  Siani,  658,  660,  763,  884,  1009 
British  Concessions,  468 
British  War  Vessels  at  Siam,  1209,  1348 
French  Ultimatum,  207,  1004 
Rice  as  Contraband,  656 

4  12  \cont. 
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Gbet,  Sir  E,—caHt, 

French  Commercial  Policy  in  the  East,  484 
Mecca,  Cholera  in,  and  Sanitary  Condition  of, 

308.  483 
Newfonndland    Fisheries  —  Claims   of   the 

Owners  of  the  "  Mary;'  1189 

Russia 

Pamirs,  209 
Tra<lewith,  1190 

Samoa,  Affairs  of,  627,  1554,  1759 
Spain,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  304 

Supply 
Armenian  Prisoners,  1156,  1164 
British  East  Africa  Company,    &c.   1211, 

1212 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  1135,  1136.  1145 

Tangier — British  Protection  to  Boubker,  1432 

Grove,  Mr.  T.  N.  A.,  fVext  Bam,  N. 

Employment  for  the  Poor,  319 
London  County  Council  (General    Powers) 
Bill,  Loixls'  Amendt*.  443,  447 

Habitual  Inebriates — Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  Knowles ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Au^  3, 
1205 

Halsbiiry,  Lord 
Elementary  E<lucation    (Blind     and     Deaf 

Children)  Bill,  Com.  1311 
Liverpool  (3ourt  of  J'assage  Bill,  2K.  854 
Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    Bill,    64 ; 

Ameiidts.  reported,  1314 

Hamilton,  Right  IIou.  Lord  G.,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing 

London   County   Council  (General  Powers) 

Bill,  Lords*  Amcndts.  449 
Naval  Estimates,  484 
New  Battleships,  479 
School   Accommodation   in    Hounslow,  622, 

623 
Supply— Public   Education,  969,   970,   971, 

972 

Hamtoex,  Viscount 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
Bill,  Commons'  Amendts.  to  Lonls' 
Amendts.,  iV:c.  con.  1402 

Hanbury,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Army 
Bail  Cartridges  at  Aldershot,  1554 
Proljationary  Staff  Clerks,  879 
Recruit  ing»  1765 
Staff  College  Examinations,  753 

Bahamas,  Chief  Justice  olf,  1765 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls  and   Charges   Provisional 

Onler  (Leetls  and  Livei'pool  Canal)   Bill, 

Con.  1177,  1178,1179 
Canal   Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Onler 

(Birmingham     Canal    Navigations)     Bill, 

Re-com.  1539 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill— Scene  in  the 

House,  725 

Navy 
Rations,  82 
Torpedo  Boat  "AVycr,"  Speed  of,  1764 

[cont. 


Hanbury,  Mr.  R.  W. — amt. 

Supply,  670 

Dover  Harbour,  1053 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  1106,  1108 

Oi-dnance  Survey.  1024,  1027,  103« 

Railway  Rates,  1219 

Rating  of  Government  Buildings,  1073 

Harbours  and  Lighthouses  Abroad 
Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  I,  \OhZ\  Ait§  I, 
1168 

HARCOURT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
V.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Derby 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  846,  850 

Royal  Commission,  314 
Civil  Service— Irish   Members,  Transfer  of, 

316 
Goveniment    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    Seir 

Finam-iiil  CI,  341,  343,  344,  364,  358.  360, 

361,    390,  392,   629  ;    As  amended.   Con., 

Xrw  Ch,  1712,  1713,  1810 
Hop    and     Malt     Substitutes— Agricultural 

Depression  Inquiry,  108,  109 

Indian  Currency  Question,  760  ;    Res.  1562, 
1574,  1576,  1578,  1579,  1580,  1582,  1588, 
1692 
Sir  D.  Barbour  on,  1774 

Scotland 
Garve  and  Ullapool  Railway,  105,  317 
Island  of  Lewis — Pier  Accommodation,  483 

Supply— Franco-Siamese  Question,  1151 
Terminable  Annuities,  481 

Hard  IE,  Mr.  J.  Keir,  West  Ham,  S. 

Duke  of  Teck,  478 

Glossop,  Free  Education  in,  1752 

London  Mail  Cart  Drivers,  1191 

Manslaughter  of  G.  W.  Orr  on   Board    the 

«*  Watchman,"  1421 
Poor  Law  Guardians  and  the  Unemployed, 

1431 
Royal  We<lding — Soldiers  and  the  Public — 

Case  of  Arthur  Walker,  476,  477,  478 

Scotland 

Law  Officers  and   Private  l*racticc — Mr.  P. 

W.  Campbell,  1421 
Stirling  Castle— Soldiers  and  the  Tailorn' 

Strike.  639 

IIarland,  Sir  E.  J.,  Belfast,  X, 

H.M.S.  *»  Victoria"  Court  Martial,  652 
Ireland— Catholir     Excursion     to     Lig«micl, 
Attack  on,  1422 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin,  Harbour 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com,,    ynr 

Financial  CL  697 
Scene  in  the  House,  732 

Harrow  School,  Scarlet  Fever  at 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  .Uy  7, 
1425 

Hakrowbv,  Karl  of 

Elementary  Schools,  Motion  for  Bctoror  ^* 
76,77 
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Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Roscommon^  S. 

Ireland —Civil  Servants,  315         , 

HEA.LY,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

American  Mail  Route,  665,  897,  1006 

Bogus  Clubs  in  Dublin,  1344 

Cork  Lunatic  Asylum,  Death  in,  623 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Wexford,  N. 

Wexfonl  Magistrates,  653  ^ 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Louth,  N. 

American  Mail  Service,  758 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    Xexc 
Financial  CI.  672, 675  ;  As  amended.  Con., 
yew  CU.   1436,  1448,  1463,    1470,   1471, 
1472,  1618,  1619,  1621,  1622,  1624,  1784 
Scene  in  the  House,  727,  730 

Indian  Currency  Question,  1774 

Ireland 

Bundoran— Attack  on  a  Gospel  Mission, 
1762 

Carbury,  County  Kildare — Voting  Lists, 
1545 

Gladstone,  Mrs.  E.,  and  Her  Tenants,  485, 
487 

Lady  Wallace  and  Her  Tenants,  648 

Land  Commission,  Appeals  against  De- 
cisions of,  322 

Land  Commission — "  Rossmore  v.  Don- 
nelly," 206,  207,  487 

Lough  Neagh  Fishermen,  1420 

Police  Code  and  Police  Returns  at  Assizes, 
635,  636 

Postal  Officials'  Travelling  Allowances.  299 

Quit-Rents,  643 

Redemption  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  1781 

Heatox,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Australian  Colonies 
Agents  Gene^,  661 
Governors,  640 
Postal  Orders,  193 

Hexeage,      Right     Hon.     E.,    Great 
Grimsby 

Agricultural  Depression,  109 

Royal  Commission  on,  314 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  Com.  1860 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX. 

156 ;  New  Finanrinl  CI.  523,  648,  550,  552, 

553,  554  ;  As  amended,  Con.,  Xew  CU,  1497, 

1499 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  Croydon,  N, 

Members'    Dining  Rooms — Reserving  Seats, 

1005 
Teachers'  Certificates,  Examinations  for,  1007 

HERSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Companies  (Certificate  of  Incorporation)  Bill, 
Com.  600 

Hcjusing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.  615 

Indian  Currency  Question — Silver  Plate,  Res. 
1413 

Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Bill,  2R.  602 


Hbbschell,  Lord— <•<//*/. 

Land  Transfer  Bill,  Com.  63 
Law  of  Commons  Bill,  2R.  607 
Liverpool  Court  of  Passage  Bill,  2R.  855 
Local  Veto  Legislation,  743 
London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  427 
Married  Women's  Property  Act  Amendment 

Bill,  2R.  870 
Nullum  Tempus  (Ireland)  Act,  1876,  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.  61 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill,  Com.  64  ; 
Amendts.  reported,  1312,  1313,  1314 

HIBBERT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T.(Secre. 
tary  to  the  Treasury),  Oldham 
Civil  Service 
Boy  Clerks,  621 
Retirement,  1006 
Writers  and  Abstractors,  627 

Coal  Mines — Assistant  Inspectors,  644 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  Com.  55 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  Com.  1859,  1860 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  107  ;  2R.  53,  813 
Customs'  Boatmen,  1543 
Customs — Departmental  Examinations,  751 
Customs  Office  Secretary,  877 
Customs  Outdoor  Department — Promotion  of 

Mr.  Wakelin,  1419 
Customs  Service  Accounts,  1557 
Government  Property,  Rating  of,  1549 
Government  Publications,  Sale  of,  475 

Ireland 

Civil  Service — Second  Division  Clerkships, 
91 

Crown  Lands  and  Quit-Rents,  96,  628,  643 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Warehouses, 
1341,  1756 

Down  County  Harbour  Accommodation,  199 

Imperial  Grants-in-Aid —Returns,  661 

Land  Loans  Services  Act,  1206 

Local  Expenditure,  318 

Public  Companies  in  London — Irish  Share- 
holders, 98 

Suck,  Works  on,  1347 

Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  99 

I^and  Tax  Commissioners,  1206 

Office  of  Woods,  and  Private  Bills,  1542 
■   "  Parli/imentarj/   Dehatett^"'    Delay   in    Pub- 
lication of,  1208 

Parliamentary  Pai)ers,  Postage  Marked  upon, 
200 

Parliamentary  Printing  —  Reports  of  Joint 
Com.  on  Electric  Powers  (Protective 
Clauses),  479 

Public  Service — Plurality  Appointments,  1550 

Supply,  549 

C'ivil  Service  Estimat<?s,  1761 

Irish  Railways,  1117,  1377 

Land  Tax,  1115 

New  Forest— Crown  Rights,  1292 

'' ParVmmentary  DebattHy'' &,c,  1290,1291, 

1292 
Peterhead  Harbour,  &c.  1070,  1072,  1073, 

1074 
Public  Education,  977 
Rating  of  Government  Buildings,  1073 
Stationery  and  Printing  Contracts— Trade 

Unions,  &c.  1273,  1281,  1287,  1288,  1289 
Surveys— Civil  Assistants,  1041,  1042,  1049 
Vote  on  Account,  U05,  U08,  1109.  UIO, 

nil,  1113 
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Hickman,  Sir  A.,  Wolverhampton^  W. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(Birmingham  Canal  Navigations),  Re-com. 
1585, 1541 

Hill,  Colonel  Sir  E.  S.,  Bristol,  S. 
British  Commercial  Treaties,  1746 

Hire  Purchase  Si/stem — Legislation 
Q.  Mr.  Brunner ;  A.  Sir  J.  Rigby  July  20, 100 

HOBHOUSE,  Lord 
Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  609 
London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  413.  417 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E, 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  Com.  1858 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended,  Con. 

1626,  1627 
Rural  Parishes,  Rating  in,  92 

HooAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipperary,  Mid, 

East  Kent,  Poor  Relief  in,  1187 
Folkestone,  Casual  Relief  at,  1553 
Samoa,  Affairs  of,  627,  1554 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Salford,  N. 
Irwell  River,  Pollution  of,  665 

HOME  DEPAETMEHT 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Asquith 

Under    Secretary   of     State — Mr.    H.    J. 
Gladstone 

(See  under   title    Law  and  Ju9tire    and 
Police) 

Home  Rule   Bill  (see    Government  of 
Ireland  Bill) 

Hood  of  Avalon,  Lord 
H.M.S.  "Victoria,"  Replacing,  1298 

Hop  WOOD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashire,  S.E. 
Middleton 
Customs'  Boatmen,  1543 

Houghton4e' Spring  Burial  Ground 

Q.  Captain  Fenwick  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  •Tit/y  25, 
471 

HouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester, 

N.fV, 

Indian  Currency  Question,  320 

House  of  Lords  (Lords  of  Parliament) 
Return  pres.  July  24,  297 

House  of  Lords  Offices — Select  Com- 

mittee 
Report /v^y  21, 192 
Report  con.  and  agreed  to  July  27,  618 


Hoiuing  of  the  Workmg  Classes  Aet 
(1890)  Amendment  Bill 

7.  Rea^l  2*  July  27,  612 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 

July  28,  744 
Reported  Aug  1,  991 
Read  3%  and  passed  Au^  3,  1174 

HowELL,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E, 

S^ipply— Government  Contracts  and    Trade 
Unions,  1287,  1288 


HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarhshire^  S. 

Church  of  Scotland  BiU,  320 
Scotland 

Crosshill  Public  School,  Stratharon,  1554 

Police  Superannuation,  662 
Supply— Public  Education  (Scotlaml),  788, 

790,  792 

IIuGHE8,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
London   County   Council   (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords'  Amcndti..  456,  462 
Louilon  Improvements  Bill,  Lords*  Amemlta. 

1736 
Metropolis    Management    (Plumstead     and 

Hackney)  Bill,  Intro.  1379 


Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  X, 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    Xrw 

Finanrml  CI,  382,  387 
Magistrates,  County — Appointment  Fees,  756 
Parliament,     Thursday    Night's    Scene     in, 

764,  887 
Supply— Public   Education  (Scotland).  778, 

796 


Imperial  Institute 

Indiana  ContribufUm  fur  MatntetutncT^  Q, 
Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  July  31. 
876 

Imperial  Taxation 

Res.  (Mr.  Provand) ;  House  countetl  out 
July  21,  272 


Improvement  of  Land  (Sootland)  BiU 

/.  Amendts.  reported  July  20,  78 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  24,  298 
c.  Lords*  Amenats.  con.  and  agreed  to  Jv^  S, 

1295 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  ^if^  3, 1173 

Income  Tax  (see  title   Customs^  Exrisr, 
and  Inland  Revenue) 

INDIA 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  KiHBsaLKT 
Under  Secretary  of  State—Mr.  G.  W.    B. 

RUBSELL 

Agra  CautTntnent,  Entrric  Fer§r  in,  Q.  Mr. 
DisraeU  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  Aug  7. 141» 

Icput^ 
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Army 

Army  System^  Copy  pres.  Aug^^  1728 
Command*^   Q.   Sir   S.   King ;   A.   Mr.  G. 

Russell  July  27,  66H 
Military  Operati&nft  on  the  Frontier,  Q, 

Mr.  Little;   A.  Mr.  O.  Russell  July  20, 

83 

Bekar  Cadastral  Surrey,  Q,  Sir  W.  Wedder- 

burn ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  July  24,  305  ;  Q. 

Mr.    Knatchbull-Hugessen ;    A.    Mr.    G. 

RusseU  July  27,  637 ;   Q.  Sir  8.  King  ;  A. 

Mr.  G.Russell  July  27,  645 ;  Qs.  and  Obs. 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  Earl  of  Kimber- 

ley,  Marquess  of  Ripon  July  31,  855  ;  Q. 

Sir  W.  Wedderbum ;    A.   Mr.  G.   Russell 

Aug  7,  1417 
Bengal — Judicial  and  Executive  Funetiofu^ 

Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderburn  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell 

Aug  7,  1418 
Budget,  Qs.   Mr.  Macfarlone,  Mr.   Hartley ; 

As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  Aug  4, 1349 
Ciril    and    Military   Engineer s^   Q.   Sir    S. 

King ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  July  24,  300 
Coolie  Emigration  to  French   Colonies,   Q. 

Sir  S.  King ;    A.  Mr.  G.  RusseU  July  24, 

300 

Currency  Question,  Lord  HerschelVs  Com- 
mitte^  on^  4*<'-»  0^*  ^^'  Everett,  Sir  J. 
Lubbock  ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 
July  21,  211 ;  Q.  Sir  W.  Houldsworth ; 
A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  24,  320  ; 
Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  G. 
Russell  July  25, 474 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Goschen,  Sir 
J.  Lubbock :  As.  Mr.  G.  Russell,  Sir  W. 
Harconrt  July  28,  759  ;  Q.  Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  Aug  1.  996  ; 
Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmea^l-Bartlett ;  A.  Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone  Aug  3,  1208 

Sdver  Plate^  Motion  for  an  Address  (Earl 
of  Northbrook)  Aug  7,  1404 

Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  Aug  ^,  1558 

Sir  D.  Barbour,  Qs.  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  W.  Har 
court  Aug  10,  1774 

Fiseher'^e,  General,  Petition,  Q.  Sir  S.  King ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  27,  644 
Imperial  Institute — Contribution  for  Main- 
tenance, Q.    Mr.    Schwann ;    A.    Mr.    G. 

RusseU  July  31,  876 
Opium  Commission,  Qs.  Sir  G.  Chesney,  Sir 

J.  Gorst ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  27, 

667 
Progress  of,  Q.  and  Obs.  Viscount  Cros8,Earlof 

Kimberley  Aug  4,  1297 
Public     Works     Department  —  Engineers^ 

Memorials,  Q.   Mr.    Talbot ;     A.    Mr.    G. 

RusseU  Av^  3,  1180 
blunders,  Mrs,  Eliza,  Return  pres.  July  25, 

548 
South  Canara  Fisheries,  Q.   Mr.  Caine ;   A. 

Mr.  G.  RusseU  July  21,  201 

Indostrial  and  Provident  Societies  Bill 

7.  Read  2*  July  27,  600 

Com. ;   Reported :    Re-com.  to  CoAi.   of  the 

Whole  House  July  28,  744 
Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 

Aug  7,  1416 
Reported  Aug  8, 1533 


Inebriates  (see  Habitual  Inebriates) 

Infections  Hospitals  Bill 

now 
Isolation  Hospitals  Bill 

(See  under  that  title) 

Interpreters  for  the  East 

Q.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  8, 
1544 

IRELAHD 

Lord  Lieutenant— Lord  HouOHTON 
Chief  Secretary— Mr.  John  Moblbt 

Administration  of  Affairs,  Debate  on  in 
Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  4,  1350,  &c. 

Agrarian  Offences,  Committals  for,  Qs.  Mr. 
Dane,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aug  7,  1421 ;  Q.  Mr.  Amold- 
Forster;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1760 

Agrarian  Outrages,  Copy  pres.  July  26,  596 

American  Constitution  and  Home  Rule,  Qs. 
and  Obs.  Duke  of  ArgyU,  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
Duke  of  Devonshire  July  21,  169 

Arms  in  Ireland — Legislation,  Q.  Mr.  Carson ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  632 

Army 

Maguire,  James  {Victoria  Cross  Man\ 
Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Kenny;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  July  20,  86 

Rifie    Range    Accident    at    Youghal,    Q. 
Captain    Donelan ;    A.    Mr.   Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  20,  87 
Bally maearret.   Family  Squabble  at — Mrs* 

Brady  and  Family,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr* 

J.  Morley  Aug  7,  1423 
Ballymote    Agrarian    Dispute,    Q.    Mr.    T. 

Curran ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  21,  197 
Baltimore  Pier  (see  sub-heading  Railways') 
Bodyke  Riots— Prosecutions,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  1196 
Bogus  Clubs  in  Dublin,  Qs,  Mr.  Field,  Mr. 

Flynn ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  25,  487 ; 

Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU ;  As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  4,  1344 
Bitycotting,  an   English  Judge  on,   Q.   Mr. 

Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  1188 
Building  Trade  and  the  Home  Rule  BUI,  Q. 

Mr.  Webb  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  24, 301 
Bwndoran,    Disturbances    at — Attack  on  a 

Gospel  Mission,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr. 

T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27, 

666  ;  Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  J.'Morley  Aug  3, 

1202 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr. 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1761 
Carbury  Polling  District,  North  Kildare,  Q. 

Mr.  Kennedy ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  ^, 

1199  :  Qs.  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  %,  1545 
Church  Surplus,   Motion  for  Return  (Arch- 
bishop of  York)  July  27,  616 
CivU    Sertice    and    Home    Rule,    Qs.     Mr. 
'  Hayden,   Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;    As.   Sir   W. 

HarcQurt  July  24,  315 
Civil  Service — Second  Division  Clerkships,  Q. 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

July  20,  91 

[ooni. 
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Congested  D'mtrictt  Board 

Harbour     and     Pit-r    Areommodatwn   in 

North  Kerry,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Avg  4,  1340 
Pier  for    Ventry^  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  21,  196 
Sunken  Bock*  off  Kerry  ^  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  025 

Cork  County  Arizes — Judge  Madden'^ 
Charge  to  the  Grand  Jury,  Qs.  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  20,  107 

Cork  Tailors'  Strike  and  thi'  Police,  Q.  Mr. 
M.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1772 

Cbimes  and  Outbaoes 

Q.  Colonel    Waring ;  A.    Mr.    J.    Morley 

July  24.  310 
Cat  hoi  ie  Excursion  to  Ligoniel,  Attack  on, 

Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  E.  Harland  ;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Aug  7,  1422 
Cork    County,  Qs.   Captain    Donelan,  Mr. 

Carson,  Mr.  Sexton ;   As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  20,  107 
Oahoay   Cimnty,  Q.   Mr.   Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  3.  1197 
Kflfernora,  Q.  Colonel  Waring  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Motley  July  27,  657 
Moonlighting  Outrage*^  Q.  Colonel  Waring  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  310 
Police    Returns    (see   under    sub-heading 

Poliee) 

Crown   Land^    and  Quit-Itents,   Q.    Mr.   A. 

O'Connor ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert  July  20, 

96  ;  Q.  Mr.  Mac  Neill  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibljert 

July  27,  628  ;  Qs.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  W. 

Johnston,  Mr.  T.   M.   Healy  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  July  27,  642 
Customs  and  Inland  Herenue  Wnrehou^teM,  Q. 

Mr.  Jackson  ;    A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  4. 

1341  ;   Q.   Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T 

Hibbert  Aug  10,1756 
Dingle     Fishermen's     Houses,     Qs.     Sir   T. 

Esmonde  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  M.or\ey  July  20,  100  ; 

July  27,  625  ;  July  28.  747 
Distraints — Alleged  Illegal  Seizure  of  Cattle 

in  Kerry,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Aug    4,     1341  ;     Qs.     Mr.     Sexton.     Mr. 

Macartney,  Mr.  Dane  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Aug  10,  1340 
Down  County  Harbour   Aorommodati/tn,  Q. 

Sir  T.   Esmonde  ;    A.   Sir  J.   T.   Hibbert 

July  21,  199 
Dublin,    Situth,    Vnion^Death  from    Poor 

Dietary,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  28,  760 
Dunganmtn,  July  CeU-hrntiens  at,  Q.  Mr.  T. 

W.  Russell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  90 

Education 

K'dlough  School  Teacher,  Q.  Mr.  Taite  ;  X, 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Juty  27,  632 
Marlborough  Street  Training  College-— ,Mr, 

T.  Conway,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  20,  89 
Teachers'  Salaries,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Aug  4,  1339 
University  of  Dublin  and  Quit-Rentg  (see 

sub-hearling   Crown    Lands  and    Quit- 

HcfUs) 

[ooni. 


TRKLAND—cont. 

Ericted  Tenants,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond ;  A. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  27,  667 

Eviction  of  Daniel  Xoonan  (see  under  sub- 
heading Gladstone,  Mrs,  EJ) 

Fisheries 

Brandon    Creek,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  28,  747 
Dingle  Fishermen  s  Houxes  (see  that  sab- 
heading) 
Herring    Fishery,    Q.    Sir   T.   Esmonde ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  21,  196 
Limgh  Xragh  Fishermen,  Qs.  Mr.  Mac  Xeill, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;   As.   Mr.  J.   Morley 

Aug  7,  1420 
Mackerel,  Q.  Sir   T.  Esmonde;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  28,  746  ;  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  1427 
iSmerwick     Harbour    Fixhing     Trade,    Q. 

Sir    T.    Esmonde  ;     A.   Mr.    J.  Morley 

July  24,  304 
Sunken  HiH'k«  off  Kerry,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  yw/y  27,  625 

Game   Laws  in   County  Down,   Q,*,  (%donel 

Waring,  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  28,  761 
Gladst'tne,  Mrs.  Elizabeth,  and  Her  Tenants, 

Qs.  Sir   E.  Aahmeail-Bartlett,   Mr.   T.   M. 

Healy ;  As.  Mr.  J.   Morley  July  25,  485  ; 

Qs.    Mr.    Finucane ;    As.    Mr.    J.    Morle? 

Juy   27,  649  ;    July  28,  750 
Grand    Juries    and    Home  Itult,    Qs.    Mr. 

TheobaM,     Mr.     Bodkin  ;     As.      Mr.     J. 

Morley  ^w/y  28,  747 
Haulbnwliw  Dockyard,  Qs.  Captain  Donelan, 

Mr*  Flynn  ;  As.  Mr.  E.   Robertson  Aug  1, 

1003  ;  Aug  4,  1344 
//.  l/.N.  *' Apollo  ""—Allegrd  Dangcrou*  P.tsi. 

tion  of  off  the  Con  At  of  Crook  harm — /'*»•»- 

prujfation   to   Goggin  and   Uegan,   Q.    Mr. 

Gilhooly  ;    A.    Sir    U.    Kay-Shu ttleworth 

July  24,  309 
Imperial    G rant s^in- Aid — Uturnjt,  Q.  Sir  T. 

Lea  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27.  661 
Irish   S4tciefy*jt    Kntate*  —  Acti*ms  heforr  tkr 

Majfter  of  the  Jl  >fU.  Qs.   Mr.  Mains  Sir  T. 

Lea  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  634 

Kerry 

Alleged  Illegal  Seizure  of  Cattle  in,  Q.  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  4,  1 J4I ; 

Qs.   Mr.    Sexton,    Mr.    Macartney,  Mr. 

Dane;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug   10,  1754 
Harbtmr  and  Pier  Aecommodatittn,  Q.  Sir 

T.  Esmonde  ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  21, 

196  ;   Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Moriey 

Aug  4,  1340 
Sunken  Hacks,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  27,  625 
Kingntown    Main    Draintgr    Bill,    Q.    Mr. 
Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  641 

Labourers*  Cottages 

Dingle  Fishermen's   Citttages    (nee   uniltf 

that  sub-heading) 
Dunshaughlin    Union,  Q.  Mr.  CUncy  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  JWy  24.  311 
Maeroom    Union,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  yWy  21,  196 
Roserea    Union,   Q.  Mr.  Gilhooly;  A.  Mr* 

J.  Morley  July  27,  C30 
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Land     Commission     and     Land     Sub- 
Commission 

AppeaXft  a^alntt  Derhtioruf  of,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Va/jr  24,  322 
Pr  t^.'"!dinyitf  Copy  pras.  Auf/  7,  1528 
•*  RoHsnwre  v.  Donnelly y''  Qs.    Mr.    T.    M. 

Healy,  Mr.  Hartley ;   As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Jttly  21,  206  ;  Q.   Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  25,  487 
WtUlace^  Lddy,  and  Her  Tenant*^  Q.    Mr. 

M'Cartaa  ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  28, 

748  ;  Q^.  Mr.  M'CartaD,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  27,  647 
Wat  erf  or  d,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  July  21,  197 

Land   Loans  Services  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Tully ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  3,  1206 
Lfinsdowne'Sj     Lordy     Eittate  —  J%reafening 

JVotices—Case    of  Doyle,    Q.   Mr.   T.   W. 

Rujssell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Auy  3,  1195 
Ijow    and    Justice     and     Police     (heading 

dispensed    with — see    under    Sub-heading 

Police,  4'^.) 
Ligoaicl  —  CathoHc     Excursion,     Qs.     Mr. 

Sexton,  Sir  E.  Harland  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Auy  7,  1422 
L'sagnon  Di^furba.nres,  Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Aiig  3,  1198 
Ltcal  Expenditure,  Q.   Mr.  Jackson  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  July  24,  318 
Lord  Lieutenant,  Addresses  to,  Q.  and  Obs. 

Earl  Ca^logan,  Earl  Spencer,  Earl  Cowper, 

Marquess  of   Waterford,  Earl  of  Belmore, 

Marquess  of   Londonderry,  Earl  of  Kim- 

berley.    Marquess    of    Salisbury,    Earl  of 

Camperdown  July  24,  273 
Louffh  Xeagh,  Qs.   Mr.    Mac  Neill,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  1420 
Lunatic  Asylums 

Cork,  Death  in,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  July  27,  623 

Magistracy.  County,  &c. 

County  Down — Mr.  Murray  and  the  Gume 

I^iwSjQb.  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  28,  761 
KUdare — Appoi fitments,  Q.  Mr.  Kennedy  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  1208 
Returns,  Q.  Mr.  Knox ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  21,  210 
Wexford,  Q.   Mr.  Thomas  Healy  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  July  27,  653 

N'ational  Flags  in  Ireland,  Q.  Mr.  Theobald  ; 

A.   Mr.  J.   Morley  July  20,  110;   Q.Mr. 

Theobald;  A.  Mr.  VV.  B.  CTlaistoney«/?/21, 

211  :  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Macartney ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aiig  3,  1207 
Orangemen — ^^  Jticoh's     Liddvr'" — Case    of 

David  Hall,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  A.   xMr.  J. 

Morley  July  24,  316 
Ordnance  Survey,  Q.  Mr.  Butcher;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Av^  4,  1343 
Pilotage,  Copy  pres.  Aug  \,  1380 

Police 

Cork  Tailors'  Strike,  Q.  Mr.  M.Austin  ;,A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1772 
0(»vernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  1179 
July  Celebrations  at  Dungannon,  Q.  Mr.  T. 

W.  Russell ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  90 

leant. 


IR  EL  Ay  D—YOLiCE—cont, 

Medical  Attendance,  Q.   Mr.  Gilhooly  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  11»0  ;  Q.  Mr.  P.  J. 

O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1771 
Police  Returns  at  Asuizcs,  Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin. 

Mr.   Carson,   Dr.   Comrains,   Mr.  Byles; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  lOl  ;  Qs.  Mr. 

Carson,  Mr.  Bodkin,   Mr.  T.   M.  Healy, 

Dr.  Commins,   Mr.  D.  Barton.  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  27,  633 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  Find,  Q. 

Mr.  Mains  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  20,  97  ; 

Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  10, 

1763 

Post  Office 
American    Maii   Route -Queenst own   and 

Situthampton,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;    X.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  July  24,  306  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Macart- 
ney, Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  FieM  ;   As.  Mr. 

A.  Morlev  July  27,  664  ;    Qs.  Mr.  Field, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;    As.  Mr.   A.   Morley 

July  28,  757  ;    Qs.  Mr.    M.  Healy,  Mr. 

Forwood,  Mr.  T.  VV.  Russell ;   As.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  July  31,  897  ;  Q.  Mr.  Ma^yirtney  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morlev  ;  Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;   A. 

Mr.    A.  Morley  Aug  \,  993,  1006;    Qs. 

Mr.  Forwood,  Mr.  Sexton ;   As.   Mr.  A. 

Morley  Aug  ^,  1551 
Elphin  Pojttal  Service,  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ;   A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27,  638  ' 
KUkcnny  Telegraph  Ofice,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  20,  79 
Limerick  Puttal  and  Telegraph   Staff,  Q. 

Mr.   W.   Redmond;    A.    Mr.  A.  Morley 

July  20,  81 
Ojficiuls'  Travelling  Allowa nee*,  Q.  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy  ;   A.  Mr.  A.   Morley  July  24, 

299 
Ro.HJse's   Point  —  Tel  eg  raph  ic   Com  m  u  nica- 

tion,  Q.  Mr.  Collcry  ;   A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 

July  24,  301 
*S7*^/; — Charge  against   Mr.   Sampxon,  Qs. 

Mr.  Coller'y  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  21, 

198  ;    July  24,  307 

Proclaimed  Meetingx,  Q.  Colonel  Waring;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  311 

Puhli/'  Companien  —  Irish  Slia reliol de rs  in 
Lmdon,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  July   20,  98 

Purch%se  of  Lind.  Motion  for  Select  Com- 
mittee, bnlcr  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  [18th  April]  reatl,  and  tiischarged 
July  19,  58 

Quit-UentH  (see  sub-healing  Crown  Lands 
and  (^uit-R'iitJt) 

Railways 

Baltimore   and   Skihhrreen    Raihray  and 

Pier,  Q.  Mr  Gilh(x>ly  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Aug  3.  1188 
Light  R I  it  way.*,  Q.  Sir  T.   Esmonde;   A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  25,  465 
Rates  ^Tobacco,   Q.   Mr.  Sexton;    A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Aug  4,  1341 
Tralee  and  Dingle,  Qs.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ; 

As.  Sir  J.  T.   Hibbert.   Mr.  J.  Morley 

July  20,  99  ;    Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;    A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  July  24,  304 
^^  Rossnwre   v.   Don  nelly'''   (see  under    sub- 

heatling  Land  Commissi4)n^ 
Suck,  Works  on,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ;    A.  Sir  J. 
T.  Hibbert  Aug  4,  1347 

[cont» 
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Taxatiim  {Great  Britain  and  Ireland),  Re 

turn  pres.  July  21,  271 
Union  Jack  (see  sab-heading  National  Flags) 
Ventry — County  •Kerry ^  Pier  for,  Q.  Sir  T. 

Esmonde  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  July  21,  196 
Wallace,  Lady^  and  Her  Teiutnts  (see  under 

sub-heading  La/nd  Commistiim) 

Irish  Education  Act  (1892)  Amendment 
(No.  2)  BiU 

r.  Con.  in  Com. ;  Reported  July  21,  269 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  24,  408 
/.  Read  l*Jw7y  26,431 

Read2»JwZy  31,867 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 
Any  4,  1315 

Reported  Aug  8,  1533 

Irish  Land  Commission  {Proceedings) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  7,  1528 

Irwell  BiveTy  Pollution  of 
Q.   Mr.   Holland ;    A.    Mr.    H.    H.  Fowler 
July  27    665 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  W.,   Tower  Hamlets, 

Stepney 

Dockyards,  Members  of  Parliament  Visits  to, 

1779 
London  (Equalisation  of  Rates)  Bill,  1752 

Isolation  Hospitals  Bill 

/.  Reported  July  25,  430 

Amendts.  reported  July  28,  744 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  31,  871 
c.  Read  1®  Aug  10,  1862 

Jacks,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 

Parliament — Autumn  Sitting,  1558 

Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  Leeds,  N. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIII.  17,  47,  49  ;  New  Financial  CI. 
235,  357,  358,  360,  361,  364 

Ireland 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Warehouses, 
1341 

Local  Expenditure,  318 
Madras  and  Bombay  Armies  Bill,  1428 

Supply 
Land  Tax,  1115 
Ordnance  Survey,  1043,  1048 

Jamaica — Naval  Yard  and  Hospital 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
wortb  July  31,876 

James,     Right     Hon.     Sir     H.,  Bury, 

Lancashire 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  New 
Financial  CI.  672  ;  As  amended.  Con., 
jVew  Cls.  (Mr.  P.  Smith's).  1442,  1445, 
1477,  1479.  1483;  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell's), 
1620,  1624  ;  (Sir  H.  James's),  1782,  1783, 
1784,  1807,  1814;  (Mr.  Mildmay's),  1847 

'iabour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  57 

[cant. 


James,  Right  Hon.  Sir  U.—cont, 

Parliament  —  Thursday  Night's  Scene — 
Mr.  H.  Fisher  and  Mr.  Logan,  895 

Standing  Committees  (Chairmen's  Panel) 
(Trade,  &c),  Report,  736 


Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basing- 
stoke 

Agn'cultural  Depression,  Res.  843,  844 

Army — Preliminary  Examinations,  654»  665 

Crown  Lands  Bill,  2R.  53,  54 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1882) 
Amendment  Bill,  Com.  58 

Rural  Parishes,  Rating  in,  93 

Supply 
Canadian  Cattle,  1263 
New  Forest— Crown  Rights,  1291 

Jersey,  Earl  of 
*»  Costa  Rica  "  Packet,  858 
London  County  Council   (G^eral    Powers) 
Bill,      Commons'     Amendts.     to     Liords* 
Amendts.,  &c.  con.  1403 


Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S, 

Ireland 

Bundoran  Disturbances,  656 

Civil  Service  Transfers  and  Home  Bale, 
315 

Quit-Rents  and  Catholic  Colleges,  643 
Parliament — Scene  in  the  House,  726 


Jones,  Major  E.  R.,  Carmarthen^  ^. 

Agricultural  Instruction,  652 


Jones,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Gloucester,  Stroud 

Egypt — Storage  Reservoirs,  1338 

Justices  of  the  Peace  (see  under  Magis* 
tracy  —  Late  and  Justice  and 
Police) 

Justices  of  the  Peace  (Counties  and 
Boroughs) 

Return  pres.  Aug  8, 1660 

KAY  .  SHUTTLE  WORTH,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Clitheroe 

Navy 
Charts— Soundings  of  the  Shetlands,  118.H 
Dockyards,  Members  of  Parliament  Visits 

to,  1779 
Franco-Siamese  Question — British  Mcn-of- 

War  at  Sianu  661,  1347 
Jamaica — Naval  Yard  and  Hospital,  876 
Life-Saving     Apparatus     at     Ccastgumrd 

Stations,  748,  754 
Rations,  83 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  1202,  1545 
Scotland— Loch  Broom,  638 


Kay] 


{SESSIO 

Vol, 


N      1893} 
15. 


[Lab 


Kay-Shuttlewobth,  Rt.  Uon.  Sir  V.  J. —cont. 

Ships,  H.M. 
Accidents  to,  1745 
"Apollo,"  Alleged  Dangerous  Position  of 

off  the  Coast  of  Crookhaveu,  309 
"  Colossus,"  Guns  of,  1555 
New  Battleships,  479 
Torpedo  Boat  *•  Niger,"  Speed  of,  1765 
•*  Victoria,"    Loss    of,    481,     653,    882, 
1191,1749 

Signalmen  for  the  Navy,  307,  757 
Strength  of  the  Navy  and  Lord  C.  Beres- 
ford,  993 
Navy     Estimates,     484 ;     Statement    with 
reference  to  Ships,  &c.,  Supplementary  to 
the  Estimates,  1776 


Kearlet,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Devonport 

Navy 
Chamherlain,  W.,  Case  of,  879 
Devonport  Dockyard— New  Works,  994 
Devonport  Torpaio  Shop,  1204 
H.M.S.  "  Victoria,"  Loss  of,  476 
Seamen's  Allotments,  Payment  of,  1 746 
Warrant  Officers'  Grievances,  994 

Supply  —  Government  Contracts  and  Trade 
Unions,  1288 

Kennedy,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Kildare,  N. 
Carbury    Polling    District,    North    Kildare, 

1199,  1545 
Kildare  Magistracy— Appointments,  1208 

Kenny,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 

Green 
Ireland— Case  of  James  Maguire  (Victoria 
Cross  Man),  86 

Kensington,  Lord 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.  612,  613,  615 

Kenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Denbighy  S^c, 
Crown  liands  Bill,  107 
Ffrwyd  Colliery  Disaster,  1764 


KiHBER,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
Customs  Office  Secretary,  877 
Education  Department  Clerks,  873 
London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts. 
1740, 1741 

KIMBERLEY,Earl  of  (Lord  President 

of  the  Council  and  Secretary  of  State 

for  India) 
American  Constitution  and  Home  Rule,  177 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com. 

185 
Education  Code,  985, 1532 
Education      Department     and      Voluntary 

Schools,  865,  866  ^      T^    * 

Elementary    Education    (Blind    and     Deaf 

Children)  Bill,  2R.  860,  861  :  Com.  1303, 

1305,  1306, 1308, 1309,  1810,  1311. 1312 
Elementary  Schools,  Motion  for  Return,  71. 

76,  77 


KiMBEBLET,  Earl  of — eont. 

India 
Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  857,  859 
Currency  Question — Silver  Plate,  Res.  1410, 

1412 
Progress  of  India,  1297 

London  Improvements  BiU,  2R.  423,  424 
Lord    Lieutenant,  Addresses    to,   291,    293, 

294 
Ordinances    of    the    Scottish     Universities 

Commissioners,  1531 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  1535 
Business  of  the  House,  988 
Meeting  of  at  an  Earlier  Hour,  1314 

Wales,  University  for,  1530 

King,  Sir  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 

Cholera  Precautions —Compensation  for  the 
Destruction  of  Fruit,  317 

India 

Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  645 
Civil  ami  Military  Engineers,  300 
Commands,  663 
Coolie  Emigration,  300 
General  Fischer's  Petition,  644 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,    Mr.    H.    T., 

Kent,  Faversham 

India— Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  637 

Knowles,  Mr.  Lees-,  Salford,  iV. 

Habitual  Inebriates— Legislation,  1206 


[conU 


Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W, 

Bechuanaland,  Administration  of,  and  Papers 

Relating  to,  998,  lOOi.) 
British  South  Africa  Company's  Accounts,  999 
Irish  Magistrates,  County —Returns,  210 

Labouchere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

British  East  Africa  Company  and  Vitu,  205 

Egypt — Occupation,  653 

Government  of  Ireland    Bill,  As  amended, 

Con.  1690,  1691 
Mashonaland,  Affairs  of,  203 
Military  Bands  at  Political  Gatherings,  467 
Parliament— Thurstlay  Night's  Scene  in  the 

House— Mr.  Logan  and  Mr.  H.  Fisher,  887 
Supply — Franco-Siamese  Question,  1143 
Uganda  Disturbances,  762 

Labour  Department 

Chemwal  Workers,  Q  4.  :^tr  Herb  rt  Lewis,  Mr. 

Channing  ;  As.  Mr.  A^qnith  Aug  4,  1342 
Coal  Tradr,  Strike  hi,  Q.  Mr.  IMlziel ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  July  25.  481  :  Qs.  Mr.  Woods,  Mr. 

ToraUnson  ;   As.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  Mr.  Asquith 

Avg  3,  1202 
Emigration  and  Immigration  (see  that  title) 
F/trtorirx,  Un^l^r  Tnnpecton  of,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  20,  98 
Factory  and   Work^hopx   Acta— Mar ylehnnc 

Police  Court  Ome,  Q.  Sir  J.  Gorst ;   A.  Mr. 

Asquith  July  21,  195 
Gorernmmt   Small  Arms  Factorwx,  Labour 

in,  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  July  20, 

106  ;   Q.  Mr.  J.  Collings  ;   A.  Mr.  Woodall 

Jidy  28,   751  ;    Q.    Mr.   Lough ;    A.   Mr. 

Woodall  Aug  1,  1000 

[cant. 
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Labour  Depart ment^-cont. 

Laitndrieg  in  Scotland  (see  title  Scotland) 

Mines  (see  that  title) 

Trade    Unions    and    Oorernmrnt    Print iiuf 

ro«/rar^#  (References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply 

Aug  3,  1271,  &c.) 

Vncniployed 
Birmingham  Engineers^  Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A. 

Mr.  Woodall  Aug  1,  1000 
Board  of  Trade^  Q.  Mr.  Burnie  ;   A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Aug  .%  1182 
Poor  Law  Gunrdhinfs^  Q.  Mr.  A.  Grove ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  24,  319 ;   Q. 

Mr.  K.  Hardie;    A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

Aug  7,  1431 

Wh'ite  Lead  Industry ,  Q.  Mr.  Channing  ;   A 
Mr.  Asquith  Aug  4,  1342 

Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill 

<•.  2R.  deferred  July  19,  55 

Labour  {Royal  Commission)  Report 
Qs.  Mr.  Dalziel,  Mr.  Field  ;   As.  Mr.  W.  E. 
GlatUtone  July  27,  666 

Lambert,  Mr.  G.,  Devon^  South  MoUon 

Agricultural  DepreSvsion,  Res.  835,  837 

Lamixutox,  Lord 
Frauco-Siaraese  Question,  598,  982 

Land  Tax  Commissioners 

Q.  Mr.  F.  8.  Stevenson  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Aug  3,  1205 

Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Names  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

Land  Transfer  Bill 

/.  Com. ;  Rei)orted  ;   Re-com.  July  20,  64 
Reported  Aug  1,  990 
Amendts.  rejwrted  Aug  3,  1174 
Read  3",  and  passecl  Aug  4,  1316 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Bof/r  ffiug,  Mr.  Juntivc  Williams  on^  Q.  Mr. 

IVnlkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  1188 
Cmil  Strike  Disturbances  (xee  title  Labour 

Deport  m  4' nt) 
Conrirt  Paufnrjt.  Q.  Sir  F.  S.   Powell  ;    A. 

Mr.  Asquith  July  31,  883 
Cretoe  Exhumitiim  (^  imc,  Q.  Mr.  Barlow  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  Aug  1,995 
Fort  or  y  and    WorliMhitpx    Act^Morylebonc 

Police  (\oirt  t'ojte,  Q.  Sir  J.  Gorst  ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  Jtf//^  21,  195 
Game  Laws^  Xi  ttinghtim  Assizes — Charge  to 

the  Grand  Jury^    Q,  Mr.  Cobb ;    A.  Mr. 

Asquith  JWy  iM,  206 
Hire  Purc/utMc  System — Case  of  Mrs.  SJtib- 

bling,  Q.  Mr.  Brunner ;    A.  Sir  J.  Rigby 

July  20,  100 
Liberator  Frauds  ^Ilobbs  and   Balftmr  as 

Magistrateity  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;    A.  Mr. 

Asquith  Aug  10,  1752 
Limited  Companies  and  Income  Tax,  Q.  Mr. 

H.  Forster ;    A.  Sir  C.   Russell  July   25, 

488 

[eont. 


Lite  and  Justice  and  Pol  ice-— cout. 

Magistracy 

Appointment  FeeSf  Qs.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ; 

As.  Mr.  Asquith  JtUy  25,  481  ;  July  28, 

755 
Attendance    at    Petty    Sessi4tns^    Q.    Mr. 

Mains  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  31,  885 
Justices    of    the     Peace     (jCuunties    and 

Boroughs').  Return  pres,  Aug  8,  1660 
Members  of  Parliament  Appointing  Magis- 
trates, Q.  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 

JuJy  24,  312 
Metropolitan^   Q.   Mr.  Whitmore;   A.   Mr. 

Asquith  July  20,  93 
yetccastlC'Bntlyn  County  Court,  Orders  of. 

Unexecuted,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  July  24,  308 

Police 

Gorernmcnt  Subrentitms  to  County  Police 

Forces,    Q.    Mr.   8.   Leighton ;    A.    Mr. 

Asquith  July  24,  308 
Illegal  Evictions,  Q.  Mr.   Pickersgill ;    A. 

Mr.  Asquith  July  31,  878 
Portsmouth,    Chief  Constable    of,   Q.    Mr. 

Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  31,  877 

Prisons 
Dartmoor^OfUcials'  Pay,  Q.  Mr.  Luttrell  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  20,  96 

Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill 

/.  Reatl  2*  July  27,  602 

Com. ;  Re|>orterl ;  Re-com.  to  Stantling  Com. 

Aug  1,  990 
Reported  Aug  3,  \\73 
Amen«lt8.  rejwrted  Aug  4,  1315 
Rca<l  3",  and  pa.ssed  Aug  8,  1534 

Law  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Lonlfi'  Amsmlts.  con.  and  agreed  to  Aug  7, 

1528 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  8.  1533 

Lawson,   Mr.   H.   L.    W.,    Gloucester^ 
Cirencester 
CiWl  Service,  Boy  Clerks  in,  621 

Lawson,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Vork^  iV./?.,  Thirsk 

Government    of    Ireland     Bill,    Com.,    ^V. 

A' Ay  A*.  119 
Supply -Sch<K)l  Boanl  Etlucation,  975,  I<>94 

Lea,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry^  S, 
Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    ^7. 
XXVITL   33;  As    amendftl.   Con     1449, 
145(>,  1470,  1488,  1489,  1490,  14»1,  I62S 

Ireland 

Inqierial  Grant»-in-Ai<l  —Returns,  661 
Irish  Society's  Estates— Act  ions  Before  the 

Master  of  the  Rolls.  625 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland) — Select  Com. 
58 


LEFEVRE,Rt.  Hon. G.J.  Shaw  (Furt 
Cointiiissiouer  of  Works),  Bradford^ 
Central 
Allotments  in  Bushey  Park.  1 194 
House  of  Commons*  Seating  ArrangemenUy 
1003 
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Lefbvre,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw— coHt. 

Pout  Office  Buildings  — Strike  apiong  Work- 
men, 200 

Typewriters  for  the  Use  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, 198 

Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,    Lancashire^   S,fV,y 

Newton 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1891— Section  4, 

1345 
Supply — Armenian  Prisoners,  1154 

Leigutox,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,,  Oswestry 
County    Police     Forces,    Government    Sub- 
ventions to,  308 
Education  Code — Warnings  under  Article  86, 

1427 
E^lucation  Estimates,  057 
Evening  Schocjis,  Lectures  in,  1426 
Proposed  New  Local  Government  Districts, 

314,  315 
Supply  —  Public    Education,    977  ;    RejKirt, 
1098,  1099 

Wales 

Intermediate  Education,  1549 
Newcastle-Emlyn  County  Court,  308 
Proposed  University  for,  1547,  1717 

Lexci,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Army 

Medical  Service — Examiners,  1546 
Special  Compassionate  Campaign  Pensions, 
1759 

British  Marine  Service  Examinations,  302 
Canailian  Cattle,  Examination  of,  473 
Science  and  Art  Department— Examinations 

on  Steam  Engines,  752 
Scotland —Navigation  Schools,  303 
Siam — British  Concessions,  467 

Supply 

Canadian   Cattle,  1234,    1236.  12-14,    1253. 

1267 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  790 

United  States  and  Trade  Marks,  1747 

Leox,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Bucks,  N. 

Buckingham  Board  of  Guardians  and  La<lies' 
Visiting  Committee,  484 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flint,  Sfc, 
Chemical  Workers.  1342 
John  Wynne's  Charity.  1343 

Liberator  Frauds  (see  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Licensing 

Local  Veto  Lfghlation^  Q.  and  Obs.  Earl  of 
Wemyss,  Lord  Play  fair,  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Loiil  Herschell  Jidy  28,  737 

Refuning  to  TraiMfer  in.  WalcH^  Q.  Mr.  Pier- 
point  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  1181 

Life- Saving    Apparatus    in   the   Navy 
(see  Navy) 


Lighthouses 

Wulnty,  Qs.  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Cay/er ;  As.  Mr. 
Mundella  Awj  10,  1763 

Lighthouses  Abroad 
Vote  for,  Aug  1,  1053 

Lightships 
Communieatkm  withy  Qs.   Mr.  P.  Fitzgerald, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;   As.  Mr. 
Mundella  ^tt^y  27,642 

Limited  Companies  and  Income  Tax 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Forster  ;  A.  Sir  C.  Russell  July  25, 
488 

Little,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Whitehaven 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  A8amcndetl,Con. 

1459,  1460,  1463,  1468,  1469,  1472 
India — Military  Oi>erations  on  the  Frontier, 

83 

Liverpool  Court  of  Passage  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  July  31,  854 

Com.  ;     Reported ;      Rc-com.    to     Standing 

Com.  Aug  1,  990 
Reported  Aug  3,  1173 
Amendts.  reporte<l  Aug  4,  1315 
Read  3*,  and  pas8e<i  Aug  7.  1415 

Local    Government    Act,    1888    {East 

Riding  of  Yorkshire) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  X^  1100 

LOCAL  OOTEEHMENT  BOABD 

President— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowl  BR 

Secretary— Sir  W.  Foster 

Allotment*  Acttt  (xee  that  title) 

Cholera  Precautwnjt — Compensation  for  the 

Dent  ruction    of   Fruit.   Q.   Sir    S.    King ; 

A.  Mr  H.  H.  YQwXevJuly  24,  317 
Cimvict  PauperSy  Q.  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;    A. 

Mr.  Asquith  July  31,  883 

Durham 
Sanitary   Condition  of  Stputh   Iletton,  Qs. 

Captain   Fenwick,   Mr.  Storey ;    As.  Sir 

W.  Foster  ./w/y  25,  470 
Small-Pox  i n  —  (Unit penxat ion  to  Workmen^ 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Wils^m  (Durham)  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  Aug  3.  1192 

Biutt  Kent,  Poor  Ilrliif  in,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  3.  11S7 
Folhr*toia\  Caxual  Itelief  at,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  8,  1553 
Ilarrou^  School.  Srarht  Ferer  at,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fo«i'ler  Aug  7,  1425 
Irwell  Itiver^  Pollution  of  Q.  Mr.  Holland  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  27,  665 
Ladies'    ViJtiting     Committee — Buckingham 

Board  of  (ruardian*,   Q.   Mr.   Leon ;    A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  25,  484 
Mditia  and  Poor  Belief  Q.  Mr.  Tuite  ;    A. 

Mr.  Campl)ell-Bannerman  July  31,  878 
Outdoor   Belief  and   Friendly   Sorictiejff  Q. 

Mr.    Strar;hcv;     A.    Mr.     H.    H.    Fowltr 

Aug  10.  1745* 
Outdoor  Bclitf  QFricndly  Sjrittiejf)  Bill  (see 

that  title) 
Police  and  Stmitary  Bcjulations  Bills,  Q.Sir 

C.  Dilke  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  7, 1424 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD— cont. 

Proposed  Ncuo  Local  Go^vermnent  Dijftrietn, 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  24,  314 

Rates  in  the  Metropului  (Leakaffe^t),  Return 
orcleml  (Sir  W.  Foster)  July  19,  59 

Rural  P(?rish^8,  Rtiting  In^  Qs.  Mr.  H,  Hob- 
house,  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  20,  92 

Salvfithti  Army  Shelters,  SnuUl-Pox  in^  Q. 
Mr.  E.  H.  Bay  ley  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  24,  313 

Setvagp,  TreatmejU  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Mather,  Mr* 
Channing ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  10» 
1766 

Small  Holdings  Act  (jtee  that  title) 

So7itham  Uniort — Morrey,  Janufs,  Q.  Mr. 
Ck)bb  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  21,  203 

Unemployed  and  Boards  of  Gvurdians,  Q. 
Mr.  A.  Grove  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  24, 
319 ;  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler  Aug  7,  1431 

Worthing,  Fever  Epidemic  at,  Q.  Sir  C. 
Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  July  21, 
195 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  Bill* — 

cout. 

(No.  13) 

/.  Read  2*  July  24, 297 

Reported  from  Select  Com.  July  31,  870 
Com. ;  Amendts.  proposed  by  the  Select  Com . 
made ;    Standing  Com.  negatived  Aug  I, 
989 
Amendts.  reported  Aug  4,  1315 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  7, 1415 

(Ho.  14) 

I.  Royal  Assent  Jvly  27,  597 

(No.  15) 

/.  Com. ;    Standing  Com.    negatived  July  24, 
298 

Amendts.  reported  July  25, 430 

Read  3»,  and  passed  July  27,  617 
c.  Lords'  Amendts.  agree<l  to  July  31,  980 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  1, 989 


Local       Government      {England     and 
Wales)  Bill 

Proposed  New  Local  Government  Districts, 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  24,  314 

Local  Qovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  Bills 
(No.  4) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

(No.  6) 

to 
(No.  9) 

/.  Royal 

<ocal  Oovemment  Provisional  Order 
(Housing  of  the  Working  Classes) 
(No.  2)  BiU 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  697 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

BiUs 
(No.  6) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597" 

(No.  7) 

h  Royal  Assent  July  27,  697 

(No.  8) 

I,  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 


CSft.  16) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

(No.  17) 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

Local  Taxation 

Equ4tHjtat ion  of  Rates,  Q.  Mr.  W.   Isaacson  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  10,  1762 
Rates  in  the  Metropolis  (^Leakages^,  Return 

OTdered  (Sir  W.  Foster)  July  19,  59 

Local  Veto  /legislation 

Q.  and  Obs.  Earl  of  Wemyss,  Lord  Playfair, 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Lord  Herechell 
July  28, 737 


(No.  12) 
L  Royal  Assent  July  27,  697 


WOOD,     Lt.-Colonel     A.,      Eisexy 

Diplomatic  Serviies— Allowances,  1775 
London   County  Ct'lijcil   (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.-'^SS 
Militia  Officers,  1758 


LocKAVOOD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Supply— Public  Education,  lOift,  1090, 1091 

LoGAX,   Mr.    J.    W.,    Leicester,  Har- 

borough 

Parliament— Thursday  Night's  Scene  in  tHtJ 

House— Statement  by  Mr.  Logan,  889 
South  Wales — Postal  Accommodation,  1771 


London  (see  Metropolis) 

London  County  Council  (see  title  Counti 
Councils) 


[cont 
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London  Connty  Connoil  (General  Powers) 
BiU 

e.  Lords*  Amend ts.,  Con.  postponed  July  21, 
193 
Lords*    Amendts.    oon. ;     several    Amendts. 
agreed    to ;    two  Amendts.  disagreed  to ; 
Com.  appointed  to  draw  up   R^tsons  for 
disagreeing  with  Lords*  Amendts.  July  25, 
431 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  July  27, 617 
Commons*  Amendts.  to  Lords*  Amendts.,  and 
Commons*  Reasons   for  disagreeing   with 
Lords*  Amendts.  to  be  con.  Avy  3,  1172 
Con. ;  Reasons  for  Lords  insisting  on  the  said 
Amendts.  sent  to    the   Commons  Aug  7, 
1397 

London  County  Connoil  (Money)  Bill 

c.  Lords*  Amendts.  agreed  to  Aug  i,  1378 

London  (Equalisation  of  Bates)  BiU 
Bates  in  tkt  Metropolis ^  Return  ordered  (Sir 
W.  Foster)  July  19,  69 

London  (Equalisation  of  Bates)  Bill 
Q.Mr.  W.  Isaacson  J  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
Aug  10,  1752 

London  Improvements  Bill 

/.  Read  2*,  and  com.  to  Com.  proposed  by  the 
Com.  of  Selection  July  25,  409 
Queen *s  and  Prince  of  Wales*  Consent  signi- 
fied and  reported  Aug  \^  989 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  4,  1315 
e.  Lords'    Amendts.  con.  ;    one    Amendt.  dis- 
agreed  to;    Reasons  for    disagreeing    re- 
ported   and  communicated   to  the  Lords 
Aug  10,  1729 

Londofi  Improvements  Bill 

Office  of  Woods,  Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Aug  8,  1541 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  Amend- 
ment BUI,  2R.  613 

Long,    Mr.    W.    H.,    Liverpool^    West 
Derby 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 
Bill,  2R.  1526 

Lopes,  Mr.  H.  Y.  B.,  Grantham 
Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  813 


Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 
Lord  Chancellor — ^Lord  Herschell 

Lough,  Mr.  T.,  Islington^  W. 

Government  Arms  Factories,  Labour  in,  106, 

1000 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  New  Finan- 
.     dial  CI,  266,  268,  323 ;  As  amended,  Con. 

1695 


Lowther,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  Pen* 

rith 

Armenians  in  Asia  Minor,  1187 

British  East  Africa  Company — Evacuation  of 

Vitu,  1543 
Spain,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  303 
Student  Interpreters  for  the  East,  1544 
Supply— Foreign  AfiEairs,  1210, 1211 


Lowther,    Right    Hon.  James,  Kenty 

Thanet 

Business  of  the  House,  898 
Lightships;  Communication  with,  642 

Supply 
Armenian  Prisoners,  1168.  1160,  1161 
Board  of  Trade,  1230,  1231 
.      Peterhead  Harbour,  &c.  1067,  1068,  1069, 
1073 
Vote  on  Account,  1105,  1106 


Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London 

University 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  898 
Education  Report  and  Estimates,  765 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com., -\>«?  !'*/»«»- 

cud   CL  253,  268,  562,  570,  571,  575,  583, 

672,  676  ;  As  amended,  Con.  1463,  1523 
Indian  Currency   Question,  211,   760,    996; 

Res.  1589,  1592 
London  County   Council   (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.  442,  458,  460,  462 
London  Improvements  Bill,  Lonis'  Amendts. 

1729,  1741 
Supply— Public  Education,  936 


Lunacy 

Papers  laid  upon  the  Table  Aug  9,  1728 

Luttrell,  Mr.  H.  C.  F.,  Devon,  Tavi- 
stock 
Prison  OflBcials*  Pay  at  Dartmoor,  96 


Lyons'*  Estate,  Administration,  of 

Q.  Mr.  Whitmore  ;  A.  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  July  20, 
94 


Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S, 

American  Mail  Route,  664,  993 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  Con.  1327,  1328,  1329 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIIL  18,  21,  33  ;  As  amende*!,  Con., 
New  Cls.  1500,  1628,  1638,  163:»,  1641 

Ireland 
Bundoran — ^Attack  on  a  Gospel   Mission, 

1761 
Kerry — Alleged  Illegal  Seizure  of  Cattle, 

I  too 
Union  Jack  on  Licensed  Premises,  1207 


Supplv 
Ho* 


lyhead  Harbour,  1054 
Irish  Affairs,  1364,  1377 
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Macdona,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwarky  Rother-  J  M'Cartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  S. 


hithe 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 

Bill,  Lords*  Amendts.  460 
Revolvers,  Importation  of,  1763 
Vehicles*  Lights  (No.  2)  Bill.  2R.  871 


Macdoxali),  Mr.  J.  A.  M.,  Tower  Ham- 

letSy  Bow 

Central  Telegraph  Office,  92,  480,  754 
Civil  Service — Writers  and  Abstractors,  627 
Customs  Departmental  Examinations,  760 


Macfarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 

ptt>vemeut  Bill,  1662 
British  East  Africa  Company,  746 
Egypt,  Evacuation  of,  1429 
Government    of     Ireland     Bill,    Com.,     CL 

XXVIII.  \,  15;  As  amended,  Con.  1499, 

1500 
Indian  Budget,  1349 

Scotland 
Ballachulish  Pier,  81 
Cullipool  Easdale  Quarries,  1761 
Cullipool  School  Accommodation,  626 
Island  of  Canna,  Telegraphic  Extension  to, 
626 

Thames     Steamboats  —  Overcrowding,    1548, 
17.50 


Macgregor,  Dr.  D.,  Inverness-shire 

Army  Medical  Service  Examiners,  1546,  1547 
Hebrides  Land  Disputes,  874 
H.M.S.  "  Victoria,"  Loss  of,  1749 
Parliament— Thursday    Night's    Scene — Mr. 
H.  Fisher  and  Mr.  Logan,  887 

Scotland 
Financial  Relations,  1780 
Foxes  in  the  Highlands,  1186 
Kingussie,  Assault  on  a  Village   Herd  at, 

1748 
Magistrates — Appointments  and    Politics, 
110 

Supply 
Highlands,  Administration  of  the  Law  in, 

1292,  1293 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  782,  795 

MAC.VA(iHTEN%  Lord 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  Amendment 

Bill.  2U.  870 
Supreme  Court  of  .lu  licaturc  Bill,  Report  of 

Amendts.  1814 


Mac  Nkil!.,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal ,  S. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill.  Com.,  ync 
Finanr'ui!  CI.  358  ;  As  amtuidcMl,  Con.,  Xeir 
CU.  17H4,  1786 

Ireland 
Bun<loran — Attack    on  a  Gosi>el    Mis*»ion, 

1761 
Crown  I^ands  and  Quit-Rents,  628 
Lough  Neagh  Fishermen,  1420 


Central  Telegraph  Office,  202,  639 

Ireland 
County  Down  Magistrate— Mr.  Murray,  762 
Orangemen — "  Jacob's   Ladder  " — Case     of 

Davitl  Hall,  316 
Wallace,  Lady,  and  Her  Tenants,  647,  748 

Members  of  Parliament  and  the  Appointments 

of  Magistrates,  312 
Thuralay  Night's  Scene  in  the  House — Mr. 

H.  Fisher  and  Mr.  Logan,  893 

M'HuGH,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leitrim^  N, 

Meml)ers  of  Parliament,  Typewriters  for  the 
Use  of,  198 

McLaren',    Mr.   W.    S.    B.,    Cheshire^ 

Crewe 
Malta — Contagious  Diseases  Regalations,  87 

Madras  and  Bombay  Armies  Bill 
Q.   Mr.  Jackson ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.   Gladstone 
Aug  7,  1428 

Magistracy  (see  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police) 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Donegal^  N, 
County   Magistrates — Attendance    at    Pettjr 

Sessions,  886 
Irish  Society's  Estates,  624 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  Fund,  97 

Malta 

CoUmial  Hepitrtg (^Annual),  Copy  pres  Aug  8, 

1660 
Contagi(m*  DUease*  Begulathmj  Q.  Mr.  W. 

S.  B.  M*I«aren  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 

man  July  20,  87 
Marriages  in,  Q.  Mr.  Perks  ;    A.  Mr.  W.  K. 

Gladstone  Aug  \,  1007 

Marine  Service  (see  Merchant  Shipping) 

Market  Oardeners*  CompeiiBation  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  ;  Bill  withilrawn  Aug  10, 
1862 

Marking  of  Foreign  Meaty  SfC. 

Select  Com.,  Rei^rt  July  20,  78 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1888) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com. ;  Reported  July  19, 58 

As  amended,   Con. ;     Rca<i    3*^,  and   passed 
July  26,  595 
/.  Read  \*  July  27,618 
Read2*.^i*/y  31,  869 
Com. ;  Reporte«l  ;   Re-com.  to  Stan<linfr  Com. 

Aug  3,  1173 
Reported  Aug  8,  1533 

Marriott,    Right    Hon.    Sir    W.    T., 
Brighton 

Stracey,  Colonel,  Case  of,  1000 
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Mashonaland  (see  Africa) 

Mather,   Mr.   W.,  Lancashire, 
Gorton 

Sewage,  Treatment  of,  1766,  1767 
Supply— Ordnance  Survey,  1034 


S,£.j 


Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Birming- 
ham^ E, 
Crovernment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX. 
124,    125;    New    Financial   CL   676;   As 
amended,  Con.  1795 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigton 

Sheriff  Courts  Consignations  (Scotland)  Bill, 
2R.1294 

Meath,  Earl  of 
£ducation  Code,  983 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  189 
National  Flag  on  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 

428 
Nary,  Swimming  in,  862 

Mecca,  Cholera  at,  and  Sanitary  Con- 
dition of 

Qa.  Sir  H.  Roscoe ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  24, 
307;  Jat/y25,  483 

Medway,  Dredging  in 
Q.    Major    Rasch ;    A.    Mr.    E.    Robertson 
July  20,  81 

MELLOR,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.  (Chair- 
man  of  Committees  and  Ways  and 
Means,  and  Deputy  Speaker),  York, 

W,R.,  Sowerby 

Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  Con.  1324,  1325 

QoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  New  Closure 
Res.  669 

(Rulings  as  Chairman   of  Committees 
and  Ways  and  Means) 
Government   of    Ireland    Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIII.  15. 38  ;  CI.  XXX.  Ill,  124  ; 
CI.  14, 15,  and  16  postponetl.  212  ;  New 
Financial  CI.  407,  492,  518,  550,  552, 
563,  654,  655,  683,  705,  724,  725,  734 
Scene  in  the  House,  726,  730 

Supply 
Harbours  and  Lighthouses,  1053,  1065, 

1073 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  778 
Railway  Rates,  1218 
Trade  Depression,  1227,  1230 
Vote  on  Account,  1105, 1108, 1109, 1111, 

1112,1113,1114,1115,1116 

Merchant  Shipping 

BritUh  Marine  Service  FxaminatUpns,  Q.  Sir 
-)       J.  Leng ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  24,  302 
i     "  Dogger  Bank,"  Lo9s  of  (see  title  Gebmany) 

Pilotage,  Copy  pres.  Aug  4,  1380 

•Rirfc  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As.   Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttleworth    Aug   3, 
1201  ;    Aug   8,  1545 
(References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply  Aug  ^^ 
1231,  &c) 
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Merchant  Shipping — corit. 

Stores  in  Ships  for  Use  of  Crew,  Q.  Mr.  A 
C.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  28,  756 

"  Watchman'' — Manslaughter  of  George  W. 
Orr,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
Au^  7,  1421 

Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing  Boats)  Acts 
(1883  and  1887)  Amendment  Bill 

/.  Reported  July  26,  430 

Order  for  3R.  read,  and  discharged  Aug  4 , 
1316 


Merchant     Shipping    (Fishing   Boats) 

Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Obs.  Biarquess  of  Salisbury,  Lord  Playfair 
Aug  8,  1532 

Metropolis 

May  ist rates,  Appaintment  of,  Q.  Mr.  Whit- 
more  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  ./MZy  20,  93 

Rates  in  (Leakages],  Return  ordered  (Sir  W. 
Foster)  July  19,  59 

Metropolis  Management  (Plnmstead  and 
Hackney)  Bill 

c.  Intro.  Colonel    Hughes ;    Read    !•  Aug   4, 
1379 
Standing  Order  not  complied  with — Report 
Aug  8,  1669 

Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill 

/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  Amendts. 
agreed  to  Aug  \,  989 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  698 

Meysey-Thompson,    Sir  H.,  Stafford, 

Handsworth 

Supply — Ordnance  Survey,  1024 

Midtoives*  Registration 

Select  Com.,  Report  Aug  8,  1668 

MiLDMAY,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devon,  Totnes 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended, 
Con.  1814 

Millbank  Prison  Site 

Q.  and  Obs.  Earl  of  Meath,  Lord  Teynham, 
Earl  of  Chesterfield,  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
July  21,  189 

MiLNER,  Sir  F.  G.,  Notts,  Bassetlaw 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (Navigation  of  the  Rivers  Aire  and 
Calder)  Bill,  Con.  299 

Parliament — Obedience  to  the  Chair,  111 

4  K 
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Mines 

Coal    Mines — Assistant   Inspectors,  Q.   Mr. 

Sidebotham ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  27, 

643 
CUlierv   Rtfuge   Holes,    Q.  Mr.  J.   Wilson 

(Durham) ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  Aug  3,  1193 
Ffruyyd  Disaster,  Q.  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  Aug  10,  1764 
Strike  in  the  Coal  Trade,  Q.  Mr.   Dalziel ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  2b,  484  ;   Qa.  Mr. 

Woods,  Mr.  Tomlinson ;   As.   Mr.  Asquith 

Aug  3,  1202 

Montagu,  Hon.  J.  Scott-,  HatUSj  New 
Forest 

Allotments  Acts  and  Small  Holdings  Acts — 
Loans  to  Cotmty  Coancils,  1655 

MORLEY,  Earl  op  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 
London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
fiilU  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
kc,  con.  1397,  1403 
London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  425 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  Arnold 
(Postmaster  General),  Nottinghanij 
E. 

American  Mail  Route — Queenstown  and 
Southampton,  306,  665,  758,  897,  994,  1006, 
1551 

Australian  Postal  Orders,  194 

Hudson,  Richard,  Case  of,  92 

Ireland 
Elphin  PosUl  Service,  638 
Kilkenny  Telegraph  Office,  79 
Limerick  Postal  and  Telegraph  Staff,  81 
Officials  Travelling  Allowances,  300 
Rosse^s  Point — Telegraphic  Communication, 

301 
Sligo    Post    Office — Charge    against    Mr. 

Sampson,  198,  307 

London  Mail  Cart  Drivers,  1191 
Manchester  Telegraphists*  Grievances,  876 
Re-addressed  Pamphlet  Postal  Charge,  312 

Scotland 

Island  of  Canna,  Telegraphic  Extem^ion  to, 

626 
Rothesay  Post  Office,  752 

South  Wales  Postal  Accommodation,  1771 
Telegraphs— Central  Office,  92,  202,  480,  640, 

754 
Telephones,  881,  1182 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.    John   (Chief 

Secretary   for    Ireland),  Newcastle- 

upon-  Tyjie 
Blackrock   and     Kingstown    Drainage   and 
Improvement  Bill,  Con.  1333,  1334,  1335 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  764  ;  Com.,  CI. 
XXVin,  1,  2,  3,  4,  7,  16,  17,  18,  20,  22, 
23,  25,  35,  38,  39 ;  CI.,  XXIX.  52  ;  H. 
XXX.  119,  120,  123,  125,  127,  128,  154, 
165,  156,  158,  160 ;  Sew  Financial  CI. 
563,  675,  676,  684,  685;  As  amended. 
Con.,  Xew  Cls.  (Mr.  P.  Smith's),  1433, 
1453, 1454, 1455,1457  ;  (Mr.  Tomlinson's), 
1616  ;  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell's),  1620 ;  (Mr. 
Mildmay's),  1817, 1820,  1831 
Police  Questions,  1180 

e»nt. 


MoBLET,  Right  Hon.  John— r«mf. 

Ireland 
Agrarian  Offences,  Committals  for,   1423, 

1760 
Arms  in — Legislation,  633 
Bally macarret.  Family  Quarrel  at^  1423 
Ballymote — Agrarian  Dispute,  197 
Baltimore  and    Skibbereeu   Railway  and 

Pier,  1188 
Bodyke  Riots — Prosecutions  1 196 
Bogus  aubs  in  Dublin,  488,  1345 
Boycotting,  an  Englisb  Judge  on,  1189 
Bundoran     Disturbances  —  Attack    on  t 

Gospel  Mission,  656, 1202,  1761 
Carbury  Polling  District,  North  Kildare, 

1199,  1545 
Cork  County,  Crime  in,  107 
Cork  Lunatic  Asylum,  Death  in,  624 
Cork  Tailors'  Strike,  1773 
Crimes  and  Outrages.  310 
Dingle  Fishermen's  Houses,  100,  626,  747 

Education 

Killough  School  Teacher,  632 

Marlborough  Street  College—Case  of  Mr. 
T.  Conway,  89 
Teachers'  Salaries,  1340 

Fisheries 
Bandon  Creek,  747 
Herring,  197 

Lough  Keagh  Fishermen,  1420 
Mackerel,  745,  1428 
Smerwick  Harbour  Fishing  Trade,  304 

Galway  County,  Outrages  in,  1198 
Gladstone,  Mrs.  Elizabeth,  and  Her  Tenants, 

485,  649.  750 
Grand  Juries  and  Home  Rule,  748 
Irish  Society's  Estates— Actions  Before  the 

Master  of  the  Rolls,  624,  625 

Kerry 
Alleged  Ill^al  Seizure  of  Cattle  in,  1342, 

1754 
North      Kerry  —  Pier     and      Harbour 

Accommodation,    1340 
Sunken  Rocks  off,  625 

Kilfenora,  Alleged  Outrage  at,  657 
Kingstown  Main  Drainage  Bill,  641 

Labourers'  Cottages 
Dunshauglin  Union,  311 
Macroom  Union,  196 
Roscrea  Onion,  630 

Land    Commission,    Appeals    against  De- 
cisions of,  322 
Land  Sub-Commission  at  Waterford,  198 
Lansdowne's,  Lord,   Estate  —  Threatening 

Notices— Case  of  Doyle,  1195 
Light  Railways,  465 
Ligoniel,  Catholic  Excursion  to»  Attack  on, 

1422 
LiMigiMin  Disturbances,  1198 
Ma«fihtniteH.  County 

County    Down  —  Mr.   Murray  and   the 
Game  Laws,  762 

Kildare  Magistracy— Appointment,  1209 

Returns,  210 

Wexford — Absence  of  Magistrates,  653 
Moonlighting  Outrages,  310 
National  Flags — Union  Jack  and  the  lloval 

StamUrd.  110,  111,  1207 
Ordnance  Survey,  1349 
Orangemen — '*  Jacob's  Ladder ''—Case    of 

David  Hall,  317 
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MOBLBT,  Right  Hon.  Johu-^cont. 

Police 

Cork  Tailors'  Strike,  1773 

Dangannon — July  Celebrations  —  Extra 
Police,  91 

Medical  Attendance,  1180,  1771 

Returns  at  Assizes,  102,  103,  104,  633, 
636,  636 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary   Force   Fund, 
y7,  1763 
Proclaimed  Meetings,  311 
«*  Rossmore  r.  Donnelly,"  206,  207,  487 
South   Dublin   Union  —  Death  from   Poor 

Dietary,  761 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  99,  305 
Ventry,  Pier  for,  196 
Wallace,  La<ly,  and  Her  Tenants,  647,  648, 

649 

Irish  Education  Act  (1892)  Amendment  Bill» 

Com.  269,  270 
Redemption  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  1781 
Supply  —  Irish   Affairs,   Administration    of, 

1356,  1357,   1361,   1362,  1363,   1364,   1365, 

1368,  1370,  1375 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
Army 
Field  Hospital  Training,  466 
Medical    Department  —  Sanitary    Branch, 
465 

Life-Saving  Apparatus  at  Coastguard  Stations, 

754 
Magistrates,  County — Appointment  Fees,  481, 

756 
Merchant  Ships,  Stores  in,  756 
Supply — Harbour  Masters,  ice.,  1055,  1056, 

1067,  1058 

Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,   A>ti' 
fhTutncUd  (n.  259 

Mowbray,    Right    Hon.     Sir    J.     R., 

Oxford  Universiiy 

Selection  —  Standing    Committees,  Reports, 
270 


MUNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 

America — United  States —Trade  Mark«,  1747 
Board  of  Trarle  and  the  Unemployed,  1182 
British  Marine  Service  Examinations,  302 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls   and  Charges  Provisional 

Order  (Leetls  and   Liverpool   Canal)  Bill, 

Con.  1178,  1179 
Canal      Tolls     and     Charges      Provisional 

Order    (Birmingham     Canal  Navigations) 

Bill,  Re-com.  1538,  1540 
Coal  Trade.  Threatene«i  Strike  in.  485 
•*  Dogger  Bank  "  and  "  Thekla,"  Loss  of,  1774 
Emigration     and     Immigration — Report    of 

Commissioners  in  America,  1339,  1552 
German  Anniversary  Cards,  1339 

Ireland 
Building  Tnwlc  and  Home  Rule,  302 
Railway  Rates,  1341 

Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  55 
Lighthouses — Walney,  1764 

[eont. 


MUMDBLLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — eont. 

Lightships,  Communication  with,  642 
Manslaughter  of  G.  W.  Orr,  in   Board  the 

"  Watchman,"  1421 
Merchant  Ships,  Stores  in,  756 
Norfolk  Crab  and  Lobster  Fisheries,  306 
Patents — Defective  Illustrations,  200 

Railways 
Nelson  Level  Crossing,  1201 
Overcif>wding — London  and  South  Western 
Co.  631 

Revolvers,  Importation  of,  1753 

Scotland 
Dingwall  Railway  Accident,  482 
Piers  on  the  Gareloch,  472 

Supply 

Harbours  and  Lighthouses,  1055, 1058, 1059 
Railway  Rates,  1217, 12'20,  1222 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  1232.  1233,  1234 
Trade  Depression,  1227, 1228,  1229, 1230 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1224, 1225 

Tariff  Returns,  758 

Thames  Steamboats — Overcrowding,  1750 

Murray,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Buteshire 

Rothesay  Post  Office,  752 
Supply — Public    Education,    Scotland,    773, 
778,  779,  812 

Museums,  Local,  Grants  for 
Q.  Mr.  Baird  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  31,  874 

Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finsbury,  Central 
Indian  Currency  Question,  Res.  1610 

National  Flags 

Boyal  StamUird  in  Ireland  (see  title  IBELAXD 

— Xational  Flags) 
Victoria  Tower,  National  Flag*  on,  Q.and  Olw 
Earl  of  Meath,  Earl  of  Ancaster  JvZy  25, 
428 

HAVT 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty— Earl  Spencer 
Secretary— Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttlbwobth 
Civil  Lord— Mr.  E.  ROBEBTSON 

DOCKTABDS 

ClrtssiJicatioH  of^  Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;  A.  Mr. 

E.  Robertson  Aug  10,  1772 
Deronpartf    Qs.  Mr.    Kearley ;  As.  Mr.  E. 

Robertson  Aug  1,  994  ;  Aug  3,  1204 
Jlaulhotolintj  Qs.   Captain    Donelan,    Mr. 

Flynn ;    As.   Mr.  E.  Robertson  Aug   1, 

1003 
Members  of  Parliament  Vutits  to,  Q.  Mr. 

W.  Isaacson ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 

Aug  10,  1779 

Essex    Fishing     Ground    (see    Sub-headinjj 

Medway,  Dredging  in) 
Franco-  Sia  mese     Quest  ian  —  British      Wa  r 

Vessels  at  Siam  (see  Sub-heading  Ships) 
Greenwich  Hospital ^  Copy  pres.  Aug  i^  1380 
Jamaica — Xaral  Yard  and  Hospital^  Q,  Mr. 

G.  Bowles ;    A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 

July  31,  876 

4  K  2  [eent. 
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Life-Saving  Apparatus,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vin- 
cent ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shultleworth  Jvly  28, 
748  ;  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  28,  754 

Medway,  Dredging  in,  Q.  Major  Rasch ;  A. 
Mr.  E.  Robertson  Jtdy  20,  81 

PefisioHs— Chamberlain,  W,,  Case  #/,  Q.  Mr. 
Kearley  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertwn  Jtdy  31, 879 

Jlatitmji,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  Jvly  20,  82 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ; 
As.   Sir    U.   Kay-Shuttleworth    Aug   3, 
1201  ;    Aug  8,  1546 
(References  to  in  Debate  in  Com.  of  Supply 
Aug  3,  1231,  &c.) 

Sailors  and  Soldiers  (^Cird  Employment"), 
Return  pres.  Aug  3,  1296 

Scotland 

Loeh  Broom,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  27,  638 

Seamen's  Allotments,  Payment  of  Q.  Mr. 
Kearley ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  Aug  10,  1746 

Shetlands,  Soundings  off,  Q.  Mt.  if.  Fergu- 
son ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aua  3, 
1183  ^     ' 

Ships,  H.M. 

Accidents  to,  Q.  Mr.  Hartley ;   A.  Sir  U. 

Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  10,  1744 
**  Apitllo;'  Alleged  Dangerous  Position  of 
off   the   Coast    of  Crookhaven,   Q.   Mr. 
Gilhooly;    A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
July  24,  309 
"  Colossus;'  Guns  if  Q.  Admiral  Field  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  8,  1565 
New  Battleships,  Q.  Lord  G.  Hamilton  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  26,  479 
Siam,  British  Men-of-War  at,  Q.  Sir  E. 
Ashmeail  -  Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  27,  661  ;  Q.  Sir  E. 
Ashmeatl-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  ^m^  3, 
1202  ;  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As. 
Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  E.  Grey 
Aug  4,  1.H47 
"  Vietori4t;'  I^^iss  of  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;   A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug^,  1191  ; 

Qs.  Dr.  Maq^rrgor,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  10,  1749 
Court  Martini,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Sir 

U.   Kay-Shuttleworth  July   26,   481 ; 

Q.  Sir  E.  Harland  ;    A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  27,  652 
Replacing  the  **  Victoria;'  Q.  and  Obs. 

Lord  Hood  of  Avalon,  Earl   Spencer 

Aug  4,1298 
Surrirors'    Kit    and    Clothing,    Q.    Mr. 

Kearley  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  July  26. 

476 

Weight  of  Q.  Mr.  H.  S.  Foster ;   A.  Sir 
U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  July  31,  882 

Sijnalmen,  Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;   As.  Sir  U. 

Kay-Shuttleworth  July  24,  307  ;  July  28, 

767 
Strength  of-^Lord  C.  Beresford's  Statement, 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;    A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  Aug  1,  992 
Swimming  in  the  Nary,  Q.  and  Olis.  Earl  of 

Meath,  Earl  Spencer  July  31,  862 
Torpedo  Boat  *' Niger;'   Speed    of   Q.    Mr. 

Hanbury;    A.    Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttleworth 

Aug   10,   1764 

\cont. 


XA  VY — cont. 

Warrant  Officers'  GrieranecJt,  Qs.  Mr.  Kear- 
ley, Mr.  G.  Bowles;  As.  Mr.  K.  Robert- 
son Aug  1,  994 

Navy  Estimates 

Q.  Lord  G.  Hamilton ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  July  26,  484 

Statement  Supplementary  to  the  Estimates, 
Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth Aug  10,  1776 

New  South  Wales 

"  Costa  Rica  "  Packet,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ; 
A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  July  20,  95  ;  Q.  and 
Obs.  Earl  of  Jersey,  Earl  of  Roeebery 
July  31,  853 

Newfoundland  Fisheries 

Claims  of  the  Ou>ners  of  the  "  Mary;'  Q.  Sir 

A.  Rollit ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  3,  118tf 
Detention  of  Goods — Customs  Ihtty^  Q.  Sir  C. 
Dilke  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  July  27,  636 

Nile  {see  Egypt) 

Nolan,  Colooel  J.  P.,  Galway^  N. 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Swine  FcTer^ 

Com.  1857 
Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,     Ct, 

XX  VIII,  15.  18,  38,  41  ;   New  Finanritil 

CI,  372,  373,  374,  402,  583,  676 
Ireland— Suck  Works,  1347 

Supply 
Canadian  Cattle,  1266 
Ordnance  Survey,  1037 
Peterhead  Harbour,  1061 
Railways  in  Irelaml,  1116 

Nonconformist  Marriages  {Attendance 
of  Registrar) 
Select  Com.,  Report  Aug  8,  1669 

NoRRis,  Lord 
Elementary    Education    (Blind    and    Deaf 

Children)  Bill,  2R.  8(;i 
Irish    Education    Act  Amendnent  (No.  2) 

BUI,  2R.  869 

NoRTHBROOK,  EaH  of 

India  (Silver   Plate),  Res.  1404,  1410,  1412, 
1413 


Norton,  Lord 

Education — Elementary  Schools,  Motkn  for 
Return,  70 

Nnllom  Tempuft  (Ireland)  Act,   1876, 
Amendment  Bill 

/.  Com.;  F.ill  withtlrawn  July  20.  61 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperarg^  N. 

Ireland — Police  Medical  Att«JidanoCy  17T1 


O'Br] 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 
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Members'  Diniog  Rooms— Reserving  Seats, 
1006 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal^  E. 

Customs    Outdoor    Department — Promotion 

of  Mr.  Wakelin.  1419 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  12 

Ireland 

Crown  Lands  and  Quit-RenU,  96,  642 

Customs  Warehouses,  1756 
Tangier— British  Protection  to  Boubker,  1432 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Wicklow^   W, 

Blackrock  and  Kingst^^wn  Drainage  and  Im 
provement  Bill,  Con.  1336 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool^  Scot- 
land 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.— Scene  in 
the  House,  731 

Official  Documents^   Quotations  from 
Qs.  Mr.  8.  Leighton;  As.  Mr.  Acland,  Mr. 
Speaker  Avtg  10,  1777 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  409,  425 

Ordinances  of  the  Scottish  Universities 

Commissioners 
Q.  and  Obs.,  Lord  Sandford,  Earl  of  Kimber- 
ley.  Lord  Balfour  An^  8, 1630 

Ordnance  Survey  (see  Agriculture) 
Outdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Sooieties)  Bill 

r.  Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  Aug  2,  1166 

[For  questions  as  to  Outdoor  Relief  to 
Friendly  Societies  (see  under  Liwal  Govern- 
ment Board)] 

Pamirs 

Rum'uin  Forces  in,  Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple,  Sir  E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Curzon  ;  As.  Sir  E. 
Grey  July  21,  208 

Parker,  Mr.  F.,  Oxfordshire,  Henlby 

Civil  Service,  Retirement  from,  1006 


larliamunt 


LORDS— 


Business  of  the  House 
Q.    Marquess  of   Salisbury  ;    A.    Earl   of 

Kimberley  ^w^  1,  988 
Adjournment  of  the  Uouse^  Motion  (Earl 

of  Kimberley)  Aug  8, 1535 
Meeting    of   Parliament    at    an    Earlwr 

Hour,  Q.  and  Obs.,  Viscount  Cross,  Earl  of 

Kimberley  Aug  A,  1314 
Sitting »  of  the  House  to  Commence  at  a 

quarter 'past     Four     o'clock     (Earl    of 

Kimberley)  Aug  7, 1416 
CtmmUtee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com,* 
Report  Aug  1,  989 


House   of   Lords   (^Lords    of    Parliament) 

Return  pres.  JuXy  24,  297 
House  of  Lords  Ofices^Select  Com.,  Report 

July  21,  191 ;  Con.  and  agreed  to  July  27, 

618 

New  Peer 

July  24— Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  G.C.M.G., 
K.C.B.,  K.C.S.I.,  CLE.,  Agent 
and  Consul  General  in  Egypt,  a 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  in  Her 
Majesty's  Diplomatic  Service, 
created  Baron  Cromer  of  Cromer 
in  the  County  of  Norfolk 

Representative  Peer  for  Ireland 
Viscount    Valentia's   Claim  to    Vote,  read 
^11^7,1416 

Royal  Marriage  {H.R.H.  Duhe  of  Yorh 
and  H.S.H.  Princess  Victoria  Mary 

of  Tech) 
House  of  Lords'  Address  to  the  Prince  and 

Princess  of  Wales,  Answer  to  July  24,  273 
House  of  Lords'  Address  to  the   Duke  and 

Duchess  of  York,  Answer  to  July  31,  853 

Sat  First 

/tt/w20— Lord   Saint    Oswald,    after    the 

death  of  bis  father 
July  24— Lord  Calthorpe,  after  the  death 

of  his  brother 
July  25— Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 
July  27— Lord  Tennyson,  after  the  death. 

of  his  father 

Standing  Orders 

Con.,  and  amended  with  reference  to  Private 
Bills  Aug  1,  989 

Tooh  the  Oath 

July  25— Lord  Gwydir 
July  27— Lord  Ebury 
jiy^    i — Lord  Braybrooke 


COMMONS— 

Business    of  the    House    and    Public 

Business 

July  24— Qs.   Mr.  Channing,  Mr.    Stuart, 

Mr.   Bartley,   Mr.   Dalziel,  Mr. 

Heneage,  Mr.  Hozier;   As.  Mr. 

W.  E.  Gladstone,  ^20 
July  25 — Edueation     Extitfrntes,    Q.    Mr. 

Talbot ;  A.  Mr.  Acland,  476 
iVrtW    Estimutest    Q.    Lord    G. 

Hamilton  ;    A.    Sir    U.    Kay- 

Shuttleworth,  484 
Supply,  Progress  of.  Statement, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone ;  Qf    Mr. 

Bartley,   Mr.    G.    Bowles,    Mr. 

Paul.  Viscount  Cranborne  ;  As. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  490 
July  2&~-Supply^  Education      Vote,    Qs. 

Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr.  Bartley, 

Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert,  649 

[eant 
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PARLIAMENT-^ComrnoM-^Butiness  of  the 
Hou9e  and  Pttblic  Businet^—cont. 

July  27 ^Supply,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Leij?hton  ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland,  657  ;   Qs.  Viscount 

Cranbome,   Mr.   Hanbury,  Mr. 

.  Snape ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 

670 

July  28 — Education  Report  and  the 
Estimates^  Qs.  Sir  J.  Lubbock, 
Viscount  Cranbome,  Mr.  Bart- 
ley  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland,  765 

July  31 — Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  M«\  J.  Lowther, 
Sir  J.  Lubbock  ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Asquith,  898 

Afig  1 — Edu€ati<m  EHimatex,  Q.  Viscount 
Cranbome  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone, 1008 

Q.   Mr.   Roby;    A.  Mr.    W.    E. 
Gladstone,  1009 
IrUh    Entimatesy   Qs.  Mr.  Ross, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;    As.  Mr.  W. 
£.  Gladstone,  1011 

Aug  8 — Private  Members'  yightSj  Q.  Sir 
C.  Dilke ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone, 1557 

Auff  10 — Ooremment    of    Ireland   Bill, 
Debate  on^  Q.  Sir  F.  Milner  ;  A. 
Mr.  Spanker,  1781 
New     Closure    Resolution    (see 
under  the  title  of  the  Bill) 

Chair^  Obedience  to 
Q.,  Obe.   Sir  F.  Milner,    Mr.    Speaker,   Mr. 
Sexton  JttZy  20,  111 

Closure,  New  Closure  Res,  and  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  (see 
under  title  of  Bill) 

Committees 

Public     Petitions,    Reports    July    19,    59 : 

July  26,  596  ;  Auif  9,  1727 
Selection    (Standing     Committees ),    Report 

July  21,  270 
Standing    Committees    (Chairmen's   Panel) 

(Trade,  J^c,\  Report  Jit/y  27,  786 

Members 

Appointment  of  Magistrates  by  Members  of 

Parliament^  Q.    Mr.  M'Cartan  ;    A.    Mr. 

Asquith  July  24,  312 
IHmng  Rooms — Reserving  Seats,  Qs.  and  Obs. 

Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.   S.  Herbert, 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien  Aug  1,  1005 
Payment  of,  Return  pres.  Aug  8,  1660 

Seating  Arrangements,  Q.  Mr.  Wharton ;  A. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  31,  886 
Q.    Colonel    H.   Vincent ;  A.    Mr.    Shaw 
Lefevre  Aug  I,  1003 

Thursday  N'ight's  (27  July)  Sctne  in  the 
House,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Logan, 
and  Mr.  Fisher;  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees Reports  to  the  House  July  27, 724, 
725,  &c. ;  Q.  Mr.  Hunter  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E. 
GUdstone  July  28,  764  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Hunter, 
Dr.  Macgregor,  Mr.  Labonchere ;  As. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker ;  Obs. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  J.  McCarthy,  Sir  H.  James ;  State- 
ments by  Mr.  Fisher  and  Mr.  Logan 
July  31,  887 

[cont. 


PA  RLIA  MENT— 'Members— conL 

Circular  Issued  from  the  **  England  "  3>tf#- 
paper  Office,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone  Aug  1,  1430 

Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker  s  words  adtlressed 
to  the  House  be  entered  on  the  Journal 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Aug  1,1010 

Typewriters  for  the  Use  of  Members,  Q,  Mr. 
P.  A.  M'Hugh;  A.  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre 
July  21,  198 

New  Member  Sworn 

Aug  10 — Ambrose,  Mr.  Robert,  for  the 
County  of  Mayo  (West  Mayo 
Division) 

New  Writs  Issued 

July  26— For  the  County  of  Mayo  (Western 
Division),  r.  John  Deasy,  Esq., 
Manor  of  Northstead 

Aug  4 — For  the  Borough  of  Hercfoid,  r. 
William  Henry  Grenfell,  Esq., 
Chi  Item  Hundreds 

OMcial  Documents^  Quotation  from 

Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland,  Mr. 
Speaker  Aug  10, 1777 

"  Parliamentary  Debates  " 
Delay  in  Publieation  of,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  3,  1207 

parliamentary  Papers 

Postage  Marked  Upon,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  21, 199 

Printing — Reports  of  Joint  Com.  on  Eleetrie 
Powers  (Protective  Clauses),  Q.  Mr.  Brun* 
ner ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  25,  479 

Petitions 

General  Fischers  Petitiim,  Q.  Sir  8.  King; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  27,  644 

Questions 
Delays    in    Answering^  Q.   Mr.    Theobald ; 
A.  Mr.  Speaker  Aug  7, 1429 

Royal    Marriage    (H.R.H,     Duke    of 

York  and   H.S.H.   Princess    Vic- 

toria  Mary  of  Tech) 

Ho'ise  of  Commons'  Address  of  Congratulation 

to  the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York,  Answer 

to  July  28,  744 

Sittings     and    Adjournments    of  ike 

House 

Autumn  Sitting,  Q.  Mr.  Jacks:  A.  Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone  Aug  8, 1558 

PALACE  OF  WESTMIXSTER 

House  of  Commons 
Arrangement  of  Seats,  Q.  Mr.  Wharton  ;  A. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GUdstone  July  31,  886;    Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr  Shaw  Leferre 
Aug  1,  1003 

[ctnt. 
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PARLIAMENT—Qont. 

Members^  Dining  Rooms — Rejterring  Seats, 
Qs.  and  Obe.  Mr.  Hartley,  Mr.  S.  Herbert, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  Aug  1.  1005 

Victoria  Tower  and  the  National  Flags,  Q. 
and  Obe.  Earl  of  Meath,  Earl  of  Ancaster 
Juijf  25,  428 

Parliamentary  Constituencies 

Return  pres.  Aug  7,  1528 

Parliamentary  Electors 
Betum  pres.  Aug  7,  1528 

Patents 

Dtfeetive  Illustrations,  Q.  Sir  B.  Samaelson  ; 
A.  Mr.  Mandella  July  21,  200 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh,  S. 

(^ovemmentof  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended,  Con. 

1670, 1675 
Laundries  in  Scotland — Miss  Irvin's  Report, 

668 
Railways — Overcrowding — London  and  South 

Western  Co.,  631 
Supply,  490 

Armenian  Prisoners,  1160,  1161,  1162 

Payment  of  Members 

Return  pres.  Aug  8,  1660 

Pearce,  Sir  W.  G.,  Plymouth 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  656,  658 

Pearson,  Ri^bt  Hon.  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrew* s  Universi- 
ties 
Supply — Public  Education  in  Scotland,  802 

Pease,  Mr.    J.    A.,    Northumberland, 

Tyneside 

Oovemm^nt  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  New 
Financial  CI.  333 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  {see  Speaker, 
The) 

Perks,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Lincolnshire,  Louth 

Malta,  Marriages  in,  1007 

PiCKERSGiLL,     Mr.     E.     H.,     Bethnal 
Green,  S,  W. 

(Jovernment  Property.  Rating  of,  1549 
-Police  at  Illegal  Evictions,  878 

Pier  and  Harbour    FroYisional    Order 
Ofo.  3)  BiU 

Z.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  697 

PiERPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  Warrington 

Egypt— Pollution  of  the  Nile,  1190 
Licensing — Refusing  to  Transfer,  1181 
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Pilotage 
Copy  pres.  Aug  4, 1380 

Pistols  BiU 

0.  Intro.  Mr.  Asquith  ;  Read  1*  July  24,  408 

PLAYFAIR,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting) 

Conveyance  of  Mails  Bill,  2R.  297  ;  Com. 
612 

County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  BiU,  Com. 
184,  185,  187,  188 

Elementary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf 
Children)  Bill,  Com.  1310 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.  615 

Local  Veto  Legislation,  741 

Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing  Boats)  Acts 
Amendment  Bill,  1532 

Plumbers'  Eegistration  Bill 

/.  Reported  from  Standing  Com.  on  Trade,  &c., 
and  Special  Report  r^d  July  27,  735 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin 
University 

Blackrock    and    Kingstown    Drainage   and 

ImproTement  Bill,  Con.  1332 
Government    of    Ireland   Bill*  As  amended. 

Con.,  Xew  Cls.  1462, 1828,  1831, 1832,  1836 

Plunkett,  Hon.  H.  C,  Dublin  Co,,  S, 
Government    of    Ireland     Bill,    Com.,    CI. 
XX  VIII.  4,  7,  24,  27,  29 

Poet  Laureateship 
Q.    Mr.    Cobb;  A.    Mr.    W.    B.  Gladstone 
July  21,  210 

Police  (see  Law  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bill 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  A  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  7, 
1424 

Port  Talbot  Disaster 
Q.  Mr.  W.  WiUiams ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
Aug  10,1776 

Portsmouth,  Earl  of 
London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  422 

POST  OFFICE 

Postmaster  General^Mr.  ABNOLD  MoBLET 

American  Mail  Route  —  Queenstown  and 
Southampton,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  July  24,  306 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Macartnej 
Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Field ;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  Julv  27,  664  ;  Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Forwood,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;  As.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  July  31,  897  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Field, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
July  28,  767 ;  Q.  Mr.  Macartney ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley ;  Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  Aug  1,  993, 1006  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Forwood, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  8, 
1551 

leant. 
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POST  OFFICB-^cont 

Australian  Postal  Orders^  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  21,  193 
BuUdings  —  Strike  anumg  Workmen^  Q.  Mr. 

Theobald  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  July  21, 

200 
Hudson^  Richard,  Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  Rankin  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  20,  92 
Ireland  (see  that  title) 
London  Mail  Cart  Drivers,  Qs.  Mr.  Saunders, 

Mr.  K.  Hardie,  Mr.  J.  Bums ;  As.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  Aug  3,  1190 
Ma^nchester    Telegraphists^    Grievances^    Q. 

Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  31, 

876 
Parliamentary     Papers,     Postage    Marked 

Upon,  Q.  Sir  T.   Esmonde ;  A.  Sir   J.  T. 

Hibbert/w/y  21,  200 
Re^addressed  Pamphlets  Postal  Charge,   Q. 

Mr.  Storey ;  A.   Mr.  A.   Morley  July  24, 

3X2 
Scotland  (see  that  title) 
South  Wales — Aecommodatiim,  Q.  Mr.  Logan ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  10,  1771 

Telegraphs 

Central    Office,  Q.   Mr.    Macdonald ;    A. 

Mr.  A.   Morley  Jviy  20,   92;    Q.    Mr. 

M'Cartan;   A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  21, 

202;    Q.  Mr.   Maodonald ;    A.    Mr.    A. 

Morley  July  25,  480  ;  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  27,  639  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Macdonald  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  July  28, 

754 
Telephones,  Q.  Mr.  H.  S.  Foster  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  July  31,  881  ;  Q.  Captain  Bagot ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  3,  1181 

Powell,  Sir  F.  S.,  Wigan 
Conyict  Paupers,  883 
Elementary  Education  (School  Attendance) 

Bill,  2K.  55 
Shop  Hours  Act  Amendment   (No.  2)  Bill, 

Com.  1658 
Stoke  MandeTille  National  School,  885 
Supply,  549  ;  Public  Education,  939 

Prevention  of  Cmelty  to  Children  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Com.  read  ;  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  10, 
186 

Prisons  (see  Law  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Prison  (Officers'  Superannnation)  dTo*  2) 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

Private  Bills 

L  Standing  Orders  con.  and  amended   Aug  \, 
989 

ProUbited  Persons  (Drink)  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read  ;  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  7, 
1628 

Provakd,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Glasgow^  Black- 
friars 
Imperial  Taxation,  Bes.  272 


Pnblio  Health  London  Act  0  891)  Amendr 
ment  Bill 

c,  Intro.  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  Read  1»  Aug  4,  1379 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

/.  Read  2*,  and  com.  to  Com.  of  the  whole  Hoqm 
Aug  8,  1529 

Public  Service 
Plurality  Appointments,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  8,  1550 

Public  Works  Loans  Of  o.  2)  Bill 

c.  Intro.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert ;  Reaii  1**  July  26, 
596 

Read  2»  Aug  2,  1168 

Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Aug  i,  1380 

Read  3'',  and  passed  Aug  7,  1528 
/.Read  l^  Aug  S,  1534 

Public  Jforks  Loans  (No,  2)  [^Remis- 
sion'\ 
Res.  con.  in  Com.  Aug  3,  1295 
Reported  Aug  4,  1380 

Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland) 

Motion  for  Select  Com  ;  Onler  for  resuming 
Adjourned  Debate  [18th  April]  read,  and 
discharged  July  19,  58 

QuiLTER,  Mr.  W.  C,  Suffolk,  Sudbury 
Hop  and  Malt  Substitutes,  108 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges 

References  to  in  Com.  of  Supply  Aug  3, 1216, 
&c. 


Bailway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour) 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 


Railways 
Nelson  Level  Crossing,  Qs.  Mr.  Channing  ;  As. 

Mr.  Burt  July  31,  872 ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 

Aug  3,  1200 
Overcrowding    Passenger    Trains,    Q.     Mr. 

Hartley  ;  A.  Mr.  Burt  July  20,  88 ;  Q.  Mr. 

Paul ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  27,  631 
Volunteers,  Transit  of,  Qs.  Blr.  Cobtoo,  Mr. 

Tomlinson  ;  As.  Mr.  Campbt*U-Bannennan 

July  31,  882 


RANPrRLY,  Earl  of 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  A(*t  Amend* 
ment  Bill,  2R.  616 


Rankin,   Mr.  J.,    Herefordshire^ 

minster 
Hudson,  Richard,  Case  of,  92 
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Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  EsseXy  S.E. 

Army 
Forage,  Price  of,  873 
Half  -  Pay    Allowances    for    IInemploye<l 

Cloloneis,    620 
Militia  OfficerB,  1544 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Ck)m.,  CI,  XXX, 

129 
Medway,  Dredging  in,  and  the  Essex  Fishing 

Qround,  81 

Supply 
Canadian  Cattle,  1261 
Pauper  Aliens,  1231 

Rates  (see  Local  Taxation  and  Imperial 
Taxation) 

Bates  in  the  Metropolis  (^Leakages) 
Return  ordered  (Sir  W.  Foster)  July  15, 59 

Rath  BONE,    Mr.    W.,    Camarvonshirey 
Arfon 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended,  Con. 
1678 

Bedeinption  of  Bent  dreland)  Act  (1891) 
Amendment  Bill 

I.  Read  2«  July  25,  428 
Com. ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com.  ^tr^  3, 1170 

Redemption  of  Rent  {Ireland)  Act 
Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;    As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr. 
J.  Morley  Aug  10,  1781 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Waterford 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.  CI,  XXX. 

142,  143  ;  New  Financial  CI.  242,  491,  492, 

580.  682,  693 
Irish  Evicted  Tenants,  667 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Clare^  E. 

"  Costa  Rica  "  Packet,  Detention  of,  95 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX. 

151  ;  New  Financial  Vl.  513.  517 
Kilkenny  Telegraph  Office,  79 
Limerick  Postal  and  I'elegraph  Staff,  81 

Beformatory  Schools  Bill 

I.  Reported  from  Standing  Com.  Avg  3, 1172 
Amend ts.  reported  Aug  4, 1315 
Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  8,  1534 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries^  SfC, 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended.  Con. 
1661,  1656 

Renshaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew^  W. 

Scotland -Peterhead  Riots,  1346 
Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  797 

Rentoul,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Downy  E. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI. 
XXVIII.  10, 19,  29  ;  CI.  XXX.  122,  157, 
158 ;  New  Financial  CI.  373,  375, 521,  703, 
705 ;  As  amended^  Con.,  New  CU.  1483, 
1515,  1516 


Revolvers 

Death*  from   Iiyurieg — Address  for  Return 

July  21,  272 
Im portatiim  tyf^  Q.   Mr.   Macdona ;    A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Aug  10,  1753 
Pi*tolt  BUI  (see  that  title) 

Ribblesdale,  Lord 
Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  606 

RIGBY,   Sir    J.    (Solicitor    General), 

Forfar 
Gk)vemmentof  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended,  Con., 

New  CU.  1790,  1792,  1843,  1852 
Hire  Purchase  System,  100 

RIPON,   Marquess  of    (Secretary   of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 
India — Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  859 
Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Bill,  2R. 
600,  602 

Bivers  Pollution  Prevention  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty),  Dundee 

Classification  of  Dockyards,  1772 

Devonport  New  Works,  994 

Devonport  Torpedo  Shops,  J  203 

Haulbowline  Dockyard,  1003,  1344 

Medway,  Dredging  in,  82 

Pensions — Case  of  VV.  Chamberlain,  880 

Seamen^s  Allotments,  Payment  of,  1747 

Supply— Peterhead  Harbour,  1060,  1065, 
1066, 1071 

*"  Victoria,"  H.M.S.-Survivors*  Kit  and  Cloth- 
ing, 476 

Warrant  Officers'  Grievances,  995 

RoBY,    Mr.   H.   J.,   LancashirCy    S.E,y 
Eccles 

Business  of  the  House,  1009 

Government    of    Ireland    Bill,    Com.,    CI. 

XXVIII.  34,35,36;   As  amemled,  Con., 

New  CU.  1444, 1445 
Supply— Oi-dnance  Survey,  1050 

RoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islingtony  S. 

Canal  Rates,  To! Is  and  Charges  Provisional 

Order  (Leetis  and   Livcqjool  Canal)  Bill, 

Con.  1175,  1178 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 

Order  (Navigation  of  the  Rivers  Aire  and 

Calder)  Bill,  Con.  299 
Gresham  University  Committee,  1780 
Labour  Dis])utes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  56 
London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 

Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  454 
Newfoundland     Fisheries — Claims    of     the 

Owners  of  the  "  Mary,"  1189 
Russia,  Trade  with,  1189 
Supply— Railway  Rates,  1218 

RoscoE,  Sir  H,  E.,  Manchestery  S. 
Mecca,  Cholera  at  and  Sanitary  Condition  of, 
307,  483 
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ROSEBERY,  Earl  of    (Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
•* Costa  Rica"  Packet,  854 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  598,  854,  981.  982 
London  Improvements  Bill,  2R.  420,  422 

Ross,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 

Government  of    Ireland   Bill,  As  amended. 

Con.,  Xew  CU.  1446,  1493,  1494, 1788 
Supply— Irish  Votes,  1011 

R«>WLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finshury^  E. 

London  County  Council   (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  447,  448 
London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords  Amendts. 

1740 


It  tyal  Marriage  {H,R,H,  Duke  of 
York  and  H.S.H.  Princess  Victoria 
Mary  of  Teck) 

House  of  Lords'  Address  to  the  Prince  and 

Princess  of  Wales,  Answer  to,  July  24,  278 
House  of  Lords*  Address  of  Congratulation  to 

the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York,  Answer  to, 

July  31,  863 
House  of  Commons*  Address  of  Congratulation 

to  the  Duke  and  Duchess  of  York,  Answer 

to,  Jitly  28.  744 
Soldier$  and  the  Puhlie^Case  of   Arthur 

Walker^  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 

bell-Bannerman  July  25,  476 

Royal  Standard  (see  National  Flags) 


W  USSELL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Bedsy  N. 

India 
Agra — Enteric  Fever  at  the  Cantonment, 

1419 
Behar    Cadastral    Survey,  305,  687,   646, 

1417 
Bengal — Judicial  and  Executive  Functions, 

1418 
Civil  and  Military  Engineers,  301 
Commands,  664 
Coolie  Emigration,  300 
Currency  Question,  475,  759,  996 
Imperial  Institute,  876 
Military  Operations  on  the  Frontier,  83 
Public    Works    Department  —  Engineers* 

Memorials,  1180 
South  Canara  Fisheries,  201 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  S. 

American  Mail  Route,  897 

Blackrock    and    Kingstown    Drainage    and 

Improvement  Bill,  1662,  1663 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  2R.  1295 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,Com.^7.  JTXF///. 

2,  4,  8,  9,  10,  15  ;  a.  XXX.  147,  148,  150  ; 

New  Financial  CI.  566,  683,  684.  734  ;  As 

amended.  Con.,  Xew  CU.   1435,  1436,  1437, 

1438,  1445,  1464,  1472,  1485,  1494,  1614, 

1617,  1618,  1619,  1621,  1696 

lo(mt. 


KussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.-^cont, 

Ireland 
Agrarian  Offences,  Conunittals  for,  1422 
Bodyke  Riots—Prosecutions,  1196 
Bogus  Clubs  in  Dublin,  1346 
Bundoran  Disturbances,  656 
Civil  Service— Second  Division  Clerkshipc, 

91 
Conway,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of,  89 
Dungai  inon  —July      Celebrations  —  Eztzm 

Police,  90 
Lansdowne's,  Lord,  Estate  —  Threateoing 

Notices— Case  of  Doyle,  1196 
Police  Returns  at  Assizes,  636 
Union  Jack  on  Licensed  Premises,  1207 
Wallace,  Lady,  and  Her  Tenants,  648 

Supply,  1011 
Bundoran  Disturbance  —  Classificatioo  of 
Crime,  &c.,  1360,  1353,  1356,  1368,  1365, 
1.364,  1365,  1368,  1370 
Vote  on  Account  —  Light  Railways,   kc^ 
1109,  1110,  nil,  1112,  1113,  1116 

RUSSELL,  Sir  C.  (Attorney  General), 
Hackney^  S. 
Bills  of  Sale  Bill,  666 

Government  of    Ireland  Bill,  As  amended. 
Con.,  Xew  CU.  1482, 1483,  1617, 1627, 1782, 
1783,  1795.  1796,  1799 
Limited  Companies  and  Income  Tax,  488 

Russell,  Sir  G.,  Berks^  fFoktngkam 
London  County  Council  (Oeneml    Powers) 
Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  442 

Russia 
Pamirs,  Russian  Force  in,  Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple, 

Mr.  Curzon,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-BartleU  ;  As. 

Sir  E.  Grey  July  21,  208 
Trade  wUh,  Q.  Sir  A,  RolUt ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 

Auff  3, 1189 

Sale  of  Oooda  Bill 

Select  Com.  nominated  July  24,  408 ;  Dis- 
charges and  Addition*  to  Aug  4,  1379 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

Business  of  the  House,  988 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  864,  981 

Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  604* 
606,  606 

Local  Veto  Legislation,  742 

Ix>rd  Lieutenant,  Political  Addresses  U\  291, 
294 

Merchant  Shipping  (Fishing  Boats)  Acts 
Amendment  Bill,  1632 

MiUbank  Prison  Site,  191, 192 

Redemption  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act  Amend* 
ment  Bill,  Com.  1170, 1171 

Voluntary  Schools  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, 866 

Salmon  Fiihery  Provisioiial  Order  Bill 

I,  Com. ;    Standing  Com.  negatired  July  24, 
298 

Amendts.  reported  July  26,  430 

Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  617 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  31,  980 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  l^  969 


Sal] 


{SESSION      1893} 

VoL,  15. 


[800 


Salvation  Army  ShelterSy  Small-Pox  in  ' 
Q.  Mr.  E.  H.  Bayley  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 
July  24,  313 

Samoa^  Affairs  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  27,  627  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  8, 1554  ; 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  10, 
1759 

Samuelsox,   Sir  B.,  Oxfordshire^  Ban- 

bury 

Patent  Illustrations,  Defective,  200 
Supply— Public  Education,  942,  949 

Sandfobd,  Lord 

Elementary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf 
Children)  Bill,  2R.  861  ;  Com.  1302,  1303, 
1305,  1308,  1309.  1310, 1311,  1312 

Ordinances  of  the  Scottish  Universities  Com- 
missioners, 1530 

Saunders,   Mr.    W.,   Newingtoii   Wal- 
worth 

Government   of    Ireland    Bill,    Printing  of 

Amendts.  210 
London  Mail  Cart  Drivers,  1190 


Saundebson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh^  N, 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CL  XXX, 
150,  162  ;  New  Finmwial  CI.  496,  509 
Scene  in  the  House,  732 

School  Board  Officers'  Saperannuation 
Bill 

e,  2R.;  BDl  withdrawn  July  24,  408 

Schools  (see  Education) 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,   Manchester^  N, 
Armenia,  Alleged  Outrages  in,  82 
Army — Veteran   Soldiers  without   Pensions, 

883 
India  and  the  Imperial  Institute,  876 
Manchester  Telegraphists'  Grievances,  875 
Portsmouth,  Chief  Constable  of,  877 

SCOTLAND 

Secretary  for— Sir  G.  0.  Tbbvelyan 
Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoub 
Solicitor  General — Mr.  Alexander  Asher 
Army 

Medieal    Service    ExaminerM^   Qs.   Sir  J. 

Leng,  Dr.  Macg^regor  ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannerman  Aug  8,  1546 
Stirlina  Castle — Soldiers  and  the  Tailors' 

Strife,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hanlie ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 

bell-Bannerman  July  27,  639 

Ballachulish  Piery  Q.  Mr.  Macfarlane ;   A. 

Mr.  Burt  July  20,  81 
BuUding  Societies^  Qs.  Sir  C.  Cameron,  Mr. 

Hartley ;  As.   Mr.   Speaker,   Mr.    Asquith 

July  24,  321 
Crofters^     Holdings     Acts    (^Valuers     and 

Assessors),    Motion  for  Return   (Duke  of 

Argyll)  Aug  I,  988 

[eont. 


SCOTLAND— cont, 

CulUpool  Easdale  Quarries,  Q.  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Aug  10,  1751 

Dinguvdl  Pauper  Colony ,  Q.  Mr.  Burnie ;  A. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  3,  1185 

Education 

Crosshill   Public   Schitol,    Stratharon,   Q. 

Mr.  Hozier  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  8, 

1554 
CuUipool    Schfol   Accommodatiati,  Q.  Mr. 

Macfarlane  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  27, 

626 
Xarigation  Schools,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Sir 

G.  Trevelyan  Juty  24,  303 
Ordinances  of  Universities  Commissioners, 

Q.   and    Obs.,  Lord   Sandford.    Earl   ot 

Kimberley,  Lord  Balfour  Aug  8,  1530 
UniversUies    (^Scotland)    Act,    1889    (Or- 
dinances Nos.  33,  34,  35),  Copies   pres. 

Aug  3,  1296 
Vote  for  Piblic  Education,  Con.  in  Com. 

July  28,  766 ;  July  31,  978 

Feus    and    Leasee  —  Select    Com.,    Reixjrts 

July  20,  168;   July  31,  980 
Finunciul  Itclations,  Qs.  Mr.  Cochrane,    Dr. 

Macgregor ;     As.    Mr.    W.    E.    Gladstone 

Aug  10,  1780 

Fisheries 

Salnwn  Fishing   in   the   Balguy,   Q.   Mr. 
Burnie  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Au^j  3, 1184 

Fishery  Board,  Copy  pres.  Aug  8,  1660 
Foxes  in  the  Highlands,  Qs.  Mr.  Burnie,  Dr. 

Macgregor ;    As.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  3, 

1185 
Garelochf  Piers  on,  Q.  Captain  Sinclair ;  A. 

Mr.  Mundella  July  25,  471 
Hebrides  Land  Disputes,  Q.  Dr.  Macgr^or ; 

A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  31,  874 
Island  of  Lewis — Pier  Accommodattim,  Q.  Mr. 

Weir ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  25,  482 
Kingussie,  Assault  on  a  Village  Herd  at,  Q. 

Dr.    Macgregor ;     A.    Mr.    J.   B.   Balfour 

Aug   10,  1748 
Laufuiries  —  Mi^cs   IrriuK  Bcport,   Qs.   Mr. 

Paul,  Mr.  J.  Wilson  (Govan),   Mr.  Stuart- 

Wortley  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  July  27,  668 
Law  Officers  and  Private  Practice — Mr.  P, 

W,  Campbell,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  Aug  7,  1421 
Loeh  Broom,  Navigability  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Weir, 

Mr.  W.    Whitelaw ;    As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 

July  20,   105  ;    Q.  Mr.  Weir ;    A.  Sir  U. 

Kay-Shuttleworth  July  27,  6H8 

Magistraey^  County 

Absentees,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;    A.  Sir   G.  Tre- 
velyan July  20,  83 
Appointments  and  Politia,  Qs.  Dr.  Mac- 
gregor, Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  W.  White- 
law  ;   As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  20, 
109 
Medical  Officers  of  Health — Boss  amd  CrO' 
warty,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan 
July  25,  482 
Parochial    Boards.    Ministers    on,    Q.    Dr. 
Farquharson  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  July  24, 
319 
Peterhead  Harbour,  Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com. 

Aug  1,  1059;  Aug  2,  1164 
Peterhead  Biots.  Q.  Mr.  Reushaw  ;   A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  Aug  4,  1346 
Police  Superannuation,  Q.  Mr.   Hozier;    A. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  27,  662 

[cont. 
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SC0TLAND--COUU 

Pogt  Office 

Island  qf  Canna^  Telegraphic  EMeruthn  to, 

Q.  Mr.  Macforlane ;   A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 

Jvly  27,  626 
lliithemy,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Murray ;    A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  July  28,  762 

Prison  Official  DUeipliiie,  Q.  Mr.  W.  White- 
law  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  July  25,  468 

Railways 

AutonMtir  Brakes  —  Dingwall   Accident, 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  July  25, 
482 
Garve  and    Ullapool    Bail  way,   Qs.   Mr. 
Weir,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court  July  20,  106  ;  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  July  24.  317 
jp-~rB4tss^hire — Muir  of  Ord   Water  Supply, 
'        Q.  Mr.   Bumie ;    A.   Sir    G.  Trevelyan 
Aug  3,  1184 
—tSketlands,  Soundings  off^  Q.  Mr.  M.  Fer- 
guson ;    A,    Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttleworth 
Aug   3,  1183 
^  Stmieharen  Harbour,  Q.  Mr.  Crombie  ;   A. 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  10,  1773 
-  Tarbert,    Watch    Bobbery    at,  Q.   Sir   C. 
Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Aug  7, 
^    1416 

l/Hivcrsities  (see  sub-heading  Education) 

Seal  Fishery  (North  Pacific)  Act,  1898 
Copy  i)re8.  July  21,  271 

Seamen*8  ProvisioiiB  Bill 

r.  Order  for  Com.  read ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  28, 
852 

Selborne,  Earl  of 
I^aw  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  608 

Sewage,   Treatment  of  (see  Local  Go- 
vernment Board) 

Sextox,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry,  N. 

American  Mail  Route,  1651 

Black  rock  and  Kingstown  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  1662, 1663 ;  Con.  1328. 1330, 
1334 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  764  ;  Com.,  CI, 
XX  VIII.  2, 7, 8.  %  10, 16, 18,  19,  21,  22, 28, 
27,  28,  37,  40  ;  T/.  XXX.  121, 180,  135, 136, 
187,  143.  146,  147, 149, 161 ;  NewFinancidd 
a.  236,  237,  508,  609,  511,  659,  677,  682, 
693,  594,  671.  673.  675,  676,  677,  68,3,  684, 
707,  712;  As  amended,  Con.,  Xnc  Cls., 
1490,  1491.  1493,  1494,  1497,  1502,  1625, 
1782,  1789,  1812,  1849,  1852,  1853 

Ireland 

Ballymacarrct,  Family  Quarrel  at,  1428 

Catholic  Excursion  to  Ligoniel,  Attack  on, 
1422 

County  Cork,  Crime  in,  108 

Kerry,  Alleged  Illegal  Seizure  at,  1341, 
1764 

Kerry,  North — Pier  and  Harbour  Accom- 
modation, 1340 

Lady  Wallace  and  Her  Tenants,  648 

Teachers'  Salaries,  1339 

Tobacco— Railway  Rates,  1341 

[cant. 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.-^ont, 

Parliament 
Chair,  Obedience  to,  111 
Members'  Dining  Rooms— Reserving  Semta, 

1006 
Supply— Vote  on  Account,  1110,  1112,  1113 

Shand,  Lord 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com,  184, 
185,  187 

Sheriff  Courts  Conngnationt  (Seotlaai) 
Bill 

c,  Intro.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;  Read  I*  July  31, 
980 
2R.  deferred  Aug  3,  1294 
Read  2»  Aug  8,  1659 

Shop   Hours   Act    (1892)  AimmdinftBt 
(Ho.  2)  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.,  R.P,  Aug  8,  1658 

SlAH 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  Qs.  Mr.  Cur«Mi, 
Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Asw  Sir  E.  Grey 
July  19, 60  ;  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett^ 
Mr.  Curzon,  Mr.  Atherley-Jones ;  As.  Sir 
E.  Grey  July  20,  84  ;  Q.  Mr.  Curaon  ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  24, 322  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Cunon. 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  Sir  R.  Temple ;  As.  Sir  K, 
Grey  July  25,  489 ;  Q.  Lord  Lamington  ; 
A.  Earl  of  Rosebery  July  27, 598  ;  Qs.  and 
Obs.  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl  of  Ro«e- 
bery  July  31, 854  ;  Qs.  and  Obs.  Marquea 
of  Salisbury,  Earl  of  Rosebery,  Loid 
Lamington,  Earl  of  Dudley  Aug  1,  981 

Blockade  of  Siam,  Qs.  Mr.  Curxon,  Sir  W. 
Pearce,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  G.  Bowles, 
Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett;  As.  Sir  E. 
Grey,  Sir  U.  KaT-Shuttleworth  July  27, 
657  ;  Qs.  Sir  C.  'Dilke,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  July  28,  763 ;  Qs.  Mr. 
Curzon,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey 
July  31,  884 

British  Concessions,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grev  July  25, 467 

British  War  Vessels  at  Siam,  Q.  Sir  K. 
Ashmeail  •  Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
Aug  ,3,  1209;  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett  ;  As.  Sir  0.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  4,  1347 

**BaUy  .Yews''  Telegrams,  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ash- 
mead-Bart  let  t,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir 
E.  Grey  Aug  1,  1009 

French  Ultimatum,  Qs.  Sir  £.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  Curxon  ;  As.  Sir  £.  Grey 
July  21,  207  ;  Q.  Mr.  CurioD  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  Aug  14,  100 

Bice  as  Contrmband,  Q.  Sir  W.  Pearoe ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  July  27.  656,  658 

(References  to  in  Debate  in  Com.  of  Smpjdy 
Aug  2,  1117,  &c) 

SiDEBOTHAM,     Mf.    J.     W^     Cheshirt^ 

Hyde 
Coal  Mines — Assistant  Inspector,  643,  641 
\    Supply— Public  Education,  1087 
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SiDEBOTTOM,  Mr.  W.,  Derbyshire^  High 
Peak 

Supply— Public  Education,  1091 

Sinclair,  Captaiu  J.,  Dumbartonshire 
Scotland — Piere  on  the  Gareloch,  471 

Sinking  Fund 

Terminable   Annuities,  Q.   Mr.   Bartley  ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  25,  481 

SiTWELL,  Sir  G.  R.,  Scarborough 

Annenia  —  Archbishops  of  Marash  and 
Zeitoun,  98 

Slave  Trade 

Tripoli,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
Aug  3,  11»3 

Small  Holdings  Act 
Qs.  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  J.  Colli ngs ;  As.  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  3,  1199  ;  Q.  Mr.  Scott- 
Montagu  ;  A.   Mr.  H.  H.   Fowler   Aug  8, 
1556 

Smith,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Chrisichurch 
Government  of  Ireland   Bill,   As  amended, 
Ck>n.  1687 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark^  Partick 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill.  Com.,  Sew 
Financial  CI,,  407 ;  As  amended,  Con., 
J\>w  Ch.  1433,  1434,  1465,  1473,  1474, 
1475,  1603,  1837 

Supply — Public  Education,  Scotland,  792 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Egypt — ( 'orvte  Labour,  80 
Imlian  Currency  Question,  lies.  1594 
Supply — Public  Education,  951 

Smith,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  N.,  North 
Lonsdale 

Harrow  School,  Scarlet  Fever  in,  1426 

Snape,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire,  S,E.,  Hey- 
wood 

Bills  Passed  Twice  by  the  Hou&e  of  Commons, 
Res.  1392 

Education  —  Departmental  Committee  In- 
quiries, 650 

Supply,  670 ;  Public  Education,  925 

Soldiers  and   Sailors  (Civil  Employ- 
ment) 
Return  pres.  Aug  3,  1296 

Solicitor  General — Sir  J.  Rigby 

South  Hetton,  Sanitary  Condition  (see 
under  Durham) 

Spain 

Commercial  Treaty  with,  Q.  Mr.  J.  W, 
Lowther;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  July  24,  303 


frpeaber,  <ffl)e  (Right  Hox.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

CHAIRMAX  OF  COMMITTEES 

Obedience  to  live  Citair, — The  Member  was 
not  entitled  to  raise  before  the  Sj)eaker 
any  question  as  to  what  went  on  in  Com. 
Such  questions  should  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Com.  The  House  knew  what  was  due  to 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  July  20,  111 

yew  CUuntre  Besolutiim  —  Goternment  of 
Ireland  Bill. —  The.  Res.  of  the  30th  of 
June  was  passed  when  the  Speaker  was  in 
the  Chair  ;  and  the  Member  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  was  no  doubt  justified  in  asking 
the  Speaker  for  an  interpretation  of  it. 
But  the  Res.  was  a  direction  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  who  ha<l  already 
acted  upon  it,  and  who  would  be  called 
upon  to  act  upon  it  again  that  night  ;  the 
Speaker,  therefore,  suggested  that  it  would 
be  more  respectful  to  the  Chairman  of 
Coms.  if  the  question  were  put  to  him 
July  27,  669 

MEMBERS 

"  Cowan  Uy  attack,"  were  words  altogether 
out  of  Order,  and  should  be  withdrawn 
July  20, 104 

Scene  in  Com.  on  the  (t  ore  rum  cut  of  Ire- 
land BUI. — Mr.  Mellor'M  Itejwrt  to  the 
House, — Three  Members  stated  that  they 
heard  the  words.  The  Sjjeaker  aske<l  the 
Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  whether  he 
used  the  wonls  "Judas!"  **  Judas!" 
'•Judas !  "or  not.* 

As  to  the  immediate  matter  of  the  Speaker 
being  sent  for,  the  Speaker  knew  nothing 
until  he  was  sent  for.  The  Chairman  had 
made  a  statement  that  a  complaint  was 
maxle  of  words  having  been  used  which 
yfere  the  cause  of  some  clisturbance.  There 
was  no  reason  why  the  Si)eaker  should 
have  been  sent  for  unless  a  disturbance 
arose.  The  S|>eaker  ap{)ealed  to  the 
Leader  of  the  House  to  explain  to  him 
what  had  happened. 

From  the  explanation  given  it  appeared  that 
a  point  of  Order  di.i  arise  before  the  House 
was  cleared  for  n  Division.  The  originating 
cause  of  the  disturlmnce  was  some  oppro- 
brious expression  allege<l  to  have  been 
used,  coming  fi-om  a  particular  quarter  of 
the  House.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Member 
to  call  at  once  the  attention  of  the  (chair- 
man of  Committees  to  what  occuri-ed.       If 

•  any  Member  who  used  those  wonls  in  the 
heat  of  the  moment,  and  in  the  irritation, 
perhaps,  of  circumstances,  would  simply 
state  to  the  House  that  he  regretted  having 
usetl  them,  the  Speaker  would  take  no 
further  notice  of  the  incident. 

The  S|>caker  ajipealed  to  the  good  sense  and 
calmness  of  the  House  to  regard  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  as  a  sufficient  indication  of 
his  feelings  If  the  Member  hail  caused 
any  subse  jueiit  dii>tm  Umcc  he  re- 
grette«l  it,  and  he  also  regretted  and 
apologised  for  the  exprcsesioii  which  he 
used.        The    Si)eaker  thought    that  was 

leant. 
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ample  apology,  such  as  the  Speaker  ex- 
j>ected  of  the  Member.  The  Speaker  hopetl, 
m  the  interest  of  Debate,  and  in  the  higher 
interests  of  the  character  of  the  House, 
that  the  regrettable  incident  would  i)ass 
into  oblivion;  and  that  the  House  would 
proceed  with  the  rest  of  the  business  of  the 
evening  in  a  manner  which  would  do 
honour  to  the  traditions  of  the  House. 
Any  future  inquiry  as  to  what  took  place 
would  only  reveal  the  fact  that  in  the  con- 
fused meUc  criminations  and  recrimina- 
tions took  place  between  Members.  In 
the  interests  of  the  tlignity  and  honour  of 
the  House  it  would  be  well  to  let  the 
matter  rest  where  the  Speaker  had  left  it. 
Any  breach  of  Order  should  at  once  be 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Chairman,  or 
to  the  Speaker,  and  it  would  be  dealt  with. 
But  the  Speaker  could  not  go  back  then, 
aftei-  some  time  had  elapsed,  and  inquire 
into  all  that  took  place.  The  Speaker  di<l 
not  blame  any  Member  ;  he  only  asked  the 
House  to  allow  the  matter  to  rest  July  27, 
726,  727,  730,  731,  733 

The  Speaker  was  under  the  impression  that 
something  might  be  said  by  the  two  Mem- 
bers (Mr.  Logan  and  Mr.  H.  Fisher)  which 
would  not  tend  to  aggravate  the  situation, 
but  which  might  tend  in  a  [mcific  direction. 
What  the  Members  would  say.  the  Speaker 
was  satisfied,  would  not  be  regarded  by  the 
House  as  in  any  way  incriminating  either 
Member ;  that  it  would  be  said  by  each 
Member  in  the  interests  of  peace,  and 
woiiM  possibly  explain  misconceptions 
which  arose  on  one  side  ami  on  the  other. 
The  Speaker  felt  that  such  a  statement  of 
facts  might  tend  to  allay  irritation,  and  to 
meet  the  sentiment  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  a  subject  which  it  must  vie^  with  the 
deepest  regret.  The  Speaker  was  unwilling 
that  a  Committee  should  be  resorted  to,  or 
that  any  further  notice  should  have  been 
taken  of  the  regrettable  incident ;  but  ho 
felt  that  the  Prime  Minister  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  and  judgment  in  stating 
that  it  was  necessary  to  mark,  in  some  ex- 
ceptional manner,  the  feeling  of  the  House 
as  to  what  took  place.  It  was  due,  not 
only  to  the  outraged  feeling  of  the 
House,  but  to  the  indignation  which  ran 
through  the  country,  that  the  Leaders  of 
the  House  should  have  done  what  they 
hjid  tlone,  marked  from  four  different 
quarters  of  the  House  the  feeling  that  they 
entertained  of  what  took  place.  The  great 
security  against  the  repetition  of  such 
scenes  was  for  Members  not  only  collec- 
tively to  feel  that  they  were  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  to  feel  individually  that 
they  were  each  one  the  guardian  of  its 
honour  and  its  dignity,  and  that  they  did 
n*sent  every  infringement  of  the  better 
traditions  ot'  the  House  a^  a  iK^rsonal  injury 
and  affront.  After  what  h.d  Uion  said  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  tho  Lciuler  of  the 
Opposition.  an«l  from  othuis  representing 
other  sections  of  opinion  in  the  House,  the 
Speaker  hoj>od  that  the  matter  might  rest 
not  only  within  the  walls  uf  the  House,  but 
outside  July  31,  888,  89t) 

[cofU. 


EX}  [Bpe 

16. 

SPEAKER,  THE^JfemberS'-cont 

[These  wonls  were  entereil  on  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  House— Motion  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Aug  1.  1010] 

It  was  sufficient  if  the  Member  said  he  did 
not  interrupt  July  28,  850 


MISCELLAXEOrs  RILIXOS 
July  24,  321  ;    Aug  2,  1101 ;    Aug  3,  1174, 
1203  ;    Aug  4,  1337  ;    Au^  7,  1463,  14«9, 
1471,    1500;     Aug   8,    1616,    1617,   1628; 
Aug   10,   1807,  1832 

Official  DocunwHts,  Quotatums  from— The 
K  general  Rule  of  the  House  was  well  nuiWr- 
stood,  that  if  a  Minister  referre*!  to  publi'* 
documents  or  Despatches  he  should  Uy 
them  before  the  House ;  but  confidential 
documents,  or  documents  of  a  prirate 
nature  passing  between  officers  of  a  I>e- 
{lartmcnt  and  the  Department,  were  not 
necessarily  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
especially  if  the  Minister  declared  that  they 
were  of  a  confidential  nature.  It  would  t>e 
a  precedent  dangerous  to  the  Public  Service 
to  say  that  they  ought  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  What  passed  in  this  particular  caase 
was  that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
quoted  from  a  document  (Mr.  Edwards's 
Report)  ;  and  the  Speaker  thought  tbe 
House  might  take  the  word  of  a  Minister 
when  he  said  that  the  document  was  not 
confidential  to  that  extent.  But  if  the 
document  was  generally  of  a  confidential 
nature,  the  Minister  was  not  bound  to  Uy 
it  upon  the  Table  Aug  10,  1778 

RULES  AXJ)  ORDER  OF  DEBATE 
On  the  Motion  that  the  Order  marie  **  That 
the  Bill  (Veliicles'  Lights  (No,  2)  Bill)  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday 
Ayg  23,"  be  read  and  dischargeil,  the 
Speaker  ex])lained  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Motion  was  made.  Mr.  Mnoilona 
liad  charge  of  the  Bill— another  Member 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  when  the 
Bill  came  on,  said  "  This  liay  month.'* 
The  Speaker  accepted  that  Motion,  thinking 
the  Member  who  made  it  was  in  charge  of 
the  Bill.  The  Member  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  grounds  for  complaint  that  the 
Bill  was  tleferre«l  without  his  knowledge. 
The  Speaker  spoke  to  the  Member  who 
postponed  the  Bill,  and  he  made  no  objec- 
tions to  the  course  taken  of  reinstating  ibc 
Bill  July  31,  871  ^ 

If  a  Motion  was  opposeil  it  stooil  orcr  nnUl 
next  day  Aug  3,  1175 

Xew  Clauses  —  Consideration  as 
Amended  J  Covernment  of  Ireland 
Bill 

A  Clause  was  out  of  Onler ;  it  wookl 
require  to  be  originated  in  Committee. 

The  Clause  was  out  of  Onler.  becaoN*  it 
would  require  an  Instruction  to  Cunt- 
mittee. 

Amendt.  to  Clause  3  as  it  stooil  wa«  oof  i»f 
Onler.  If  it  were  mo\'ed  it  woohl  be  open 
to  any  Member  to  propone  that  each 
subject  involved  in  it  should  ticemUiiliad 
in  a  sepanUe  Clause. 
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It  did  not  follow  that  because  a  Clause  was 
inconsistent  with  the  Schedule  that, 
therefore,  it  would  he  out  of  Order  to 
discuss  it  as  a  proposition.  The  Member 
was  so  far  in  Order  in  referring  to  the 
Schedule— not  in  going  through  the 
whole  of  the  Schedule  to  show  that  there 
was  an  unequal  distribution  of  representa- 
tire  power,  as  showing  that  there  wero 
cases  which  required  the  action  of 
Boundary  Commissioners.  The  Boundary 
Commissioners  would  be  able  to  settle  the 
point  raised.  If  the  Member  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Kussell)  could  show  that  any  constitu- 
encies  should  bedivided,or  should  include 
larger  areas  than  they  at  present  includal, 
the  action  of  Boundary  Commissioners 
might  be  invokeii.  As  to  the  question 
whether  there  was  any  precedent  for 
putting  the  names  of  Commissioners  in 
the  Schedule,  and  whether  they  were  not 
always  put  in  a  Clause,  the  Speaker  said 
on  the  point  raised  a  new  Schedule  could 
be  brought  in. 

A  Member  was  out  of  Onier  in  anticipating 
a  subsequent  Clause  ^M^  7,  H.H3, 143  7,14 4.S 

The  Clauses  were  out  of  Order  as  new- 
Clauses,  but  could  come  in  as  Amendts. 
to  other  Clauses. 

A  Member  was  moving  a  Clause  formally 
in  order  to  clear  up  a  doubt  as  to  what 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  said  in  a  previous 
discussion,  and  to  that  there  was  no 
objection. 

As  to  the  question  whether  a  Member  could 
move  an  Amendt.  formally  when  it  might 
be  put  to  the  House  and  a  Division 
•  challenged  upon  it,  the  Speaker  said  that 
if  the  Member  liked  to  withdraw,  the 
Speaker  could  put  to  the  House  the 
Question  whether  permission  to  with- 
draw should  be  granted  or  not. 

A  Clause  that  would  interfere  with  the 
movements  of  the  Militia  and  Forces  of 
the  Crown  was  beyond  the  scope  of  tht; 
Bill.  These  movements  were  under 
Statute,  and  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill 
that  gave  power  to  the  Lonl  Lieutenant 
to  assume  military  duties  belonging  to 
otherperson8^tt^8,1614, 1618,1619, 1628 

If  the  object  of  the  Member  was  to  show 
that  any  persons  likely  to  be  oppressed  in 
future  by  the  action  of  the  proposed 
Executive  with  reference  to  the  laud  had 
no  proper  and  adequate  protection  under 
the  Bill,  he  was  in  Order.  The  Member 
was  not  in  Order,  however,  iu  reviewing 
legislation  with  reganl  to  Irish  lan<l.  He 
could  only  be  in  Order  in  showing  that 
those  connected  ^ith  the  land  would  be 
oppressed,  or  were  likely  to  be  deprived 
of  their  rights  without  remedy  or  redress 
Aug  10,  1832,  1836 

The  Speaker  understood  that  the  Motion 
(Blackrock  and  Kingstown  Drainage,  &c. 
(^Re-com.)  Bill)  had  been  put  off  by 
arrangement  between  the  two  parties.t  The 
Motion  had  been  put  down  by  error  for 
that  day.  Some  difficulty  had  arisen  in 
reference  to  the  Com.  There  was  a  Motion 
made  and  carried  that  the  matter  should 

[cont. 
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be  referred  back  to  the  former  Com.    It 

.appeared,  however,  that  the  former  Com. 
could  not  be  got  together.  One  gentleman 
was  ill,  and  another  thought  it  hard  t(iat 
he  should  be  summoned  again  to  con- 
sider a  subject  which  was  extraneous  to  the 
matter  for  which  the  Com.  was  originally 
appointed  ;  and  if  there  were  only  two 
Members,  he  did  not  see  how  the  Com.  was 
to  carry  on  its  business.  If  one  Member 
declined  to  vote,  the  Speaker  did  not  know 
what  the  Chairman  would  do.  The  Chair- 
man had  spoken  to  the  Speaker,  and  the 
Speaker  told  him  that  he  ha<l  better  make 
a  special  Report  to  the  House,  and  ask  for 
the  instructions  of  the  House  as  to  how  the 
Com.  should  proceed.  The  Speaker  knew 
of  no  present  means  of  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty.  As  to  the  question  of  discharging 
from  the  former  Com.  all  those  Members 
who  were  unwilling  to  conform  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  the  Speaker  said 
there  was  no  "former"  Com.  The  Com. of 
Selection  might  get  the  House  out  of  the 
difficulty  by  adopting  the  course  suggested. 
As  to  whether  it  was  in  Order  for  a  Mem- 
ber to  make  remarks  concerning  Members 
of  the  Com.  being  unwilling  to  act,  the 
Speaker  said  he  was  responsible  for  that 
statement.  He  was  informed  by  the  Chair- 
man of  what  had  occurred,  and  he  (the 
Speaker)  wished  to  be  frank  with  the 
House,  and  stated  what  the  ilifficulty  was, 
in  order  that  it  might  get  out  of  the 
difficulty.  They  might  rescind  the  Order 
appointing  the  Special  Com.,  or,  if  the 
House  wished,  the  remaining  Members  of 
the  former  Com.  might  be  competent  to  do 
it ;  and  it  might  be  added  that  two  should 
constitute  the  quorum. 

The  Speaker  woultl  consult  with  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Com.  of  Selection,  who  would 
suggest  some  course  of  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty. 

Although  the  Notice  of  Motion  was  put  down 
without  authority,  the  Speaker  ruled  that 
it  was  not  competent  to  move  the  Motion  ; 
especially  if  it  were  opj)08e<l  it  would  have 
to  stand  over  Aug  9,  1661,  1662,  1663 

It  was  a  very  wholesome  Rule  in  the  House 
not  to  allude  to  statements  or  IHibates  in 
the  other  House  of  the  piesent  Session,  as 
to  do  so  might  bring  the  two  Houses  into 
collision.  If  the  Member  likeil  to  ask 
whether  a  Bill  was  a  Government  Bill  or 
not  the  question  could  be  an8were<l  Aug  10, 
1781 

Debate  on  the  Gorernment  of  Ireland  Bill. — 
As  to  the  question  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  that  the  rt:- 
maining  stages  of  the  Bill  should  be  carrii-d 
by  the  same  proceedings  that  wereadoptvtl 
in  the  Com.,  the  Speaker  thought  that  that 
was  not  a  fair  question  to  put,  because 
when  a  MiniHter  ma^le  a  Motion  he  judged 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  time,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  say  l^eforehand  wlutt  he 
would  do  when  a  certain  date  arrived.  It 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  dignity  of 
the  House  that  questions  such  as  these 
should  be  asked  or  answered  Aug  10,  1782 
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SPENCER,    Earl  (First  Lord  of    the 

Admiralty) 
H.M.S.  **  Victoria,'*  Replacing,  1300 
Lord   Lieutenant  of  Ireland,   Addressed  to, 

279,  283 
Navy,  Swimming  in,  863 

Spicer,  Mr.  A.,  Monmouth^  Sfc, 
Supply — Armenian  Prisoners,  1154 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Burnley 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(Birmingham  Canal  Navigations)  Bill,  Re- 
oom.  1540 

Stanley  of  Aldekley,  Lord 
Elementary  Schools,  Motion  for  Return,  69 
India— Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  855 
Land  Transfer  Bill,  Com.  63 

Statute    Law    Revision     Bills    (Joint 
Cammittees) 
Report  July  27,  736 

Statute  Law  Bevision  (So.  2)  Bill 

I,  Read  2»,  and  com.  to  Joint  Com.  on  Statute 

Law  Revision  Bills  July  20,  78 
Reported  July  27,  617,  736 
Com.,  Joint  Com.,  Amendts.  made  ;  Standing 

Com.  negatived  July  28,  744 
Amendta.  reported  JiUy  31,  871 
Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  1,  990 

Statutory  Boles  Procedure  Bill 

I,  Com.  on  Re-com  ;   Reported  and  Re-com.  to 

Standing  Com.  July  27,  617 
Reported  Aug  %,  1173 
Amendts.  reported  Aug  4, 1315 
Order  for  2R.  read,  and  discharged   Aug  8, 

1534 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk^  Eye 
Armenia— Angora  Trials,  98,  1186 
Armenian  Prisoners  at  Caesarea,  480 
Armenians  in  Asia  Minor,  1186 
Laud  Tax  Commis8ioner8vl206 
Supply — Angora  Prisoners,  1152 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Con.  1692 
Supply— Public  Education  in  Scotland,  783 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Bills  Passetl  Twice  by  the  House  of  Commons, 

Res.  1381,  I3i»l.  I3ir,,  i:i9r» 
Re-ad<lres^t•<l  PainpbKts  iNintal  Charge,  312 
South  Heit  »n,  SaiiiU;iy  Coudition  of,  470 

Strachey,  Mr.  E.,  Somerset,  S. 
Contagious  Di^ea«eM  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  Com.  1858 
Outdoor  Relief— Friendly  Societies,  1745 
Outdoor    Relief    (Friendly    Societies)    Bill, 

Com.  1167 

Strikes  (see  Labour  Department) 


Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Skoreditch^  Hoxton 

Business  of  the  House — Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill.  319 

London  County  Council  (General  Powers) 
Bill,  Lonls  Amendts.  198,  431 

London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords  Amendts. 
1734 

Public  Health  (Lomlon)  Act  (1891)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Intro.  1379 

Thames— Steamboat  Racing,  1548 

Student  Interpreters  for  the  East 
Q.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  ;  A,  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  8, 
1544 

Superannuation  Act,  1884 
Copy  pres.  July  21,  271 

Superannuation  Act,  1884 
Copy  pres.  Aug  1,  1100 

SXnPPLY 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS. 
Vote  on  Account. 

£2,111,500 — Con.  in  Com. ;  Motion  to  report 
Progress  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  ;  withdrawn  ; 
Motion  to  reduce,  £1,000— lVrr^«  Oj9ice, 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  ;  witblrawn ;  R.P.  Au^  2, 
1101,  1112,  1124 
Con.  in  Com. ;  Motion  to  reduce,  £100 — 
Railway  Rates  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  ;  with- 
drawn;  Motion  to  reduce,  £1,000— ^'aiM- 
dia/i  Cattle  (Sir  J.  Leng) ;  withilrawn ; 
Motion  to  reduce,  £700— Stat umtry  O^ire 
and  Printing  (Mr.  Woods)  ;  witbdraM)^ ; 
original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  Am^  3, 
1210,  1218,  1242,  1273  ;  Report  Aug  4, 1349 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES,  1893-4. 
Class  I.— Public  Wobks  and  Buildikos. 

£143,710— -.^Krffy,  United  Kingdom  ;  Con.  in 
Com.  ;  Motion  to  reduce,  £100  (Mr. 
Bartley) ;  put,  and  negatived ;  original 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  Aug  1,  1011, 
1040,  1053  ;  Report  Aug  2,  1168 

£16,024— i/ar6iij(r«,  UnUed  Kingdom,  and 
Lighthouses  Abroad  ;  Con.  in  Com. ;  Vote 
agreed  to  Aug  1,  1053;  Report  Aug  2, 1168 

ii2\,^Q0^Peterhead  Harbour  ;  Con.  in  Com. ; 
Vote  agreed  to  Aug  1, 1059  ;  Report  Amg  2, 
1168 

Class  IV.— Education,  Science,  and  art. 

Scotland. 

£548,073— /V««y  Education  ;  Con.  in  Com. ; 
Vote  agreed  to  July  28,  766;  Report 
July  31,  978 

England. 

£3,894,718— P#fW»  •  Eduration  ;  Con.  in  Com.'; 
Motion  to  reduce,  £5U0  —  Religious  /»- 
Mtructifm  (Viscount  (*ranbonie)  ;  Dirisitm 
July  81,  918,  963,  977  ;  Report  Aug  1,  1074 

Supply 
Ciril  Service  JStlimates,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowks ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  10,  1760 
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Supply— ixuni,  [ 

Edueat'wn  Rtthiiatex,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot  ;  A. 
Mr.  Acland  July  25,  475  ;  Q.  Mr,  S.  Leigh- 
ton ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  July  27, 657  ;  Qs.  Sir 
J.  Lubbock,  Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr. 
Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland  July  28,  765  ;  Q. 
Viscount  Cranborne  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone Aug  I,  1008 

Irish  3ttimatejt,  Qs.  Mr.  Ro*s,  Mr.  T.  W- 
Russell;  As.  Mr.  W.  B.  Glalstonc  Jwy  1. 
1011 

Progress  »/— -Statement,  Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone ;  Qs.  Mr.  Hartley.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr. 
Paul,  Viscount  Cranborne  ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E. 
Glatlstone  Jnly  25,  490  ;  Qs.  Viscount 
CranUirne,  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ; 
As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  July  26,  549  ;  Qs. 
Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr. 
Snai)e  ;  As.  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  27, 
670 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1875 
,     Copy  pres.  Aug  4,  1380 

Supreme  Conrt  of  Judicature  Bill 

L  Com. ;      Reported ;     Re-com.     to    Standing 
Com.  July  20, 64 
Reported  Aug  1, 990 
Amendts.  reporte^l  ^u^  4,  1312 

Swaziland  {see  Afiuca) 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Education  Estimates,  475 
India  —  Public     Works    Department  —  En- 
gineers' Memorials,  1180 
Supply— Public  Education,  1097,  1098 


Tangier  —  British        Protection        to 
Boubker 

Qs.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  7, 
1432 


Tariff  Returns 

Q.  Mr.  Godson ;  A.   Mr.  Mundella  July  28, 
758 

Taxation  (  Great  Britain  and  Ireland) 
Return  pres.  July  21,  271 
(Refer  also  to  heading  Financial  Relations^ 
Imperial  Taxation^  and   Local  Taxation) 

Teck,  H.S,H,  Princess  Victoria  Mary — 
Marriage  of  (see  under  Eoyal 
Marriage) 

Tech,  ILS.H.  the  Duke  of 

Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Mr.  C'ampl)ell-Banner- 
m&nJuly  25.  478 


Telephones   and   Telegraphs   (aee  Post 
Office) 

VOL,  XV.     [fourth  series.] 


Temple,  Sir  ii.,  Surrey,  Kingston 

Elementary  Education  (School  Attendance) 

Bill,  2R.  54 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  490 
Government    of   Ireland   Bill,    Com.,    Atw 

Financial  a.  525,  585 
London   County   Council  (General    Powers) 

Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  193 
Russia  and  the  Pamirs,  208 

Supply 

African  AflEairs,  1212 

Armenian  Prisoners,  1155 

Franco-Siamese  Question,  &c.  1115,  1117. 
1165 

Public  Education,  907,  909,  910,  928,  9.H0, 
932, 979 

St.  Paul's  Schotil  and  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, 1268 

Swaziland,  Affairs  of,  1779 
Teachers'  Superannuation,  1348 

Terminable  Annuities 
Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  July  25, 
481 

Teynham,  Lord 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  190 

Inhumes 

Steamboats,    Overcrowding  on,  Qs.    Captain 

Donelan.    Mr.    Macfarlanc,    Mr.    Cremer. 

Admiral    Field,    Dr.   Cummins ;    As.    Mr. 

Mundella  Aug  10, 1749 
Steamboat   Boeing,   Qs.   Mr.  J.   Stuart,  Mr. 

Macfarlane :    As.   Mr.   Mundella    Aug   H. 

1548 


Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  Essex j  Romford 
Customs  Service  Accounts,  1656 

Ireland 
Grand  Juries  and  Home  Rule,  747 
Royal  Standard  and  Union  Jack  in  Ireland, 
110,211 

Post  Office  Buildings — Strike  among  the 
Workmen,  200 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Aberdare  School  Board,  105 

Thring,  Lord 
Law  of  Commons  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  602, 
605 

■ 

ToMLiNsoN,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Coal  Strike  Disturbances,  1208,  1204 
Elementary  Education  (School  Attendance) 
Bill,  Com.  1165,  1166 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CK 
XXVIII,  3,  7;  CL  XXX.  IHO :  Xeic 
Finafieial  CL  660 ;  As  amended,  Con.,  Xnr 
Cls.  1477,  1614,  1616,  1617,  1618,  1623, 
1628 

Irish  Education  Act  Amendment  (Xo.  2) 
Bill,  Com.  269 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 
Com.  1 166 

4  L  \cont. 
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TOMLINSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M. — eotU. 

Supply 

Morocco,  Anarchy  in,  1 1 64 

Peterheaci  Harbour,  107U,  1071 

Public  Bdncation,  1090 

Railway  Rates,  1216,  1218,  1222 
Volunteers,  Transit  of,  and    Railway  Com- 

[lanies,  882 

Trade  and  Commerce 

BrUkh  Commercial  Treaties,  Q.  Sir  E.  Hill ; 

A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  10,  1746 
German  Annirermry   Card*,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Muudella  Aug  4,  1338 
Ilay  Importation  {gee  title  AGRICULTURE) 
jMhoiir  Qiie8ti*fns  (sec  title  Labour  Depart- 

meat') 
Revolvers,  Importation  of,  Q.  Mr.  Maalona  ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  10,  1753 
Spain,  Commercial  Treaties  with  (see  title 

Spain) 
Trade  Depression,   Debate  on    in    Com.  of 

Supply  Aug  3, 1226,  &c. 
Trade  wUh  Russia,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Sir 

E.  Grey  >lw^3,  1189 

TRADE,  BOABD  OP 

President—Mr.  Mundella 
Secretary—Mr.  T.  BuRT 

America — i'nUed  States   and  'Trade  Marks, 

Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  10, 

1747 
Lighthouses  a  fid  Lightships  (see  those  titles) 
Merchant  Shipping  {sec  that  title) 
Patents  (see  that  title) 
Railways  (see  that  title) 
Steamboats,  Orercrowding   on,   Qs.   Captain 

Douelan,    Mr.    Macfarlane,    Mr.    Cremer, 

Admiral   Field,    Dr.    Commins ;    As.    Mr. 

Mundella  .1»<!7  10,  1749 
Steamboat  Raring  on  the  Thames,  Qs.  Mr.  J. 

Stuart,  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella 

Aug  8,  1548 
Tariff    Returns,  Q.    Mr.   Godson ;    A.    Mr. 

Mundella  July  2.S,  758 

Trade  Reports  {Annual  Series) 
Copies  pres.  July  21,   272  ;    July  26,  596  : 
Aug '6,  1296;  Aug  8,  1660 

Trade  Reports  {Miscellaneous  Series) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  3, 1296 

Tramways  Bill 

c,  Ortler  for  2R. ;    Bill  withdrawn,  and  leave 
given  to  present  another  Bill  July  31,  980 

Tramways  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

c.  Intro. ;   Read  1*»  July  31,  980 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

I,  Com. ;    Amendts.    made ;     Standing    Com. 
negatived    July  31,  871 

Reported  Aug  I,  990 

Read  3»,  and  passed  Aug  3,  1173 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Aug  7,  1527 
I,  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  8,  1533 


Treatt/  Series  (No.  12,  189S) 
Copy  pre8.  Aug  3,  1296 

TliEVELYAN,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  O. 

(Secretary   for  Scotland),  Glasgow^ 

Bridgeton 

Scotland 
Crossbill  Public  School,  Stratbaron,  1554 
Cullipool  School  Accommodation,  626 
Dingwall  Pauper  Colony,  1185 
Foxes  in  the  Highlands,  1186 
Hebrides  Land  Disputes,  876 
I>aw  Officers  and  Private  Practice — Mr.  P. 

W.  Campbell,  1421 
Magistracy,  County — Absentees,  84 
Medical  Officers  of  Health,  482 
Navigation  Schools,  303 
Peterhead  Riots,  1346 
Police  Su|)erannuation,  662 
Prison  Official  Discipline,  468 
Boss-shire  — Muir  of  Ord  Water  Supply, 

1184 
Stonehaven  Harbour,  1773 

Supply 
Affairs  in  the  HighUnds,  1293,  1294 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  766,  770,  778, 
806 

Tripoli,  Slave  Trade  in 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;    A.  Sir  E.  Grey   Auff  3. 
1183 

Trust  Investment  Bill 

/.  Com. ;  Reported  ;   Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 
July  24,  298 

Reporteil  Aug  I,  990 

Amendts.  reported  Aug  3,  1174 

Read  3*,  ancf  passed  Aug  4,  1316 
tf.  Read  l""  Aug  7,1528 

Trustee  (Consolidation)  Bill 

/.  Cum. ;  Amendts.  proposed  by  the  Joint  Coo. 
made  ;  Standing  Com.  negatived  July  20, 
78 
Amendts.  reportel  July  21,  192 


epoi 
id  p: 


Read  3%  and  passed  July  27,  617 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  fVesimeath,  N. 

Killough  School  Teacher,  632 
Militia  antl  Poor  I^w  Relief.  H78 

TcLLY,  Mr.  J.,  Lei f rim,  S. 

Land  Loans  Services  Act,  1206 

Turkey 
Armenia  (see  that  title) 
Constantinople  (see  that  title) 

Unemployed  (see  Labour) 

Union  Jack  (see  National  Flags) 

United  States  {see  America) 

United  Stales  {No.  9,  189S) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  9, 1728 


Unl] 


{ SE  SSIO 

Vol 


Universitiea  (see  Education) 

Univeriities  {Scotland)  Act,  1889  {Or- 
dinances Nos.  33,  34y  and  35) 
Copiee  pros.  Av^  3,  1296 

Vaccination 

DigtreM  WarraiUt  at  FuUiam,  Q.  Mr.  Eger- 
ton  Allen  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  27,  651 

Yehioles'  Lights  (Ho.  2)  BiU 

e.  2R  deferred  Jviy  31,  871,  980 

Vincent,  Colonel  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffield, 
Central 

Emigration  and  Immigration — Commissiouers 

in  America,  1339 
French  Commercial  Policy  in  the  East,  483 
Glerman  Anniversary  Cards,  1338 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI.  XXX. 
123 
Irish  PoHce,  1179 

Hoose  of  Commons — Seating  Arrangements, 

1003 
Life-Saving  Apparatus  in  the  Navy,  748 
I/ord  C.  Beresford  and  the  Strength  of  the 

Navy,  992 
Btraoey,  Colonel,  Case  of,  1002 
Supply— Trwle  Depression,  1226,  1227,  1229, 

1230 
Volunteer  Decorations,  1182 
Volunteer  Forces  (Jury  Exemption)  Bill,  464 

Volunteers  (see  Army) 
Tolunteer  Forces  (Jury  Exemption)  Bill 

e.  Com. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  25,  548 

Volunteer    Forces    (Jury    Exemption) 
Bill 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;   A.   Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  July  25,  464 

Wales 

Aherdare  School  Jitwrdj  Q.  Mr.  D,  Thomas  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  July  20,  106 
Agrieultural  Inst/^uctitm,  Q.  Mr.  Edwards ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  July  25,  476 
College  Charter  (^Unirentity  of  Waleii)  Act, 

1871,  Copy  pres.  Aug  1,  1100 
Endowed  Schooh  Act,  1869,  atid  Amending 

Acts,    Scheme    laid    before  the  House  of 

Lords  July  21,  192 
Endotoed  Sclundx  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

ActM,  and   Welsh  Intermediate  Education 

Act,  1889,  Copy  pres.  July  21,  271 
Ffrwyd  Colliery  Accident,  Q.  Mr.  Kenyon ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  10,  1764 
Intermediate  Education,  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leighton, 

Viscount     Cranbome  ;     As.    Mr.    Acland 

Aug  8,  1549 
Licensing — Refusal  to  Transfer,  Q.  Mr.  Pier- 
point  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Au^  3,  1181 
^'ewcastle'Emlyn  County  Court  Orders,  Q. 

Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  July  24, 

m 

leont. 
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PoH  Talbot  Disister,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Williams  ; 
A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  10,  1776 

Proposed  University  for,  Q.  and  Obs.,Bishop  of 
Bangor,  Earl  of  Kimberley  Aug  8,  1530  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leighton,  Viscount  Cranbome  ; 
As.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  8,  1547 
Mr.  O.  M.  Edwards's  Report,  Qs.  Mr.  S. 
Leighton  ;  As.  Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Speaker 
Aug  10,  1777 
South  Wales — Postal  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr. 
Logan ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  10,  1771 


Wallace,  Mr.  J,  S.,  Tower  Hamlets, 

Limehouse 

Emigration,      Pauper  —  Report     of      Com- 
missioners in  America,  1552 


Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down^  N. 
Army  Examinations.  Preliminary,  655 
Cattle  Disease  in  England.  667 
Government  of  Ireland   Bill,  As  amended. 
Con.  1790 

Ireland 
County    Down    Magistracy— Mr.    Murray 

and  the  Game  Law^,  761 
Crimes  and  Outrages,  310 
Kilfenora,  Alleged  Outrage  at,  657 
Mt)onlighting  Outrages.  310 
Proclaimed  Meetings,  311 


Water  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  Bill 

r.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  July  21,  270 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  July  24,  297 
Royal  Assent  July  27,  697 

Water  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  27,  597 


Watebpord,  Marquess  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Addresses  to, 
286 

Watson,  Lord 
County  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bill,  Com. 
186 

Webb,  Mr,  A.,   fVaterford,   fV. 

Ireland — Building  Trade  and  the  Home  Rule 
Bill,  301 


Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancras,  E, 
Mashonaland,  Fighting  in,  475 
Supply — Ordnance  Survey,  1012 


Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Swine  Fever) 

Bill,  Com.  1860 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  As  amended.  Con. 

1791   1792   1796 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  I860 
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Wedderburn,  Sir  W.,  Banff's/lire 
India 
Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  305,  1417 
Bengal  —Judicial  and  Executive  Functions. 
1418 


Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 
Bullets,  Nickel- Covered,  638 

Scotland 

Automatic    Railway     Brakes  —  Dingwall 

Accitlent,  482 
Garveand  Ullapool  Railway,  105,  317 
Island  of  Lewis— Pier  Accommodation,  482 
Loch  Broom,  105,  638 
Magistrates,  County— Absentees,  83 
Medical    Officern    of     Health— Ross    and 

Cromarty,  482 


Wemyss,  Earl  of 

« 

Local  Veto  Le^slation,  737 
West  Indies 

Jamaica— Naral  Yard  and  Hospital,  Q.  Mr. 
6.  Bowles  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle  worth 
July  31,  876 


Wharton,    Mr.    J.   L.,    York,     fV.R.y 
Ripon 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.  838 
House  of  Commons'  Seats,  Arrangement  of, 
886 


Whitchurch  Burial  Dispute 

Q.  Mr.   Carvell-Williams ;    A.   Mr.   Asquith 
July  27,  628 

Whitelaw,  Mr.  G.  A.,  Lanark,  N,W. 

Supply— Public  Education,  Scotland,  800 

Whitelaw,  Mr.  W.,  Perth 
Canadian  Cattle,  Examination  of,  &c.  474 

Scotland 
Garve  and  Ullapool  Railway,  105 
Magistrates  —  Appointments  and  Politics, 

110 
Prison  Official  Discipline,  468 

Supply 
Canadian  Cattle,  1257, 1259 
Peterhead  Harbour  and  Convict  Labour, 

1072 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  794,. 795 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 

London  County  Council  (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  193,  461 
London  Improvements  Bill,  Lords  Amendts. 

1731 
Lvons'  Estate,  Administration  of,  94 
Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates,  98 


Williams,    Mr.   J.    Carvell-,    Notts, 
Mansfield 

Burial  Disputes,  62S 

Elementary   Education    (Blind    and     Deaf 

Children)  Bill.  3R.  407 
Enfield,  Elementary  Education  in,  1193 

Williams,  Mr.  W.,  Swansea 

Port  Talbot  Disaster,  1776 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Mid. 

Colliery  Refuge  Holes,  1193 
Small- Pox  in  Durham,  1192 


Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark,  Govan 

Government  of    Ireland    Bill,  As  amended, 

Con. 1680 
Laundries  in  Scotland — Miss  Irvin's  Report, 

668 


Wilson,    Mr.   J.    Havelock,    Middies- 
trough 
Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  57 

Wolff,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 

Labour  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  2R.  56 
Walney  Lighthouse,  1763 


Wolmer,  Viscount,  Edinburgh,  W. 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CI, 
XXX.  167,  168 ;  As  amended.  Con.,  Xrw 
CU,  1683,1691 


WOOD  ALL,  Mr.  W.  (Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office),  Hanley 
Government  Small  Amw  Factories— Enfield, 
Sparkbrook,  &c.,  Labour  in.  106,  751,  1000 

Woods,  Mr.  S.,  Lancashire,  Ince 
Coal   Strike  —  Disturbances   in    Lancashire, 

1202,  1204 
Statement  on  a  Motion    for  Adjoamment, 

1011 
Supply— Stationery  and  Printing  Contracts 

and  Trade  Unions,  1271,  1277,  1288, 1289 

Woods,   Forests,   and   Land  Revenues 
of  the  Crovm 
Crown  Land*  and  Qnit-Hentt  in  Ireland  (tee 

title  lRKLA>^D) 
London  Impnirement*  Bill,  Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hiblwrt  Aug  8,  1541 

Working  Hen*8  Dwellings  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.,    R.P.  July  19, 58 ;  Aug  3, 1167 

Worthing  Fever  Epidemic 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;    A.  Mr.  H.  H,  Fowler 
July  21,  195 
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WoRTLEY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuart-,  Sheffield^ 

Hallam 

Laundries  and  the  Factory  Acts,  668 
London  (bounty  Ck)ancil  (General   Powers) 

Bill,  Lords  Amendts.  453 
Supply— Peterhead  Harbour,  1062 

Wrightson,  Mr.  T.,  Stockton-oji'Tees 
Working  Men's  Dwellings  BUI,  Com.  1167 


Wyndham,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

GK)vemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Com.,  CL  XXX, 
136,  137, 152, 154, 155, 160  ;  New  Financial 
CI.  695,  696  ;  As  amended,  Con.  1674,  1675 

York,  Archbishop  of 
Irish  Church  Surplus,  Motion  for  Return,  616 

Yorky  Duke  of  (see  title  Royal  Marriage) 


END    OF    VOLUME    XV.,      AND     EIGHTH     VOLUME 

OF      SESSION      1893. 
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